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ORDERS     OF     THE    DAY. 
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Supply — considered  in  Committee — 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS  (SUPPLEMENTARY 

estimates,  1S93-4). 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of  Civil  Departments. 

1.  £1,200,  House  of  Commons  Offices  : — ^After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  351 

2.  £1,200,  Home  Office  :— After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ..•  359 

3.  £1,500,  Colonial  Office  : — ^After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  •••  362 

4.  £1,081,  Local  Govemment  Board  : — ^After  9hort  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  365 
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7.  £1,300,  Register  House,  Edinburgh  •••  ...  •••  377 

Class  IV. — Education,  Science,  and  Art. 
B.  £207,864,  Public  Education  :— After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to      ...     378 
9.  £16,000,  Science  and  Art  Department  ...  ...  •••     391 

Class  V. — Foreign  and  Colonial  Services. 

10.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding^  i&27,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome  in  coarse  ofpayment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the 
3l8t  day  of  March,  1S94,  for  the  expenses  of  B^r  Majesty's  Embassies  and  Missions 
abroad"  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     391 
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the  3l8t  day  of  March,  1894,  for  sandry  Colonial  Services  and  certain  Charges  connected 
with  South  Africa." 

After  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''  That  Item  Q,  of  £80,000  (Bechuanaland  Grant  in  Aid)  be  omitted  from  the  proposed 
Yot^^—CMr,  Labouehere^  ...  ...  „.  „.  ...     410 

After    Debate,    Question    put : — The    Committee    divided  : — ^Ayes    38  ; 
Noes  145. — (Division  List,  No.  7.) — Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to     429 

Class  VI. — Non-Effbctive  and  Charitable  Services. 

1 2.  £6,400,  Superannuations  and  Retired  Allowances. 

Class  VI. — Miscellaneous. 

13.  £4,500,   Temporary   Commissions  : — Army    Supplementary   Estimates, 

1893-4. 

14.  £195,000,   Additional    Expenditure  on   Army   Service  : — ^After  short 
Debate,  Vote  agreed  to, 

15.  £100,  Ordnance  Factories  •••  ••  ...  •••     431 

Resolutions    to    be    reported    To-morrow :  —  Committee    to    sit    again 
To-nwrrow 

Standing  Orders — 

Ordered^  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders  do  consist  of  Thirteen  Members : 
Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Coddington,  Mr.  J.  E.  -Ellis,  Sir  T.  Esmonde,  Mr.  Halsey,  Mr. 
James  Lowther,  Sir  J.  Lubbock,  Sir  J.  Mowbray,  Ck>lonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Sir 
Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  Storej,  and  Mr.  Whitbread  were  accoidingly  nominated  Members 
of  the  Committee,— (5t>  J*,  ifcnrdra^)        ...  ...  ,,,  ...     432 

Selection — 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  of  Selection  do  consist  of  Ten  Members  :  Sir  C.  Cameron, 
Sir  J.  Dorington,  Mr.  Halsey,  Mr.  Illingworth,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  A.  Williams, 
Mr.  Wharton,  Mr.  Whitbread,  Mr.  wodehonse,  and  the  Chairman  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Standing  Orders  were  accordingly  nominated  Members  of  the 
Committee,— (iSVr  J,  Mowbray,') 
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presented,  and  read  first  time*    [Bill  46.] 
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Pire  Brigades  (Exemptiou  from  Jury  Service)  BUl^Ordered  iViscount  Curzon, 

Sir  Frederick  Dixon-Hartland,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr,  Baird,  and  Sir  Albert  Rollit :) — 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  62.] 

Liverpool  Corporation  Churches  BUL^Ordered  (^Mr,  Snape,  Mr.  NetUie,  Mr.  t.  p. 

CConmor,  Mr.  Cro^fielA,  Mr.  Stephen    Williamson,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  and  Mr. 
Brunner :) — Bill  preaentcd,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  63.] 

JfiTiifig  Accidents  (Scotland)  Bill — Ordered  (^Mr.  Baird,  Mr,  Hoxier,  Mr.  Parker 
Smith,  and  Mr,  Cochrane :) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  64.] 

Foreign  Shell  Fish  mil  ^Ordered  (Me^or  Rasch,  Colonel  Howard  VinoerU,  Mr.  Round, 
Mr.  Field,  Mr.  KnatehbulUHugessen,  and  Colonel  Brookjield  .*)— Bill  presented,  and 
reftdfinttime.    [BiU«6.]    ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     458 

Trade  Disputes  (Arbitration)  Bill— ^<^^^  (.Mr.  Butcher,  Sir  John  Oorst,  Mr. 

Horace   Plunkett,   and    Colonel   Palmer  :y^Bii\    presented,  and  read    first   time. 
[Bfll  66.] 
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Goronen  Act  (1887)  Amendllient  Bill — Ordered  (^Captain  Chiee^HtUehinson,  Mr, 
Albert  Bright^  Mr,  Baldwin^  Mr,  Godean,  Mr,  Brooke  BobiMonj  and  Captain.  Norton ;) 
— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  67.] 

ItilLdrailt  Stxeet  Miuio  (London)  Bill-*^''^^^^  (.Mr,  Jaoohy^  SPr  Thomas  Boe,  Mr, 
Arnold' For 9ter^  General  Qoldiwiyrthy^  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  and  Mr,  William 
Sidebotham ;) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  68.] 

Ohnrch  of  Scotland  Beferenoe  Bill— ^'•^^'■^'i  (Mr,  Thorbum,  Viscount  Wolmer,  Mr, 
Parker  Smith,  Sir  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  Cochrane,  Mr.  Baird,  and  Mr.  Maxwell:')^ 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  69.] 

Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Veto)  (England)  mn— Ordered  (Sir  wufrid  Lawson,  Mr. 

Allison,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Henry  J.  Wilson,  Mr.  Allen,  Mr.  Benn,  Mr.  Billson, 
Mr.  Crosfield,  Mr.  Saunders,  Mr,  Fenwick,  Mr.  Snape,  and  Mr.  Whittaker  :)^^'\\\ 
presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  70.] 

Smallor  Dwellings  (Scotland)  Bill — Ordered  QMr,  Alexander  Cross,  Sir  James 
Carmiehael,  Mr,  Baird,  and  Mr,  MOUligan:) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 

L**^^  '^'J         •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  ••• 

Tramways  Bill— ^''^''^^  (^Mr,  fichwann,  Mr,  Addison,  Mr,  Neville,  Mr,  Charles 
FenAoiok,Mr.John  TTi/^on  (Durham),  and  Mr.  HaveUek  WUson:) — Bill  presented,  and 
read  first  time.    [Bill  72.] 

Places  of  WorsMpt  &C.  (Bating)  Bill — Ordered  (Mr.  Clarence  Smith,  Mr,  Clough, 
Mr,  Owen,  and  Mr,  Perks  .*) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  73.] 

Karriages  (Attendance  of  Begistrars)  ViiX\r'Ordered(^Mr.  Perks,  Sir  Isaac  Holden, 
Mr,  Jllingworth,  Mr.  Oldroyd,  Mr.  Snape,  Mr,  Spicer,  and  Mr,  Waddy  .*)  —  Bill 
presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  74.] 

Men's  Dwellings  Bill — Ordered   (Mr,    Wrightson,  Sir   John  Oorst,   Mr, 

Jamss  Lowther,  Sir  Alfred  Hickman,  Mr,  Jesse  Ceilings,  Mr,  Oraham,  and  Mr, 
Bartley  .*) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  75.] 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill — Ordered  (^Mr,  stern,  Mr,  Channing,  Mr, 
Logan,  and  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson  .•)^'Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  76.] 

Peers  Disabilities  Bemoval  Bill — Ordered  (Mr.  Brodrick,  Mr,  Curzon,  and  Viscount 
Wolmer:) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  77.] 

Police  (Metropolis)  Bill  ^-Ordered  (^Mr,  James  Rowlands,  Mr,  Cremer,  Mr,  Hoioell, 

Mr,  Jam^  Stuart,  Mr,  Pickersgill,  and  Mr,  Naoroji :) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first 
time.    [Bill  78.] 

Public  Buildings  (London)  Bill — Ordered  (Colonel  Hughes,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir 
Algernon  Borthwick,  Sir  Charles  Bilke,  Mr,  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Jacob y,  and  Mr. 
Bousjield ;) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  79.] 

Vehicles*  Lights  Bill — Ordered  (Mr,   Webster,  Mr.  Macdona,  Mr.  Seton-Karr,  Mr. 
Charles  McLaren,  Mr.  Oriee-Hutohinson,  Mr,  Graham,  Mr,  Bowen  Rowlands,  Mr, 
Oriffith-Boscawen,  and    Mr,  Banbury ;)  —  Bill   presented,  and    read   first  time. 
[Bill  8a] 

Market  Gardeners  Compensation  Bill— ^''^^^^  (Sir  Edmund  Leohmere,  Mr,  Jesse 

CoUings,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Sir  Thomas  JSsmonde,  Mr,  Channing,  and  Mr,  Maguire ;) 
— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  81.] 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland)  IBill— Ordered  (Mr,  John  wuson  ((Jovan), 

Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Sir  Leonard  Lyell,  Mr,  Cameron  Corbett,  Dr,  Clark,  Mr. 
Birrell,  and  Mr.  Angus  Sutherland ;)  —Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  82.] 

Sale  of  LltOZicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  HiUr—Ordered  (Sir  Thomas  Lea,  Mr, 
Maurice  Mealy,  Mr.  W.  JoJiTuton,  Mr.  Jordan,  Colonel  Saund&rson,  Mr,  J,  F.  X,  O* Brian, 
Mr,  T,  W,  Russell,  Mr,  Pinkerton,  Mr,  O'NeiU,  Mr,  Diamond,  Mr,  Arnold-Forster, 
Mr,  Webb,  Mr.  William  Kenny,  and  Mr,  Kennedy  .*) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first 
time.     [Bill  83.] 

Plumbers*  Begistration  ViXL— Ordered  (^Mr,  Kumles,  Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  JEa/rl 

Compton,  Mr,  Dixon,  Dr,  Farguharson,  Mr,  Bowen  Rowlands,  and  Mr.  Sexton  .•) — 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  84.]  ...  ... 

Tramways  and  Public  Companies  (Ireland)  Act  (1883)  Amendment  Bill— 

Ordered  (Mr.  Tully,  Mr.  KnoX'  Sir  Thomas  Esmande,  Mr,  Patrick  MHugh,  and  Mr, 
M  Qilligan :)  —Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  86.] 

Parm  Servants*  Holiday  (Scotland)  VSH—Ordered  (Mr,  Napier  and  Dr,  Clark .) 
—Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  86.] 
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Derdiot  Vessels  (Beports)  Bill — Ordered  (^Mr,  Macdona,  Mr.  Hozier,  Sir  Edward 
Harland,  Mr.  Wolff,  Mr.  Alban  Oihhs,  Mr.  Rmndy  Mr.  Havelock  WiUon^  and  Mr* 
Penn  .*)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  87.] 

Kshopric  of  Bristol  Act  (1884)  Amendment  "AiXi— Ordered  {Sir  Michael  HicJu- 

Beach  and  Sir  Edtoard  Hill ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  88.] 


The  Introduction  of  Bills — Question,  Mr.  Seton-Karr ;    Answer,  The 

Deputy  Speaker  (Mr.  Mellor)  ...  ,••  ...  ...     461 

ORDERS    OF     THE    DAY. 


Supply — Order  for  Committee  read  : — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  '*  •••  •••  •••     462 

Naval  and  Military  Defensive  Preparations — Amendment  proposed. 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in 
order  to  add  the  words — 

**  This  House,  before  yoting  supplies  for  the  maintenance  of  Military  establishments  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  seeks  an  assurance  from  Her  Majesty^s  Government  that  the 
Estimates  for  tb^t  purpose  submitted  to  it  are  framed  upon  consideration  of  the  needs 
of  possible  war  by  sea  and  land,  and  upon  a  consideration  of  advice  tendered  in  that 
behalf  by  such  Officer  of  each  Service  as  Is  fitted  to  command  in  war  Her  Majesty's 
forces  of  that  Service,"— (iS^ir  Charles  i>i/A<j,>— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  : " — After  Debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn         •••     507 

Main  Question  again  proposed — 

Employment  of  Reserve  Soldiers — Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words, 

**  This  House  deplores  the  want  of  employment  among  discharged  and  Reserve  men,  and 
calls  on  the  Government  to  remedy  the  evil  by  strengthening  the  existing  voluntary 
institutions  or  forming  a  bureau  at  the  War  Office  for  that  purpose,'* — (^Major  Jtaschf') 
— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  :" — After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••     519 

Main  Question  again  proposed — 

Mobilisation — Observations,  Colonel  Loekwood ;  Reply,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman). 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  •••  •••  •••     521 

Supply — considered  in  Committee— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ARMY    ESTIMATES,     1894-5. 

1.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  exceeding  155,347,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for  the 
Service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
excluding  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions,  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of 
March,  1895," — (The  Secretary  of  State  for  War)  (^Mr,  Camphell-Bannennan), 

After  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  •••  •••  •••     549 

2.  £6,981,000,  Pay,  &c.  of  the  Army  (General  Staff,  Regiments,  Reserve, 

and  Departments) 

3.  £100,  Ordnance  Factories  :^After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to         •••    550 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next : — Committee  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next         •••  •••  •••  •••  •••     555 
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Supply — Report — ^Resolutions  [15th  March]  reported,  and  agreed  to 
[See  page  361.] 

Wats  and  Means — considered  in  Committee — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Besolvedj  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 
8er7ioe  of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1894,  the  sam  of  £577,222  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

2.  R&tolTed,  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 
service  of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1895,  the  sum  of  £5,981,100  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom, — (JSir  J,  T,  HibbertJ) 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

Public  Petitions — 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed,  to  whom  shall  be  referred  all  Petitions 
presented  to  the  House,  with  the  exception  of  such  as  relate  to  Private  Bills ;  and  that 
such  Committee  do  classify  and  prepare  abstracts  of  the  same,  in  such  form  and 
manner  as  shall  appear  to  them  best  suited  to  convey  to  the  House  all  requisite 
information  respecting  their  contents,  and  do  report  the  same  from  time  to  time  to  the 
House  ;  and  that  the  Reports  of  the  Committee  do  set  forth  the  number  of  signatures 
to  each  Petition  only  in  respect  to  those  signatures  to  which  addresses  are  affixed  : — 
And  that  such  Committee  have  power  to  direct  the  printing  in  exteruo  of  such 
Petitions,  or  of  such  parts  of  Petitions,  as  shall  appear  to  require  it : — And  that  such 
Committee  have  power  to  Report  their  opinion  and  observations  thereupon  to  the 
House : 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  of  : — Mr.  Benn,  Mr.  Biddulph,  Colonel 
Bridgeman,  Mr.  Byles,  Colonel  Cotton-Jodrell,  Mr.  Crombie,  Sir  Charles  Dairy mple, 
Mr.  Kennedy,  Mr,  Leake,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  Mr,  Mulholland,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor, 
Mr.  Tollemache,  and  Mr.  Henry  J.  Wilson. 

Ordered^  That  Three  be  the  quorum,— (iSir  Charles  Dairy  mple,) 

LORDS,    MONDAY,    MARCH     19. 

Private   and   Provisional    Order    Confirmation   Bills — Motions    in 

regard  thereto  (The  Chairman  of  Committees)  (The  £arl  of  Morlej)    •••     557 

Motion  agreed  to : — Ordered ^  "  That  the  said  Orders  be  printed  and 
published,  and  affixed  to  the  doors  of  this  House  and  Westminster  Hall " 
(No.  7.) 

Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill— [h.l.]  (No.  2  :)— Bill  read  2*  (according  to  Order)   ...     558 

Business  op  the  House — Standing  Order  No.  XXXIX.  to  be  considered 
on  Monday  next,  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with  for  that  day's 
Sitting.  .  . 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  MARCH  19. 

Mr.  Speaker — Indisposition — Mr.  Speaker  was  reported  to  be  still  indis- 
posed and  Mr.  Mellor  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker. 

New  Writ  Issued  for  County  Of  Essex  (South  or  Romford 
Division). 

Q  UE  S  T ION S. 
0 

Post  Office  Savings  Banks — Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer,  The 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 
Irish   Veterinary  Inspectors — Question,  Dr.  D.  Ambrose  ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)      ...  •••  ...     559 

Labour  on  New  Ships — Question,  Mr.  Forwood  ;    Answer,  The  Secretary 

to  the  Admu^ty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth). 
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Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)     •••  •••  •••     560 

New  Battleships  Launched  in  1893 — Question,  Sir  C.  Dilke ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary-  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U,  £ay-ShuttIeworth.) 
FuTwiCK  School  Board— Question,  Sir  J.  Fergusson  ;  Answer,  The  Vice 

President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland)  ...  •••  •••     661 

The  West  Indian  Mails — Question,  Mr.  Hogan  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 

General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 
Queen  Chikanga's  Consort — Question,  Mr.  Knox  ;  Answer,  The  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton)  ...  •••     562 

School  Accommodation  in  Camberwell — Question,  Mr.  E.  H.  Bayley  ; 

Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland). 
Engine-Room  Complements — Question,  Mr.  Penn  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 

to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  £ay-Shuttieworth)     •••  •••  •••     563 

Pension  Errors — Question,  Colonel  Lockwood  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 
Indian   Cotton   Duties — Question,   Sir    D.    Macfarlane ;     Answer,    The 

Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  •••  •••     564 

Report  on  Trade  Unions — Question,  Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The  President 

of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella). 
Bradford   Barracks — Questions,   Mr.   Caine  ;    Answers,  The  Financial 

Secretary  to  the  War  Office  (Mr.  Woodall). 
Waterford  District  Lunatic   Asylum— Question,  Mr.  Field;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  .••     565 

Lush-Speaking  Magistrates — Question,  Mr.  Field ;  Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Sergeant  Ij^struotors  of  Volunteers — Question,  Sir  A.  Acland-Hood  ; 
Answer,   The   Secretary    of    State    for    War   (Mr.   Campbell-Banner- 
man)  •••  •••  •••  •••  •■•  •••     ooo 

The  Administration  of  Justice  at   Stratton — Question,  Mr.   Owen ; 
Answer,    The   Secretary    of    State  for  the   Home    Department    (Mr. 
Asquith)     •••  ...  •••  •••  •••  •••     567 

Clogher  Valley  Tramway — Question,  Mr.  M*Gilligan ;    Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert). 
Irish  Gun  Licences — Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  O'Brien ;    Answer,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••  •••  ...     568 

Dominica — Question,  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 

of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton). 
The  War  Minister  and  the  Patriotic  Fund — Question,  Captain  Naylor- 
Leyland  ;    Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.   Campbell- 
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Beserve  Army  Stores — Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)      ...  •••     685 

The  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown — Questions,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answers, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
Business  of  the  House — Statement,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir 
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New  Member  Sworn — The  Right  Hon.  Herbert  John  Gladstone,  for  the 

Borough  of  Leeds  (^West  Division)  •••  •••  ...  •••     687 

Message  from  the  Lords — That  they  have  come  to  the  following 
Resolution — ^namely  : — 

"That  it  is  desirable  that  all  Statate  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  of  the 
present  Session  be  referred  to  a  Joint  Ck)mmittee  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  **     ...     58g 

Crown  Lands  Bill — 

Ordered,  '*That  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills  do  examine  the  Crown 
Lands  Bill,  with  respect  to  compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders  relative  to  Private 
Bills,"— (Sir  J.  T.  HibherV). 

MO  TIONS. 
0 

Privilege  (Intervention  of  Peers  at  Parliamentary  Elections) — 
Sessional  Order  [1 2th  March  1894]  relating  to  the  Interference  of  Peers 
at  Elections  read  ; 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  this  Hoase  resolves  that  the  Earl  of  Rosebery,  a  Peer  of  Parliament,  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  President  of  the  Council,  Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  County  of  Midlothian^ 
has  by  his  speech*  on  the  17th  March  in  Edinburgh,  infringed  the  liberties  and 
privileges  of  the  Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom  by  concerning  himself  in  the 
election  of  a  Member  to  serve  for  the  borough  of  Leith  for  the  Commons  in  Parlia- 
ment/'— QLord  Randolph  ChurehUt), 
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Main  Question,  as  amended,  put : — Resolved,  That  this  House   do  now 
proceed  with  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

ORDERS    OF     THE    DAY. 
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"  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :  " — 

Government  EsfPLOY^s  in  the  Dockyards — Resolution — 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 

^  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  that  the  Government  do  pay  in  the  Royal 
dockyards  and  other  Naval  establishments  wages  equivalent  to  the  trades  unions*  rates 
of  wages  as  are  generally  accepted  as  current  in  each  trade,  either  of  the  district  or  of 
districts,  where  the  work  penormed  is  of  analogous  character/* — (^Afr,  ^Kearley^') — 
instead  thereof. 

After  Debate,  Question,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to  ...  •••  .••     659 

Main  Question  again  proposed — 

The  Royax  Naval  Reserve — Observations,  Commander  Bethell  ...     660 

After  Debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Harland)  ...  ...  ...  ...     675 

Motion  agreed  to  : — Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

Supply — Report — Resolutions    [16th  March]  reported,  and   agreed  to. — 
[See  page  521.] 

MO  TIONS. 


•o- 


Vorth  Berwick  Provisional  Order   BUl^ Ordered    (Jhe  Lord   Advocate  and   Sir 

^^/»r^c  Trerc/yart.-)  — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  89]    ...  ...     676 

CoilBOlidated  Fond  (Ho.  1)  'BlW,— Ordered  {The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  an  I  Sir 
J.  T.  Ilibbert ;)  — Bill  presented,  and  read  firct  time. 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  B\!^— Ordered  (.!/>.  John  Elli4,  Mr.  BilUon,  Mr.  Chnrlet 
FfHiri^rky  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  Mr.  Perks,  Mr.  Henry  J.  Wilson,  and  Mr.  Carvell 
Williams:) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  90.] 

Trust  Companies  Bill — Ordered  (Jlfr.  Wootton  Isaacson,  Colonel  Howard  Vincent,  Mr. 
Lawrence,  Major  Rasch,  and  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton ;) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first 
Ume.     [Bill  93.] 

Food  Adulteration  Bill — Ordered  QMr.  Wootton  Isaacson,  Mr.  Brooke  Robinson,  Mr. 
Cremer,  Mr.  Harrow,  and  Mr,  Graham:) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  92]  „.  ...  ,.,  ...  ...  ...     676 
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Mr.  W.  F.  D.  Smith  .0— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  91.] 

Joint  Stoek  Companies*  Register  B^SL-^Ordered  {Mr.  Clough  and  Mr.  Kimber ;)— 
Bill  pretented,  and  read  first  time,    [Bill  94.] 
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Chair  :  " — Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  resumed. 

The  Navy — The  "  Victoria  "  Disaster — Debate  thereon : — Question  put,  and 
agreed  to. 
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(In  the  Committee.)  749 

NAVY    ESTIMATES,     1894-5. 

1.  83,400,  Men  and  Boys — Statement,   The  Secretary  to  the   Admiralty 

(Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth)  : — After  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to  •••     788 

2.  £3,918,600,   Wages,  &c.,  of  Officers,  Seamen,  Boys,  Coastguard,  and 

Marines  : — ^Vote  agreed  to. 
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3.  £100,  Army  (Ordnance  Factories)  Excess  1892-3  : — Vote  agreed  to. 

CIVIL    SERVICE    EXCESSES,    1892-3. 

4.  £685  14s.,  Civil  Service  Excesses,  1892-3  : — ^Vote  agreed  to. 
Resolutions    to   be   reported    Jo-morrow  : — Committee    to    sit    again 

To-morrow. 


MOTIONS. 


Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  (House  of  Commons) — Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  control  the  arrangements  for  the  Kitchen  and 
Refreshment  Rooms  in  the  Department  of  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  attending  this  House." 
— (JIfr.  T,  E.  EllUy 

After  short  Debate,  Vote  agreed  to. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  of. — Mr.  Anstruther,  Mr.  Agg-Gardner,  Lord 
Burghley,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Fellowes,  General  Goldsworthy,  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert,  Mr. 
Jacoby,  Mr.  Leveson-Gower,  Mr.  Loder,  Mr.  M'Arthur,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power,  Mr.  Alfred 
Thomas,  and  Dr.  Tanner.— t?r<fercrf.  That  Three  be  the  quorum,— (il/r.  T,  E.  Ellii)  785 

Bivers  Pollntion  Prevention  'KH'—Ordered  iSir  FrancU  Powell^  Mr,  Henry 
HohhovMf  Sir  Joim  Dorington,  Mr,  Barrant  Sir  Henry  Howorth,  and  J)r, 
Farquharson :) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  95.] 

Indnstrial  and  Provident  Societies  Act  (1893)  Amendment  ^iHl-^Ordered  CMr, 

HotQgllf  Sir  Francis  Powell,  Mr,  Bartley^  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr,  Henry 
Hohhouse,  and  Mr.  Charles  Fenwick  .*) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  96. J 

County  Connoils  Association  (Scotland)  Expenses  'K31— Ordered  CMr,  Renshmc, 

Captain  Hope,  Captain  Sinclair,  Mr,  Parker  Smith,  Sir  John  Kirdoch,  Mr,  Maxwell, 

and  Dr.  Farquharson  ;)-Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  97.]  ...      786 

Herchandise   Harks  Acts  (1887   and  1891)   Amendment  (Catlery)  Bill— 

Ordered  (Mr,  Coleridge,  Mr,  Stuart' Wortlcy,  Mr,  Howell,  and  Mr.  Henry  J, 
Wilson ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  98.] 

Ground  Oame  Act  (1880)  Extension  Bill— ^'•^^^^^^  (-*^^-  Lamhert,  Earl  Compton, 

Mr,  Channing,  Mr.  BUlson,  Mr,  Joh/n  .H,  Roberts,  and  Mr,  Luttrell :) — Bill 
presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  99.] 

Foreign  Heat  Bill— ^'•^^'•^^  {Mr.  Lambert,  Mr.  Yerburgh,  Br,  Farquharson,  Sir  John 

Kennaway,  and  Mr,  BUlson ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bilf  100.] 
Sport  Beg^nlation  'K!^— Ordered  (Mr,  A.  C,  Morton,  Mr,  Barran,  Mr.  John  Burns, 

Mr,  Diam<md,  General  Goldsworthy,  MoQor  Jones,  Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr,  E.  J.  C. 
Morton,  Mr,  Schwann,  and  Mr,  Angus  Sutherland ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first 
time.     [Bill  101.] 

Betom  Tickets  VQl—Ordered  (Mr,  A.  C.  Morton^  Mr,Bousfeld,  Mr,  John  Burns,  Dr, 
Clarh,  Sir  John  Leng,  Mr.  Lloyd  Morgan,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr,  Provand,  Sir  Albert 
Rollit,  and  Dr.  Tanner ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  102.] 
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Mr.  Angus  Sutherland,  Mr.  Weir,  Dr.  Macgregor,  and  Sir  Donald  Maofarlane  :)'^ 
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Women*!  Pranchifle  Bill — Ordered  {Dr,  Clark;  Mr,  Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Cameron 
CorbeU,  Sir  Charles  DUke,  Mr,  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  C,  B.  M'Laren,  Sir  AlbeH 
RMU,  Mr.  Stansfeld,  Sir  WUliam  Wedderlmrn,  and  Mr,  John  Wilson  (Durham);) 
—Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  104.]  ...  .„  ...     737 

Tenftnt  Farmers*  Sporting  Sights  Bill — Ordered  (Mr.  Luttrell^  Mr.  Benson,  Mr. 
Bmmie,  Mr.  Billson,  Mr.  Logan,  Mr,  Halley  Stewart,  and  Sir  William  Wedderburn ;) 
— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  105.] 

Werlmien's  Honses  Tennre  Bill — Ordered  (^Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr,  John 
WUson  (Govan),  Mr.  John  Wilson  (Durham),  and  Mr.  Philipps ;) — Bill  presented, 
and  read  first  time.     [Bill  106.] 

Lriih  Edncation  Act  a892)  Amendment  ViM— Ordered  (Mr,  rteid,  Dr.  Kenny, 

Mr.  John  Bed  mend,  and  Mr.  Clancy ;)— Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  107.] 

Solieitors  (Ireland)  Bill — Ordered  (^Mr.  Field  and  Dr,  Kewny:) — Bill  presented,  and 
read  fint  time.     [Bill  108J 

Qubl  Begirtration  (Ireland)  Bill— ^''^^^^^  dMfr,  Field  and  Dr,  Xenny  .^—Bill 
presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  109.] 

Outdoor  Provident  Belief  Bill — Ordered  (^Mr.  Bartley,  Sir  Frederick  Seager  Hunt, 
and  General  Ooldsworthy :) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  110.] 

Oeeupying  Tenants'  Enfranchisement  Bill — Ordered  (^Mr.  Bartley,  Sir  Frederick 
Seager  Hunt,  and   General   Ooldstoorthy  :^ — Bill   presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[BUI  111.] 

Solioitors*  Examination  Bill — Ordered  (^Sir  Albert  RoUitf  Mr.  Perks,  Mr.  Billson, 

uAMr,  Chance:) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.      [Bill  112]    ...  ...      788 

Englton-npon-Hnll  (Conrt  of  Record)  'BUl^Ordered  (^Sir  Albert  BolUt,  Mr, 
Ckarht  WUson,  Sir  Seymour  King,  Mr.  Clarence  Smith,  CammanJer  Bethell,  and 
Mr.  Wilson-Todd  ;)— BQl  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  113.] 

Grocers*  Certificates  (Scotland)  Abolition  ^Wl— Ordered  (Sir  John  Leng,  Mr. 

John  WUson  (Govan),  Mr,  Crombie,  and  Mr.  Dalziel ;) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first 
time.    [Bill  114.] 


Wats  axd  Means— considered  ip  Committee. 

1.  Resolved,  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 
Serrice  of  the  year  ended  the  Blst  day  of  March,  1893,  the  sum  of  £785  lis.  be  granteil 
oat  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

2.  Jitsolred,  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 
serrioe  of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1893,  the  sum  of  £3,918,500  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Sesolations  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
Cdflfolidated  Fund  (Ho.  1)  Bill — Bead  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 


COMMONS,     WEDNP:SDAY,    march    21. 

Mr.  Speaker — Indisposition — Mr.  Speaker  was  reported  to  be  still  indisposed, 

and  Mr.  Mellor  took  the  Chair  as  Depatj  Speaker  ...  ...     789 

BudiXESs  OF  THE  HousE — Resolved,  "  That  the  House  do  meet  To-morrow 
at  Two  of  the  clock," — {The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 
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ORDE\RS     OF     THE    DAY. 

SUPPLY — considered  in  Committee* 

(In  the  Committee.) 

'*  CIVIL    8J)RVICES   AND    REVENUE    DEPARTMENTS,   1894-6. 

(Vote  on  Account.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,199,768,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  aocount,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Charges  for  the  Ciyil  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1895  *'  ...  ,.,  ...     789 

After  Dehate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Item  of  £1,160,000,  for  Public  Education  in  England  and  Wales,  be  reduced 
by  £500,"— (irr.  J,  G.  Lawson.)  ...  ...  ...  ,.,      803 

After  Debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed        •••  ..•  •••  •••     831 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  item  of  £9,000,  for  Temporary  Commissions,  be  reduced  by  £100,"— (.Vr.  A. 
CMoHon)  ...  ...  ...  ...     838 

After  short  Debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  •••  •••  •••     843 

Original  Question  again  proposed — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  Item  of  £5,000,  for  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland  (Public  Works  and 
J       Communications)  be  reduced  by  £100," — (^Mr.  Weir)     ,.,  ...  ,,,     847 

After  short  Debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ...  •••  •••     850 

Original    Question    put,    and    agreed    to: — ^Resolution    to    be    reported 
To-morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow  ...  •••851 

Supply — Report — Resolutions  [20th   March]  reported,  and  agreed   to, — 
[See  page  749.] 

Ordered^  That  the  Resolution  which,  upon  the  19th  day  of  this  instant  March,  was 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  Supply,  and  which  was  then  agreed  to  by  the  House, 
be  now  read, 

"  That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  exceeding  155,347,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for  the 
Service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
excluding  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions,  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March,  1895." 

Army  (Annnal)  'BiH^Ordered,  "  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide, 
during  Twelve  Months,  for  the  Discipline  and  Regulation  of  the  Army  ;  and  that  Mr. 
Secretary  Campbell- Bannerman,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth,  and  Mr.  Woodall  do 
prepare  and  bring  it  in."  Bill  present^,  and  read  first  time.  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time  To-morrow,  and  to  bejfrinted.    [Bill  116.] 

Ways  and  Means — c;onsidered  in  Committee 

(In  the  Committee.)  852 

Resolutions  [20th  March]  reported, 

1 .  "  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
year  ended  31st  day  of  March,  1893,  the  sum  of  £785  14s.  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

2.  *'  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Service  of  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  Marcn,  1895,  the  sum  of  £3,918,500  be  granted  out  of 

c      the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  **  That  it  be  an  Instruction  ta  the  Committee  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1^ 
Bill,  that  they  have  power  to  make  provision  therein  pursuant  to  the  said  Resolutions. 
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Oonfolidatod  Fnnd  do.  1}  Bill- 
ConBidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

After  short  Debate,  Amendments  agreed    to: — ^Bill  reported,   with  an 
amended  Title  : — ^As  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 


MO  TION  S. 


Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  (House  of  Commons)  Expenses — 
Motion  for, 

"  Return  showing  detailed  receipts  and  expenditure  of  Kitchen  Committee  for  the  years 
ending  the  Slst  day  of  December,  1891,  the  Slut  day  of  December,  1892,  and  the  3lBt 
day  of  December,  1893." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  postponed. 
Loeal  Ooyemment  (Ireland)  ProyiBional  Order  (Wo.  3)  BUI— Ordered  ^Mr. 

J.  Morlcy  and  A'*r  J.  T,  nihhtH:y-'lM\\  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  116]     868 

Xoad,  Snbventioil  Abolition  (Scotland)  Bill — Ordered  (Sir  Charles  Cameron, 
ViscuuHt  Wolmer,  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  Robert  Wallaetf  Sir  James  Carmichael,  Mr. 
M'Ewan^  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Mr,  Paul,  and  Mr.  Protand  :y-B\\\  presented,  and 
read  first  time.    [Bill  117.] 

Pablic-Honaes  (Hours  of  Closing)  (Scotland)  Bill— ^^'•^^''•'^'^  iSir  Charles  Cameron, 

Mr.  John.  Wilson  ((roran),  Mr.   Hunter,  Sir  John  Leng,  and   Mr.  -ffpiY^ ;)— Bill 
presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  118.] 

Sile  of  Intozicatinff  Lianors  Bill — Ordered  (^Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  BoUtho,  Sir 
Thomas  Lea,  Sir  Marh  Stewart,  Mr.  Brynmor  Jones,  Colonel  Bridgeman,  and  Mr. 
Alexander  Cross:) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  119.] 

IviJ  Law  Amendment  Bill — Ordered  (^Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  Mr.  Coleridge,  Mr. 
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James,  Sir  Henry  Boscoe,  Mr.  Mowbray,   and  Mr.  Fenwich  :) — Bill  presented,  and 
read  first  time.     [Bill  121.] 

Public  Accounts  Committee — 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Wodehouse  be  discharged  from  the  Select  Committee  of  Public 
Accoonts. 

Ordered.  That  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett  be  added  to  the  Committee,— (.S/r  J.  T.  Hibbert.) 

Army  (Annual)  Bill — Observations  on  Motion  for  Adjournment : — Motion 

agreed  to    •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••     ^54 
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3ir.  Speaker — Imlisposition — Mr.  Speaker  was  reported  to  be  still  indisposed, 

and  Mr.  Mellor  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker  •••  •..     857 

Xew  Writ  Issued  for  Lanarkshire  (Mid  Division). 
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Btiolredj  *'  That  this  House  at  its  rising  this  day  do  adjourn  till  Saturday  next,  and  at  its 
nanf^  on  Saturday,  do  adjourn  till  Thursday,  29th  March.  That  on  Saturday,  as  soon  as 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Supply — Report — ^Resolution  [2 let  March]  reported, 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS,  1894-5. 

(Vote  on  Account.) 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,199,768,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Charges  for  the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments for  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March,  1895,  namely: — [See  page  789.] 

After  short  Debate,  Resolution  agreed  to  ...  ...  •••     894 

imy  (Annual)  Bill  (No.  116)— 

Movedy  "That   the   Bill  he  now  read  a  second   time," — (Mr,  Campbell' 
Bannerman.) 

After  short   Debate,  Motion   agreed  to : — Bill  read   a   second  time,  and 
committed  for  Thursday,  29th  March  ...  •••  ...     895 

MO  T I  0  N  S  . 


Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  3)  ^\il— Ordered  iSir  Walter  loster 

and  Mr,  Shaw-Le/evre :) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  122.] 

Comolidated  Fund  (No.  1}  Bill — BiU^  as  amended,  considered ;   to  be  read  the  third 

time  npon  Saturday  ...  ...  ...  ...  ..     896 

•COMMONS,  SATURDAY,  MARCH  24. 

Mr.  Speaker — ^Indisposition — ^Mr.  Speaker  was  reported  to  be  still  indisposed^ 
and  Mn  Mellor  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker. 
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Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  Bill- 
Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

MotioQ  made,  aod  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  the  third 
time  "— 

T^B  Magazine  Rifle — After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  •••    900 

Billread  the  third  time,  and  passed.  ' 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  the  House  of  22nd  March,  Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  until  Thursday,  29th  March, 
without  Question  put. 

LORDS,  MONDAY-,  MARCH  26. 
tUtirM  in  Vitplji  to  fitx  iHajetftp'tf  iSb^it  dradontf  Sifttt^— 

Her  MajestjK^s  Answer  to  the  Address  of  Monday  the  12th  instant  reported, 
and  Address  and  Answer  to  be  printed  and  published. 

Business    of    the    House — Standing    Order    No.    XXXIX.    considered 
(according  to  Order),  and  dispensed  with  for  this  day's  Sitting. 

Consolidated  Fnnd  (Ho.  1)  Bill— Brought  from  the  CJommons;  read  !•;  then 
(Standing  Order  XXXIX.  having  been  dispensed  with)  Bill  read  2*  ;  Ck>inmittee 
negatived  ;  Bill  read  8*,  and  passed. 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  29. 
Commission — Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  Bill ;  received  the  Royal  Assent  «••    901 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  MARCH  29. 

Mr.  Speaker — Indisposition — Mr.  Speaker  was  reported  to  be  still  indisposed, 
.  and  Mr.  Mellor  took  the  Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker. 

Commission — Message  to  attend  the  Lords    Commissioners  ; — the   House 
went ; — and  being  returned  ; — 

Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent  to  : — 

1.  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  Act,  1894. 

The  Vice  Chamberlain  of  the  Household  (Right  hon.  Charles  R.  Spencer) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address. 

Q  UE  STION  S. 


Irchestbr  Ralwat  Fatality — Question,  Mr.  J.  Stuart ;   Answer,  The 

President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  •••  ,,«     902 

The    Charity  Commission — Questions,  Mr.  Carvell  Williams  ;   Answers, 

The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland)  •••  ...     903 

Military  Instruction  for  Volunteer  Officers— Question,  Mr.  Griffith- 
Boscawen  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  •••  ••»  •••  •••  .••     901 
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Sea.  Fisheries — Qaestion,  Sir  A.  Rollit;    Answer,  The  President  of  the 

Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mandeila). 
Stbuctural  Arrangements  in  the  House  of  Commons — Question,  Mr. 

Paul ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone)  •••     905 
University  of  London    Commission — Question,  Sir  A.  Rollit ;   Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt). 
Mr.  Arxold-Forster  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty — ^Personal 

Explanation,  Mr.  Arnold-Forster. 
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New  Member  Sworn — Ronald  Craufurd  Munro-Ferguson,  Esquire,  for  the 
Leith  District  of  Burghs. 

Adjournment — ^Loss  of  the  "  Port  Yarrock  " — 

Mr.  Havelock  Wilson,  Member  for  Middlesbrough,  rose  in  his  place,  and 
asked  leave  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  a  definite  matter  of  urgent  public  importance — namely,  ^'  The 
lo^^B  of  life  caused  by  the  loss  of  the  British  sailing  vessel  Part  Yarroek^^'* 
bat  the  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having  been  signified,  Mr.  Deputy 
Speaker  called  on  those  Members  who  supported  the  Motion  to  rise  in 
their  places,  and  less  than  40  Members  having  accordingly  risen  : — 

The  House  proceeded  to  the  Business  of  the  Day. 

MO  T 10  NS. 


Itulisatioii  of  Bates  (London)  Bill — 

Motion  made,  alid  Question'  proposed, 

**  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  make  better  provision  for  the  Equalisation  of 
Rates  as  between  different  parts  of  London," — (^Mr,  ShaW'Lrfevre)    ...  ^^^     qq"? 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  ordered  (Mr,  ShaW' 
Lefevre^  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer y  Sir  Walter  Foster ^  and  Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton:) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  124]      ,,,     913 

Conciliation  Bill — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  make  better  provision  for  the  settlement  of 
labour  disputes," — ( JTr.  Mundella.) 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  ordered  (Mr. 
Mundelloj  Mr.  Secretary  Asquith^  and  Mr.  Burt :) — Bill  presented, 
and  read  first  time.     [Bill  126J  •••  •••  ,,,  .,«     919 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

o 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  : " — 

Civil  Service — ^Resolution — 
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MO  TIONS. 


Law  LibTary,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill — Motion  for  leave- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  authorise  an  advance  oat  of  the  general  fund 
of  moneys  belonging  to  suitors  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Ireland  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Library  used  by  the  Bar  of  Ireland  at  the  Four  Courts,  Dublin," — (Ar.  J.  Morley). 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 
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Stahding  Comxittbb  (Scotland) — ^Besolation — 
MotioD  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 

"  That,  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Committees  appointed  under  Standing  Order,  No. 
47,  a  Standing  Committee  shall  be  appointed  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating 
ezidusiyely  to  Scotland  which  may,  by  Order  of  the  House,  be  committed  to  them,  and 
tliat  the  provisions  of  Standing  Order,  No.  47,  shall  apply  to  the  said  Standing 
Committee. 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  consist  of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish 
constituencies,  together  with  15  other  Members,  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection,  who  shall  have  power  trom  time  to  time  to  discharge  the  Members  so 
Dominated  by  them,  and  to  appoint  others  in  substitution  for  those  discharged. 

Ihat  Standing  Orders  Nos.  49  and  50  do  apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee/'^^ir 
0,  Trevelyan,') 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ^'  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
QnestioD,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"  This  House  declines  to  sanction,  in  regard  to  Bihs  relating  to  one  portion  only  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  any  plan  by  which  the  ancient  practice  as  to  the  constitution  of 
Conmiittees  of  this  House  shall  be  fundamentally  altered  until  it  has  had  an 
opportunity  of  pronouncing  upon  a  general  scheme  which  shall  extend  a  like  treatment 
to  Bills  relating  to  each  of  the  other  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom,"  ^(ifr.  A.  J, 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  '  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing 
Conmiittees  appointed  under  Standing  Order,  No.  47  *  stand  part  of  the 
Question'*  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  1137 

After  Debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  : — Debate  to 
be  resumed  on  Thursday  •••  •••  •••  •••  1215 

Kerchant  Shipping  Bill — Ordered  (^Mr,  Mwndellay  Mr,  Secretary  Asquithj  Mr,  Burt:) 

—Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  132]  ,..  ,„  ...  1216 

Supply — ^Report — 
Resolutions  [30th  March]  reported,  and  agreed  to, — [See  p.  1064.] 

Fablluientary  Papers  Distribution — 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  superintending 
the  fonn  and  regulating  the  Distribution  of  Parliamentary  Papers. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Causton,  Mr.  Cavendish,  Mr.  Edwards,  Mr.  Fisher,  Mr. 
Flynn,  Mr.  Howell,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  and  Mr.  Francis  Stevensoh  be  Members  of 
the  Committee. 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered^  That  Three  be  the  quorum, — (^Mr.  Causton.') 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills,  &c. — 

LofidB  Message  [19th  March]  communicating  the  following  Resolution,  namely — "That 
it  is  desirable  that  all  Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  of  the  present 
SesBion  be  referred  to  a  Joint  Committee  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,"  considered. 

Ruolted,  That  this  House  doth  concur  with  the  Lords  in  the  said  Resolution. 

Ordered,  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith, — {The 
Attorney  General.) 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — {Dr.  Farquharsan)  ...  ...  ...  .•.  1381 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end 
of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months,"— (Jfefr.  J. 
Stuart.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  "...  1390 

After  Debate,  Question  put:— The  House  divided  :— Ayes  228  ;  Noes  227, 
— (Division  List,  No.  14)  ...  •••  ...  ...  1419 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Thames  Ck)n8ervaney  Bill  {by  Order)— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (i^tr  F.  Dixon-Hartland.) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  ...  ...  ...  1425 

MoTtd^  ^  That  it  be  an  Instmction  to  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  that  no  further  powers 
of  taking  water  from  the  Riyer  Thames  than  may  now  be  legally  exercised  be  given  by 
the  Bill  to  the  Water  Companies,  and  that,  as  far  as  neoessaiy,  the  Bill  be  amended  to 
give  effect  to  this  Instruction,'*— (iSfr.  J.  Stuart.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

West  Middlesex  Water  Bill  {by  Order)— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  ...  ...  .••  1426 

London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*"  That  the  Order  for  Committal  be  read,  and  discharged. 

That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Committee  of  Eleven  Members,  Six  to  be 
nominated  by  the  House,  and  Five  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill  presented  six  clear  days  before  the  meeting  of  the 
Committee  be  referred  to  tiie  Committee ;  and  that  such  of  the  Petitioners  as  pray  to 
be  heard  by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses,  be  heard  on  their  Petitions 
against  the  Bill,  if  they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  support  of  the  Bill  against  ■' 
such  Petitioners. 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

That  Seven  be  the  quorum," — (1/r.  Howell,) 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ...  .*.  •••  142^ 


New  Members  Swobn — ^Alfred  Money  Wigram,  Esquire,  for  County  of 
Essex  (Southern  or  Romford  Division).  The  Hon.  Arthur  George 
Brand,  for  County  of  Cambridge  (Northern  or  Wisbech  Division). 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
{^April  5.]  P'^ff^ 

Q  UE  S  T 10  NS. 


Diplomatic    Relations   with   Venezuela — ^Question,    Colonel    Howard 

Vincent ;    Answer,  The   Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 

(Sir  E.  Grey). 
Christ^s  Hospital — Question,  Major  Darwin  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 

of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland)  •••  •••  •••  •••  1430 

Lunatics  in  Belfast  Workhouse — Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr.  T.  W. 

Russell,  Mr.  Knox  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J. 

Morlej). 
Town  Parks  in  Ireland— Questions,  Mr.  M^Cartan,  Mr.  Knox  ;  Answers, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morlej)  •••  •••  1432 

Tenants*  Improvements  in  Ireland — Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer, 

The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••  •••  1433 

Examinations  for  Irish  Monitors — Question,  Mr.  Bodkin  ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morlej)      •••  •••  ...  1434 

Lesson  Books  in  Irish  Schools — Questions,  Mr.  Bodkin  ;  Answers,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
Habitual  Offenders — Question,   Mr.  Paul ;    Answer,  The  Secretary  for 

Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  •••  •••  •••  •••  1435 

The  Failure   of   George   Barker   and   Company — Questions,   Mr.  J. 

Rowlands ;    Answers,   The   President   of   the   Board    of   Trade    (Mr. 

Mundella)  •••  •••  •••  .••  •••  .••  1436 

Enfield  and  Sparkbrook  Factories  -Questions,  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,  Mr. 

Bonn,  Mr.  Weir ;  Answers,  The  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War  Office 

(Mr.  Woodall)  •••  ...  •••  •••  •••  1437 

Eastern    Pondoland— Question,    Mr.    Whiteley ;     Answer,    The    Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton). 
The  Dum-Dum  Murder — Question,  Mr.  Caine  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell -Ban  nerman)         ...  •••  •••   1438 

The  Stamping  of  Weighing  Machines — Question,  Mr.  Caine  ;    Answer, 

The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  •••  •••  1439 

Registrars    of  Births  as    Political  Agents — Question,  Mr.  Woods ; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Shaw- 

Lefevre). 
Indian  Cotton   Imports — Questions,   Sir   D.  Macfarlane,  Mr.  Whiteley  ; 

Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  •••  1440 

Irish  Post  Office  Clothing  Contracts — Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ; 

Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  •••  ...   1441 

The  Rev.  John  Herkless — Question,  Sir  C.  Dalrymple  ;    Answer,  The 

Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan). 
The   Defences    of   Colombo — Question,    Mr.   Schwann ;    Answer,    The 

Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannermau)       •••  •••  1443 

Royal    Naval  Engineering    Examinations — Question,   Mr.   Schwann  ; 

Answer,  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  E.  Robertson). 
Ceylon  Rifle  Range — Question,  Mr.  Schwann ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)         ...  •••  ...   1444 

"  Parliamentary   Debates  "   Index — Questions,  Mr.  Bartley  ;    Answers, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert). 
Harbours  of  Refuge  on  the  East  Coast  of  Yorkshire — Question,  Mr. 

Holden  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)    1445 
Railway     Rates     and    Charges — Questions,    Mr.    Richardson,    Sir    J. 

Whitehead ;    Answers,   The   President   of   the   Board    of   Trade  (Mr. 

Mundella). 
Licence  Fees — Question,  Mr.  Gibson  Bowles ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith). 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
lApril  5.]  Page 

Aldkbshot    Police   Station — QuestioD,    Mr.    Jeffreys ;     Answer,    The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  •••  1446 

RiLioious    Impartiality     in    India— <2ne8tion8,    Sir    W.    Wedderhorn ; 

Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler)  ...  1447 

Tkxt  Books  in  Indian  Schools — Question,  Sir  W.  Wedderburn  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler). 

District  Councils — Qaestion,  Colonel  Gunter ;  Answer,  The  President  of 

the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  •••  •••  1448 

The  Volunteer  Decoration — Question,  Viscount  Wolmer ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman). 

Sir  C.  Freemantlb^s  Committee — Question,  Viscount  Wolmer ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert). 

Edinburgh  Castle   Rock — Questions,  Viscount  Wolmer  ;   Answers,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  •••  ...   1449 

Eddtburgh  Commissary  Office — Question,  Viscount  Wolmer ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan). 

The  Burial  Acts — Question,  Mr.  G.  AUsopp ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  •••  ...  1450 

LrsTEucTiONS  FOR  DOCKYARD  APPRENTICES — Qucstiou,  Mr.  Kuatchbull- 
Hugessen ;  Answer,  The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  E. 
Robertson). 

Military  v.  Civilian  Labour — Question,  Captain^  Donelan  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman). 

Delagoa  Bay  Railway — Question,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton  ;   Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  ...  1451 

LidxoRE  Agrarian  Troubles — Question,  Mr.  W.  Kenny ;  Answer,  The* 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 

Pi'BLiCANS  AND  MILITARY  PENSIONERS — QucstioDs,  Mr.  John  Bums,  Mr. 
Jeffreys,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Asquith),  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...   1452 

Cjlvadiav  Election  Disputes — Questiou,    Sir    C.  Dilke  ;    Answer,    The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton)  •••  1453 

The  Select  Committee  on  the  Irish  Land  Acts — Questions,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Mr.  Carson,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Barton  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)...  •••  1454 

LrxATiOft  in  Ireland — Question,  Sir  T.  Lea  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 

for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••  •••  •••  •••   1456 

German  Export  Trade — Question,  Colonel  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella). 

The  Behring  Sea  Award  Bill — Questions,  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell,  Mr. 
Gihson  Bowles ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Mr.  S.  Buxton)  •••  •••  •••  •••  1457 

Labour    in     German     Convict     Prisons — Question,    Mr.     Conybeare; 

Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Mundella)  ...  1458 

The  Evictions  in  Arran  Islands — Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)      ...  •••  —  1459 

Business  of  the  House — Questions,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman), 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  •••  •••  1460 

The  South  African    Mails — Question,  Mr,  Conybeare;     Answer,    The 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley)  •••  •••  •••  1461 


^  TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

"  l^April  5.]  Page 

MO  TION. 


Sittings  op  the  House  (Exemption  from   the   Standing  Order) — 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  proceedings  on  the  Motion  for  the  Appointment  of  a  Standing  Committee  on 
Scotch  Bills,  if  nnder  discussion  at  Twelve  o'dock  this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under 
the  Standing  Order  Sittings  of  the  House,**-— (Jfr.  J,  Morley.) 

Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  203  ;    Noes  173. — (Division 
List,  No.  15.) 


ORDERS    OF,  THE    DAY. 

o 

Behring  Sea  Award  Bill  (No.  128)— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— (TAc  Attorney  General,) 

After  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  ...  •••  •••  1486 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland) — Resolution.     [Adjourned  Debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [2nd  April] — 

"  That,  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Committees  appointed  under  Standing  Order 
No.  47,  a  Standing  Committee  shall  be  appointed  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills 
relating  exclusively  to  Scotland  which  may,  by  Order  of  the  House,  be  committed  to 
them,  and  that  the  provisions  of  Standing  Order  No.  47  shall  apply  to  the  said 
Standing  Committee. 

That  the  said  Standing  Committee  do  consist  of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish 
constituencies,  together  with  fifteen  other  Members  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection,  who  shall  have  power  from  time  to  time  to  discharge  the  Members  so 
nominated  by  them,  and  to  appoint  others  in  substitution  for  those  discharged. 

That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  49  and  50  do  apply  to  the  said  Standing  Committee,"— (iSir 
G,  Trevelyan,) 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That,**  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"  This  House  declines  to  sanction,  in  regard  to  Bills  relating  to  one  portion  only  of  the 


United  Kingdom,  any  plan  by  which  the  ancient  practice  as  to  the  constitution  of 
Committees  of  this  House  shall  be  fundamentally  altered  until  it  has  had  an 
opportunity  of  pronouncing  upon  a  general  scheme  which  shall  extend  a  like  treatment 
to^ills  relating  to  each  of  the  other  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom," — QMr,  A,  J, 
Bajfowr,) 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the  words  *  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing 
Committees  appointed  under  Standing  Order  No.  47,'  stand  part  of  the 
Question.** 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  232  ;  Noes  250. 
— (Division  List,  No.  16)  •••  ...  •••  •••  1501 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  *  in  addition  to  the  two 
Standing  Committees  appointed  under  Standing  Order  No.  47,*  stand  part 
of  the  Question.** 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn,*' 
— {Sir  F,  Dixon-Hartland.) 

After  short  Debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes231  ;  Noes 
246. — (Division  List,  No.  17)  •••  •••  ...  •••  1508 
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Standing  Committee  (Sootland) — continued. 

Original  Qaestion  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,;^'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,*' 
— {Mr.  Hanbury )         ...  •••  ...  •••  •••  15M 

After  short  Debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

Loeal  OoTenunent  ProviBional  Orders  Bill  Of  o.  1)— Reported  with  Amendments 

[ProTisioDal  Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Loeal  Ooyemment  Provisional  Orders  Gfo.  2)  Bill  (Ho.  2)— Reported  without 

Amendment  [Provisional  Orders  confirmed]  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Order  09[onsing  of  Working  Classes)  Bill 

Gfo.  3) — Reported  with  Amendments  [Proyisional  Order  confirmed]  ;   as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

MO  TIONS. 

o 

Votice  of  Accidents  Bill — Ordered  rA/r.  Burt,  Mr.  Mundella,  and  Mr.  Secretary 
Atqmith ;) — Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  144.] 

flrocers'  Licences  Abolition  Bill — Ordered  {Mr.  David  Thomas^  Mr,  Lloyd'Oeorge, 
Miger  Janee^  Mr.  Alfred  ThanuMf  Mr,  Whittaker,  and  Mr,  John  Wilean  (Durham  :)« 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  146.] 

COMMONS,     FRIDAY,    APRIL    6. 
PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 
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East  London  Water  Bill — Statement  (Mr.  J.  Stuart)         ...  ...  1505 

Q  UE S  T 10  NS  . 


•o- 


WiLSH  School  Inspectors — Question,  Mr.  Kenjon ;  Answer,  The  Vice 

President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland). 
Stkamship  Routes  to  New  York — Question,  Sir  J.  Long  ;  Answer,  The 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  A.  Morley). 
Mail  Landing  jlt  Queenstown  and  Moville — Questions,  Sir  J.  Leng, 

Captain  Donelan ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  (]k[r.  A.  Morley)  1506 
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Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Eay-Shuttle worth)  ...  •••  .,.  1507 

LovDON  Bakehouses — Questions,  Mr.  Barrow,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  John 

Boms  ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the   Local   Government  Board  (Mr. 

Shaw-Lefevre). 
Thrift  in  Elementary  Schools — Question,  Mr.  C.  Roundell ;  Answer, 

The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Mr.  Acland)  ...  •••  1508 

Bangor  Pier  and  Harbour  Works — Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer, 

The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert)  ...  .•.  1509 

EiNSLARE   Guardians  Election— Question,  Mr.  Kilbride  ;   Answer,  The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
The  Nottinoham  Execution — Question,  Mr.  Ballantine  ;   Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Asquith)  •••  1510 

Armour-Pixrcino  Projectiles — Questions,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answers,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth). 
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South  Kensington  Museum — Question,  Mr.  Webster  ;  Answer,  The  First 

Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone). 
Registry  of  Deeds  (Ireland) — Question,  Mr.  H.  Plunkett ;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert). 
Civil  Service  Superannuation — Question,  Viscount  Cranborne  ;  Answer, 

The  Attorney  General  (Sir  C.  Russell)  •••  ...  ...   1516 

Uganda — Questions,  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell,  Sir  J.  Keunaway  ;  Answers,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey). 
Sunday  Preaching  in  Cork — Questions,    Mr.  Barton,  Captain  Donelan, 

Mr.   T.   W.   Russell,  Mr.  M.    Austin,   Mr.    W.  O'Brien,  Mr.   Crean  ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 
The  System  of  Pairing — Question,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  ; 

Explanations,  Lord  Walter  Lennox,  Mr.  Newdigate  ...  •••  1518 

Business  of  the  House — Questions,  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 

Mr.  J.  Rowlands,  Sir    C.  Dilke,  Mr.  Bartley ;    Answers,  The  Chief 

Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  ...  ...  •••  1520 


ORDERS     OF     THE    DAY. 


Local  Oovemment  ProYinonal  Orders  (So.  2)  BiU  (So.  2>-Read  the  third 

time,  and  passe**  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••    io2Z 

Local  OoTemmenl  Provisional  Order  (Housing  of  Working  Classes)  Bill 

(Ho.  8) — ^B  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  Bill  (So-  D^As  amended,  considered ;  to 

be  read  the  third  time  apon  Monday  next. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders  (Ho.  8)  Bill  OHo.  122)— Read  a  second 

time,  and  committed. 

lorfh  Berwick  Provisional  Order  Bill  (Ho.  89)-  Reported,  without  Amendment 

^'    [Provisioiial  Order  confirmed] ;  Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 


MOTION. 

o— 

iCockensie  Fishery  Provisional  Order  Bill**  ^''<^^'^  0^^^  ^*  iretdyan  and  The 

Lord  Advocate  ;)-i»^ill  presented,  and  reitd  first  time.    [Bill  146.] 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read — 

J^otion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohair       •  «••  •••  •••  •«•  •••  •••  lu^v 

'    Royalty  Rents  and  Wayleaves— Resolution- 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out'  from  the  word  '*  That,'*  to  the  end  of     *  ' 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 
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BoTALTT  Rents  and  Wayleaves — Resolation — cofitinued. 


**  This  Honse  is  of  opinion  that  the  present  system  of  ^yalty  Rents  and  Wayleaves  is 
injorioas  to  the  great  industries,  that  the  evidence  given  before  the  Boyal  Commission 
on  Mining  Royalties  goes  to  shcMv  the  injurious  nature  of  the  present  mtem ;  and  this 
House  is  of  opinion  that  the  time  has  arrived  when  such  Rents  and  Wayleaves  should 
be  acquired  by  the  State/* — (Jfr.  Woodii) —instead  thereof. 

QuestioD  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of   - 
the  Question  *'  •••  •••  •••  •••  •••  1636 

After  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  150  ;  Noes  43. 
—«(Di vision  List,  No.  18)  •••  •••  •••  •••  1664 

Main  Question,  ^'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/*  again  pro- 
posed : — 

Business  of  the  House — Statement  (Mr.  J.  Morley). 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present,  House  adjourned. 

LORDS,     MONDAY,    APRIL    9. 

Sat  First — The  Lord  Tweedmouth,  after  the  death  of  his  father  ..,  1666 

The  Beaumaris  Scheme — Question,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Lord  President  of  the  Council  (The 
Earl  of  Roseberj.) 

Local  OoYemment  Proyisional  Orders  (Ho.  2)  Bill— Brought  from  the  Ck)mmon8 ; 

read  1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  rd^erred  to  the  Examiners.    (No.  9.) 

Statute  Law  Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills — 

HeasBge  from  the  Commons  that  they  concur  in  tlie  Resolution  of  this  House  communi- 
cated to  them  oh  the  19th  of  March  last  on  the  subject  of  Statute  Law  Revision 
Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  as  desired  by  this  House. 

Piltols  Bill  [hx.] — Presented  (^Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  ;  read  1*  ;  and  to  be  printed. 
(No.  11.) 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  AnLendmeilt  Bill  [h.l.] — Presented  {Lord  HaUhwry) ;  read 
I*  ;  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  12.) 

lindtatioil  of  Actions  Bill  [h.l.1 — Presented   {The  Lord  Chancellor);  read  1*;    to 
be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next.    (No.  13.) 

IftW  of  Inheritance  Amendment  Bill    [h.l.] — Presented  {The  Lord   Chancellor)  ; 
read  1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next.    (No.  14.) 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  APRIL  9. 
QUESTIONS. 
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DmewALL  Game  Prosecutions — Question,  Mr.  Weir  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 

Advocate  (Mr,  J.  B.  Balfour)         •••  •••  #••  •••  1570 
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Br>ixEss  OF  THE  House — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

-That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session  Government  Business  do  have  priority  on 
Tutsulay.  That  on  Friday  the  House  do  meet  at  Two  of  the  clock,  and  that  the 
(tn>vision8  of  Standing  Order  56  be  extended  to  Tuesday  and  the  Morning  Sitting  on 
FricUy/'— (4?i>  W,  Harcourt.) 

After  Debate,  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  "for  the 
remainder  of  the  Session,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  until  Whitsun- 
tide,"— {The  Marquess  of  Carmarthen)  ...  •••  •.•  1635 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
tiie  Question/' 

After  further  Debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  : — Ayes  268  ; 
Noes  244. — (Division  List,  No.  19)  ...  ...  .••  1642 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  Government  Business  do 
have  priority  on  Tuesday.  That,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "on 
Tuesday  and," — {Mr.  Hanbury,) 
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ORDERS     OF     THE    DAY. 
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Bill  considered  iu  Committee  ...  ...  ...  ...  1676 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1,  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  7,  after  short  Debate,  agreed  to. 
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It  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  make  his  Report  to  the 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Monday,  12th  March  1894. 


THE  PARLIAMENT,  which  had 
been  prorogued  from  Monday,  tlie 
dth  day  of  March,  met  this  day  for  the 
<ie$patcli  of  buiiine88. 

The    Session   was   opened    by    Com- 
Biseion. 

The  House  of  Peers  being  met, 

The    LORD    CHANCELLOR    ac- 
quainted the  House, 

"  Th:U  Her  Maj'.nity,  not  thinking  it  fit  to  lie 


the  Yeoman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  to 
let  the  Commons  know, 

"  The  Lonls  CommiHsioneni  desire  their 
imme^liatc  attendance  in  this  House  to  hear  the 
Commission  read." 

Who  being  at  the  Bar,  with  their  Deputy 
Speaker  : — 

The  Commission  was  read  by  the 
Clerk  :  -Then 

THE     QUEEN'S     SPEECH. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  de- 
livered Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious 
Speech  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
as  follows  : — 

My   I^ords^  and  Gentlemen^ 
"  I  regret,  in  view  of  the  recent  com- 
pletion of  your  arduous  labours,  to   have 


pren'ut  here  this  day,  lias  been  plcase<l  to  cause  ,  to  summon  you  SO  soon  to  renew  them. 

I  ■'•^mmisTiIon  to  lie  issueil  un<ler  the  Great  Scaly         ^-  ,     .  •  i      *       .  -r* 

ia  ..r.k-r  u.  the  oiKinin^  and   holding  of  this  '       My    relations    with     foreign    Powers 

P*r.iaruent.'*  '  continue  to  be  amicable  and  satisfactory. 

Then  Five  of  the  LORDS  COM-  The  negotiations  between  my  Go- 
MLSSIONERS  —  namely.  The  Lord  '  vernment  and  that  of  the  Emperor  of 
Ch:iui-4in<ir  (Lord  Herschell),  The  Mar-    j^^^^j^   ^^^   ^,^^   settlement    of    frontier 


que:^s    of    RipoQ,    Earl    Spencer,    The 
lfari|uess    of     Breadalbane,    and    Lord 


questions  in  Central  Asia  are  proceeding 


Carriiigton— being   in  their  Robes,  and  !  »»   »   «P»r'«<^   «^   "^"^"»1    confidence    and 
»eate<l    on  a    form    placed   between  the  '  goodwill,  which  gives  every  hope  of  an 
Throoe  aud  the  Woolsack— eommanded  I  carJ v  and  equitable  adjustmcut. 
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Negotiations  are  also  in  progress  with 
the  Government  of  the  United  States 
for  tlie  purpose  of  executing  the  Award 
of  the  Court  of  Arbitration  on  the 
question  of  the  Seal  Fisheries  in  the 
Behring  Sea. 

I  have  pleasure  in  also  informing  yon 
that  the  protracted  and  intricate  arrange- 
ments for  fixing  the  frontier  between  my 
Burmese  dominions  and  those  of  the 
Emperor  of  China  have  been  brought  to 
a  satisfactory  conclusion  by  the  signa- 
ture of  a  formal  Convention. 

Two  collisions,  accompanied  by  a 
lamentable  loss  of  life,  have  lately 
occurred  with  French  colonial  forces  in 
West  Africa.  I  await  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  instituted  with  regard  to  these 
deplorable  occurrences  in  the  full  con- 
fidence that  they  will  be  examined  in  the 
calm  and  dignified  temper  that  befits  two 
great  nations  on  such  an  occasion. 

(Tentlemen  of  the  House  of  Commons^ 
The  Estimates  for  the  Public  Service 
of  the  year  will  be  laid  before  you. 
They  will  bo  found  to  make  full  and 
adequate  provision  for  the  defence  of  the 
Empire. 

3/y  Lords,  and  Gentlemen^ 
The  recent  improvement  in  the  state 
of  Ireland  has  been  continuous  and 
marked,  and  agrarian  crime  has  been 
reduced  under  the  administration  of  the 
ordinary  law  to  the  lowest  point  that  has 
been  reached  for  the  last  fifteen  years. 

The  condition,  however,  of  a  con- 
siderable body  of  evicted  tenants  in  that 
country  requires  early  attention,  and  a 
measure  will  be  submitted  to  vou  with  a 
view  to  a  reasonable  settlement  of  a 
question  deeply  affecting  the  well-being 
of  Ireland. 

Bills  will  be  submitted  to  vou  for  the 
amendment  of  registration,  and  the  aboli- 
tion of  plural  voting  at  Parliamentary 
elections. 

Measures  will  be  laid  before  von  deal- 
ing  with  the  Ecclesiastical  Establish- 
ments in  Wales  and  Scotland. 


{LORDS}  Answer  to  Her  4 

There  will  also  be  presented  Bills 
having  for  their  object  the  equalization 
of  rates  in  London  ;  the  establishment 
of  a  system  of  Local  Government  in 
Scotland,  on  the  same  basis  as  that 
recently  accorded  to  England  and  Wales, 
and  the  exercise  of  a  direct  local  control 
over  the  liquor  traffic. 

You  will  also  be  asked  to  consider 
measures  for  the  promotion  of  concilia- 
tion in  labour  disputes  ;  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Factory  and  Mines  Acts ; 
and  for  the  reform  of  the  present  method 
of  conducting  inquiries  into  fatal  acci- 
dents in  Scotland. 

Upon  all  your  labours  and  delibera- 
tions I  humbly  implore  the  blessing 
and  guidance  of  Almighty  God." 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

Prayers. 


ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS. 
Garter  King  of  Arms  attending, 
delivered  at  the  Table  (in  the  usual 
manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords  Temporal 
in  the  Third  Session  of  the  Twenty-fifth 
Parliament  of  the  United  Kingdom  : 
The  same  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

SAT  FIRST. 
The  Duke  of  Bedford,  after  the  death 
of  his  brother. 

TOOK  THE  OATH. 
The  Earl  of  Buckinghamshire. 

SELECT  VESTRIES. 
Bill,  />ro  forma,  read  1'*. 

THE  QirEEN'S  SPEECH. 

ADDRESS  IN   ANSWER  TO   HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

The  Queen's  Speech  reported  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor. 

♦Lord  SWANSEA,  in  moving  that 
a  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Mjijesty  in  answer  to  Tier  Gnicious  Speech, 
j  snid,  he  would  endeavour  as  far  as  pos- 
sible to  avoid  matters  of  controvei'sv, 
and    would    simply     comment     shortly 
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5  Majesty^s  Most 
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Gracious  Speech. 


on  the    various    items    of    the   Speech 
—perhaps    at    greater    length    ou    the 
portion  of  it   more  essentially  affecting 
his  own   country,  Wales.     In    the  first 
place,  our  relations  with  Foreign  Powers 
were  stated  to  be  amicable  and  satisfactory. 
Nothing  could  be  of  greater  value  to  this 
coantry   than    the   blessings    of    peace. 
We  were  greatly  indebted  for  our  present 
position    with    foreign    nations    to    the 
noble   Marquess    opposite   and    to   the 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  relinquished  the 
Seals  of  the  Foreign  Office.   Their  Lord- 
ships would  also  have  the  entire  confi- 
dence in  the  future  administration  of  this 
moiit  delicate  and  important  Department 
so  long  as  it  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
noble  Earl  IkjIow  him.   They  had  gauged 
his^reat  powers  and  tact  in  leading  and 
^iding  the  affairs  of  that   House.     He 
hid  gained  the  entire  confidence  of  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  of  the  House.    Next 
the?    were    informed    that   negotiations 
with  Russia   in  regard  to  the  frontiers  in 
Central     Asia    were    proceeding     with 
SQtual  confidence  and  goodwill.  Nothing 
eoald  be  more   important  to  our  Indian 
Empire  than  the  defining  of  our  North- 
WTfettem  frontier.    So,  again,  it  was  most 
important  that  the  Award  which  would, 
be  hoped,  settle  for  over  the  vexed  ques- 
rioo    of   the    Seal    Fisheries    with    the 
roited   States    should    be   conducted  in 
futb  a  manner  as   to  satisfactorily  carry 
ODt  the  Award.     Then  it  was  most  satis- 
factory to  bear  that  the  frontier  of  Her 
Maiestv's     Dominions    in    Burmah    had 
Wn  amicably    settled   with    the    great 
Ejftpire  of  China.     The  collisions  which 
iuul  occurred  with  the   French  colonial 
troops  in  West  Africa  must  be  deplored, 
ltd  they  were  glad  to  be  informed  that 
tb«-  inquiries  were  being  conducted  in  a 
caju  an<l  dignified  manner.    Their  Lord- 
<li:ps  would  also  be  glad  to  hoar  that  the 
E-»tiinates  would   include  such  a  sum  as 
»oiiM    fully    j>rovi<lc  for  the  defence  of 
onr  Empire.     No  one  could  be  more  im- 
pressed than  himself  with  the  wisdom  of 
krtping  up  a  strong  Navy,  such  a  Navy  as 
would  ensure  the  safety  of  our  commerce 
*•  far  as   was   possible  in  these  difficult 
•livs   of   swift  cruisers.     Nothing  could 
be  more  for  the  interests  of  this  countrv 
than  that  our  Navy  should  be  upheld  in 
full    force.       No  doubt    the  noble   Earl 
bfrtow  would,    if  challeugod,   be  able  to 
explain    how    fully    this   question    hw\ 
occupied      his      attention,      and      how 


fully  it  would  be  dealt  with.  Then 
they  were  informed  that  there  was 
less  agrarian  crime  in  Ireland  than 
there  had  been  for  some  15  years  past. 
He  was  not  called  on  to  enter  into 
the  causes  which  had  led  to  that 
decrease,  and  ho  had  no  desire  to 
provoke  discussion  and  debate,  it  was 
quite  unnecessary  to  do  so  now.  They 
were  informed  that  the  condition  of  the 
evicted  tenants  required  attention,  and 
that  a  measure  would  be  immediately 
introduced  to  deal  with  that  difficult 
question.  He  earnestly  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  receive  any  such  measure 
with  favour,  because  undoubtedly  any 
reasonable  settlement  was  better  than  a 
continuance  of  discontent,  which,  as  they 
had  seen  in  past  times,  had  been  pro- 
duced by  the  rejection  of  such  a  measure. 
That  experience  should  prevent  a  similar 
mistake  being  again  made.  Then  they 
were  informed  that  a  Bill  would  be  intro- 
duced for  the  amendment  of  registration 
and  for  the  abolition  of  plural  voting. 
That'  seemed  an  exceedingly  simple 
matter,  and  he  had  been  astonished  to 
hear  the  vigorous  attack  made  by  the 
Duke  of  Devonshire  on  that  question. 
He  could  not  understand  why  there 
should  be  any  danger  of  gerrymandering 
in  such  a  measure  as  the  abolition  of 
plural  voting.  He  might  be  very 
innocent,  but  it  appeared  to  him  to 
be  a  very  sim])le  matter.  Secrets 
might  exist  of  which  he  was  not 
aware ;  but  he  thought  really  that 
the  Bill  might  be  endorsed  as  one 
for  the  abolition  of  gerrymandering. 
Well,  then  came  the  question  in  which 
he  was  so  deeply  interested  as  a  Welsh- 
man. Tt  was  announced  that  measures 
would  be  introduced  dealing  with  the 
Ecclesiastical  Establishments  in  Wales 
and  Scotland.  He  congratulated  his 
countrymen  on  the  fact  that  Wales  stood 
first.  It  would  bring  joy  to  the  souls 
of  tens  —  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
Welshmen,  for  on  no  question  were  they 
so  deeply  interested  as  on  this.  If  the 
desire  of  Wales  for  Disestablishment  is 
gauged  by  the  number  of  her  Parlia- 
mentary Representatives  it  could  hardly 
be  overstated  ;  out  of  32  Members 
returned  by  Wales  and  Monmouthshire, 
29  are  in  favour  of  Disestablishment  and 
Disendowment  of  tlio  P^nglish  Church  in 
Wales.  Did  not  that  forcibly  indicate 
the  desire  of  the  Welsh   people  ?      He 
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did  not  know  what  stronger  evidence 
could  be  required.  In  bis  early  days — 
wben  tbe   represontMion  of  Wales  was 

Eretty  nearly  equally  divided  between 
liberals  and  Conservatives — be  bad 
no  hesitation  in  saying  tbat  a  Bill  for 
Disestablishment  and  Discndowmeut 
would  be  tbe  most  Conservative  measure 
that  could  possibly  be  passed.  He  could 
speak  with  ample  knowledge,  having 
represented  Welsh  constituencies  for  36 
years.  He  had  represented  tbe  great 
County  of  Glamorgan  up  to  the  time 
when  it  was  broken  up,  and  afterwards 
a  great  constituency  within  it.  That 
county  represented  40  psr  cent,  of  the 
entire  inhabitants  of  Wales,  and  be 
therefore  could  speak  as  knowing  the 
feelings  not  only  of  a  very  large  con- 
stituency, but  with  perfect  knowledge 
of  the  opinions  of  the  whole  country. 
He  approached  the  question  with  an  en- 
tirely open  and  judicial  mind.  He  was  a 
Churchman  and  came  of  a  Church  family. 
He  had  been  mainly  instrumental  in 
building  two  churches.  Therefore,  he  was 
certainly  not  a  church  destroyer.  But  he 
could  also  claim  to  have  laid  the  founda- 
tion stones  of  more  Nonconformist 
chapels  than  probably  any  man  alive. 
He  had  always  gone  upon  the  principle 
of — first  a  Christian  and  then  a  Church- 
man— a  sound  and  right  one  as  he 
believed.  The  present  position  of  the 
religious  question  in  Wales  ought  to  be 
stated  pretty  fully.  It  had  never,  as  far 
as  he  was  aware,  been  seriously  put 
before  their  Lordships,  and  was  not  very 
generally  known  throughout  the  country. 
It  might  be  asked  how  was  it  Noncon- 
formity had  taken  such  a  strong  bold  in 
Wales.  That  fact  bad  chiefly  arisen 
from  two  causes  :  first  of  all,  the 
neglect  of  the  Church  and  nepotism 
in  Church  preferments  in  bye-gone 
days — he  would  not  say  now,  for  he 
could  bear  testimony  to  tbe  efforts  of 
the  Church  in  Wales  during  recent 
times.  But  in  past  times  the  Church, 
by  gross  neglect,  lost  her  hold  entirely 
upon  the  Welsh  people.  He  desired  to 
raise  no  controversy  whatever,  and 
would  be  very  sorry  indeed  to  give  the 
House  the  history  he  could  give  of  the 
religious  question  in  bye-gone  times  in 
Wales.  But  there  was  another  reason 
why  Nonconformity  had  obtained  so 
strong  a  hold  in  W^ales — the  enormous 
iDorease    of  her  population.     His   own 
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part  of  Wales  bad  increased  more 
than  any ,  other  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  except,  perhaps,  the  Metro- 
politan area.  In  1861  the  popula- 
tion of  Wales  and  Monmouthshire  was 
1,296,000  ;  in  1891  it  was  1,776,000,  an 
increase  of  480,000  souls  in  that  period. 
If  it  had  not  been  for  Nonconformity  no 
spiritual  provision  could  have  been  made 
for  that  enormous  increase.  In  his  own 
county  by  the  Census  of  1861  (when  he 
first  represented  it)  the  population  was 
326,000;  in  1891  it  was  693,000,  an 
increase  in  that  county  alone  of  366,800 
people.  How  could  their  religious  wants 
have  been  possibly  provided  for  but  by 
the  efforts  of  tbe  Nonconformists  ?  Under 
the  Church  parochial  system  it  was  very 
difficult  to  build  churches.  He  could  speak 
from  experience  of  tbe  difficulties  which 
had  to  be  confronted.  First,  the  consent 
of  the  patron  had  to  be  obtained,  then  the 
consent  of  the  Incumbent ;  then  a  district 
had  to  be  assigned  legally,  and  then  the 
title  to  the  land  had  to  be  proved  ;  after- 
wards the  Church  had  to  be  endowed, 
and  the  whole  of  the  funds  for  building 
it  had  to  be  provided,  because  it  could 
not  be  consecrated  with  a  debt  upon  it 
without  an  endowment.  It  was  quite 
impossible  for  bodies  of  men  who 
were  not  rich  to  fulfil  all  those  conditions, 
and  be  would  therefore  say  without 
hesitation  that  had  it  not  been  for  the 
Nonconformists  the  religious  wants  of 
the  people  could  not  possibly  have  been 
met.  Mostly  poor  people,  they  would 
not  have  been  able  to  find  the  money, 
and  the  only  alternative  for  that  great 
population  would  have  been  heathendom. 
Therefore,  as  a  Christian,  he  had 
always  rejoiced  at  the  great  efforts 
which  had  been  made  by  the  Non- 
conformist Bodies.  If  the  Church  in 
Wales  were  disestablished,  the  question 
which  greatly  exercised  the  minds  of 
noble  Lords  opposite  was,  would  Wales 
be  religious  ?  The  country  would  not 
be  one  single  atom  le.<s  religious  then 
than  it  is  now.  Religion  in  Wales  is 
not  dependent  upon  the  Church.  The 
Welsh  are  a  deeply  religious  people. 
Whenever  a  colliery  is  opened  in 
sonje  remote  valley  theretofore  only 
grazed  by  a  few  sheep,  the  men  imme- 
diately provide  for  their  religious  wants. 
The  first  thing  they  do  is  to  establish 
what  they  rightly  called  a  **  Church."  A 
few     earnest     God-fearing     men     met 
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together  m  some  small  cottage  or  hovel 
and  there  joiued  in  prayer.     From  tbat 
spraug  very  soon  a  small  chapel.     Those 
chapels  increased  as  the  district  grew  in 
popolation,  and  so  in  Glamorgan  there 
were  many  chapels  which  might  almost 
he  called    cathedrals  from  the    numbers 
they  accommodated.      Figures   old,    but 
ftill    good,    showed     that     the    Welsh 
were  a  highly  religious  people.     Those 
figures  obtained  by  him  a  few  years  ago 
when  he  went  into  the  question  of  higher 
edocation   in     Wales  showed    that    the 
nambers  of  Bibles  sold  in  that  country 
were  very  largely  in  excess  of  those  sold 
in  England  ;  for  while  in  £ngland  there 
were  24  per    1,000,  there   were   41    in 
Wales — nearly     double      the      number. 
Again,  the  Sunday  School  system  in  Wales 
was  magnificent,  and  the  teaching  under 
it  was  carried  out  more  completely  than 
Id  any  other  part  of  the  British  dominions. 
Poor  hardworking  men  were  willing  to 
giTe  up  their  Sunday  leisure  for  the  pur- 
pose of  teaching  the  children  the  pure 
trodis  of   Christianity.     What  was  the 
Gatcuroe  of  all  this  ?     An  almost  entire 
absence  of  crime,  or  at  any  rate  a  large 
diminatioD  of  it,  as  compared  with  Eng- 
land.     When    the    statistics   were    ex- 
tmined  last  by  him  there  were  14  people 
per    20,000     in      prison     in     England, 
Aod  in  Wales  9,  while  the   committals 
were  7  to  4  per  1,000.     Did  not  those 
figures  prove  that  the  system  of  religious 
teaching,   and   the  religious  feelings   of 
the    Welsh    people    were     far    beyond 
those  in  England  ?     It  must  also  be  re- 
membered that  a   large   portion   of   the 
mme  in  Wales  was  alien,  committed  by 
pe^iple   coming  into  the  country,  Irish, 
English,  and   often    by    foreign   sailors. 
He   regretted   there   were    no   accurate 
statistics    showing    the    proportions    of 
Churchmen  and  Nonconformists  in  Wivles. 
Dr.  Reece,  in  his  book   upon  Protestant 
XoDconformity   in    Wales,   published    in 
18M.3,   claimed    for   the   Nonconformists 
1,100,000  ;  for  the  Church  of  EnglniHl, 
22(MX)0  ;     for    the    Roman     Cut  holies, 
3(J,(KK)  ;      and     for     the     non-religious, 
224,000  ;  making  in  all  1,574,000,  which 
was  alK)nt  the  population  at   that  time. 
The  Rev.  John  Thomas,  of  Liverpool, 
gave  at  a  meeting   at   Carnarvon  very 
similar  figures — namely.  Nonconformists, 
9o5,lo6 ;  Churchmen,  228,571  ;  Roman 
Catholics,  50,000  ;  Irreligious,  337,540  ; 
total,     ],57 1,267,     and     showing     tbat 


the  proportion  of  Church-people  in 
the  popuhition  was  about  1  to  7^,  and 
of  Churchmen  to  Nonconformists  1  to  4^. 
Those  were  the  best  statistics  he  was 
able  to  give  their  Lordships.  Also  might 
be  called  as  a  witness  in  the  matter  the 
late  Dean  of  Bangor,  who  stated  at  the 
Church  Congress  in  1879  that  the  Church 
in  Wales  had  lost  five-sixths  of  the 
Welsh-speaking  people,  and  survived  only 
among  the  English-speaking  middle  and 
upper  classes.  That  could  not  be  con- 
sidered, at  any  rate,  the  testimony  of  a 
witness  in  favour  of  Nonconformists. 
Alluding  to  the  statement  that  the 
Nonconformists  of  Wales  only  existed  on 
paper,  the  late  Dean  of  Bangor  made  the 
pertinent  reply  that 

"  paper  adherents  did  not  give  money,  and  the 
Welsh  Nonconformists  gave  more  than  £300,000 
a  year." 

Nearly  at  the  same  time  the  Rev. 
Dr.  Thomas  said  the  Welsh  Non- 
con  form  ist«  gave  £400,000  a  year. 
It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  these 
were  largely  poor  working  men,  not  rich 
people ;  and  surely,  therefore,  there  must 
1)0  something  substantial  in  their  love  of 
their  Creed — not  a  special  one,  for  they 
were  all  just  as  much  Christians  as  Church- 
men, but  preferred  their  special  mode  of 
managing  and  conducting  their  own 
religious  affairs.  The  Nonconformists  of 
Wales  did  not  covet  the  endowments  of 
the  Church  ;  they  would  not  accept  them 
if  given  over  to  them  to-morrow.  He  had 
discussed  this  question  with  some  of  the 
leading  Nonconformists  both  in  Wales 
and  England,  and  had  been  surprised 
at  their  aversion  to  receiving  any  endow- 
ment whatever.  Therefore,  never  let  it 
bo  said  for  a  moment,  for  it  could  not  be 
said  with  truth,  that  the  desire  for  Dis- 
establishment and  Disendowment  meant 
coveting  the  money  of  the  Church.  They 
were  prepared  to  give  that  money  to  chari- 
table objects,  probably  largely  to  those 
objects  for  which  tithes  were  originally 
f)ronioted  ;  but  they  had  no  desire  to  re- 
ceive it  themselves.  They  felt  that  if 
they  did  it  would  be  ruin  to  them,  as  they 
reposed  entirely  upon  the  voluntary 
system.  That  system  was  vital  and 
active,  and  they  knew  that  endowments 
were  the  very  reverse.  Their  desire  was 
for  religious  equality  in  the  eye  of  the 
law.  They  were  Protestants.  It  was 
not  the  case  of  Ireland,  where  the  Irish 
/  Church  had  i)een  discs tabUslicd  more  ox 
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less  in  favour  of  the  Roman  Catholics. 
The  Welsh  held  the  same  religious  belief 
as  their  Lordships  —  the  same  Creeds. 
Of  course,  he  could  not  saj  they 
accepted  the  Athanasian  Greed  any 
more  than  himself,  but  they  held 
their  belief  as  purely  as  the  Apostolic 
Church  from  which  they  sprang.  They 
were  a  moral  God-fearing  people,  and  a 
loyal  people.  He  had  had  experience  of 
their  loyalty  on  many  occasions.  He 
remembered  well  addressing  an  open-air 
meeting  of  some  10,000  colliers  on  a  hill- 
side in  the  Rhondda  some  years  ago,  and 
at  the  end  of  his  speech,  on  his  invitation, 
they  all  rose  and  gave  three  as  ringing 
cheers  for  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty 
as  were  ever  heard.  Certainly  there  was 
no  disloyalty  among  them.  When  the 
Prince  of  Wales  did  them  the  honour  to 
go  down  to  Swansea  he  was  received 
with  the  greatest  enthusiasm  by 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  the  people, 
nine  out  of  ten  of  them  Nonconformists. 
He  had  the  honour  of  accompanying  the 
Prince  and  Princess  as  they  passed  down 
the  serried  ranks,  and  could  testify  that 
the  cheering  and  faces  of  the  people  gave 
remarkable  evidence  of  their  loyalty. 
Never  let  it  be  supposed  that  the  Welsh 
were  not  a  thoroughly  loyal  nation, 
deeply  imbued  as  they  were  with 
their  own  religious  feelings.  Who 
had  ever  heard  of  a  Welsh 
Socialist  or  Anan-hist  ?  He  would 
challenge  anyone  to  show  him  either  an 
Anarchist  or  a  Socialist  in  Wales.  They 
were  a  thoroughly  loyal  Goil-fearing 
people,  and  had  no  animosity  towards 
the  Church.  He  had  stood  on  public 
platforms  where  the  Vicar  of  the 
parish  had  come  forward  to  join  in  some 
charitable  work,  and  had  always  seen  him 
received  with  the  deepest  respect  and 
accorded  the  highest  and  most  prominent 
part  in  the  function.  There  was  abso- 
lutely no  animosity  among  the  Welsh 
towards  the  Church  of  England.  All 
they  asked  was  justice  at  their  Lord- 
ships' hands,  and  that  when  this  great 
question  came  before  that  House  they 
would  give  it  careful  and  sympathetic 
attention.  If  the  ciuestion  was  to  be 
fought,  he,  for  one,  was  there  to  fight  it. 
He  had  gone,  he  believed,  to  the  very 
bottom  of  it — historically, religiously,  and 
in  every  other  way,  and  if  God  spareil 
him  he  would  fight  this  battle  to  the 
fullest  ex.teut  of  his  power,       Ho  h^tl 


dwelt  at  .some  length  on  the  question 
because  it  was  probably  the  subject 
upon  which  he  had  been  selected  to  move 
the  Address  to  Her  Most  Gracious  Ma- 
jesty. As  he  knew  nothing  al)out  the 
measures  for  the  equalisation  of  rating 
and  the  local  government  of  Scotland  he 
had  nothing  to  say  about  them.  Local 
control  of  the  liquor  traffic  was  a  measure 
which  he  had  always  advocated,  for  no 
ojreater  curse  afflicted  this  countrv  than 
drunkenness,  and  it  behoved  those  who 
had  charge  of  our  legislation  to  do  their 
utmost  to  reduce  that  enorn\pus  evil. 
He  therefore  trusted  when  the  local  veto 
question  came  before  their  Lordships 
that  they  would  give  it  their  careful 
attention,  put  ting  aside  all  Party  questions 
and  regarding  it  simply  in  the  interests  of 
our  common  humanity.  The  next 
question  was  conciliation  in  labour  dis- 
putes ;  of  that  he  had  special  knowledge. 
When  the  disastrous  strike  of  1877  oc- 
curred in  Glamorgan  he  was  County 
Member,  and  suggested  the  adoption  of  a 
sliding  scale  committee  to  deal  with 
questions  between  masters  and  men,  and 
to  ^^  the  basis  of  wages  on  the  value  of 
the  coal.  That  was  taken  up  by  men 
of  eminence,  by  Sir  William  Thomas 
Lewis,  Mr.  Archibald  Hood,  and 
others,  who  worked  it  through.  He 
was  unable  himself  to  sit  upon  the  com- 
mittee on  account  of  a  personal  question 
arising  between  himself  and  one  of  the 
representatives  selected  by  the  men — a 
Scotchman,  however,  not  a  Welshman. 
For  15  years  that  arrangement  had  kept 
a  great  mining  population  out  of  dis- 
astrous disputes.  Then  upon  the  Factory 
and  Mines  Act  he  could  have  spoken, 
having  been  consulted  originally  upon 
the  measure  by  Sir  George  Grey.  It 
was  a  matter  of  great  importance,  an<l 
he  was  glad  the  Government  were 
taking  it  up.  The  recent  strike  showed 
the  enormous  influence  which  coal  mining 
had  upon  the  welfare  of  the  country. 
Colliers  never  went  underground  but  that 
they  took  their  lives  in  their  hands,  and 
Parliament  was  bound  to  protect  them  as 
far  as  possible  while  engaged  in  their 
dangerous  occupation.  He  would  touch 
on  only  one  more  topic.  He  could  not, 
as  a  follower  of  Mr.  Gladstone  in  the 
House  of  Commons  for  41  years,  con- 
clude without  alluding  briefly  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  retirement,  en- 
forceil  by  the  infirmities  of  old  age,  but 
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by  no  loss  of  meDtal  power  after  60 
years'  active  and  unceasiog  devotion  to 
the  service  of  his  country  and  to  the 
i^ell-being  of  his  fellow-men.  Mr. 
Gladstone's  politibal  views  wore  not 
shared  iu  by  the  majority  of  their  Lord- 
ships, but  they  •  nevertheless  recognised 
eminent    services    as   well    as    his 
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transcendent  ability  and  brilliant  oratory. 
He  felt  sure  that  they  would  desire  that 
be  should  long  enjoy  the  peace  and 
repose  he  had  so  well  earned.  He  felt  that 
those  few  words  were  quite  inadequate 
to  do  justice  to  a  great  and  historical 
occasion.  He  thanked  their  Lordships 
for  the  attention  with  which  they  had 
listened  to  him,  and  begged  to  move  that 
a  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  as  folio wcth  : — 

Most  Gracious  Sovereign, — 

*•  We,  your  most  dutiful  and  loyal  subjects, 
the  UmU  Spiritual  and  Temiwral  in  Parlia- 
ment assembled,  beg  leave  to  offer  you  our 
hiunble  Thanks  for  the  Gracious  SiHJCch  which 
ymx  Majesty  ha8  addressed  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament." — (Jlie  Lord  Sictitutea.) 

•Lord  HAWKESBURY  said,  he  rose 
to  second    the  Motion   which   had   jnst 
lieen   made    by   his    noble    Friend.      In 
duiug  so  he  must  express  the  wish  that 
this    task    had    been    placed    in    abler 
bauds  than  his.     He  was  deeply  aware 
of  its  difficulty  and  of  his  tlefioiencies  in 
iwdertaking  it.     He  felt  that  he  should 
plaud  in  great  need  of  that  kind  forbear- 
ance which  their   Lordships    had    never 
failed  to  extend   to  one  who  addressed 
the  House,  as  he  did,  for  the  first  time. 
He  should  endeavour  in  the  few  remarks 
be  bad  to  make  to  follow  the  example  of 
his  noble  Friend  who  preceded   him  in 
discussing  the  various  matters  that  were 
now   before   the    House    free   from    all 
Party  feeling,  and  from  any  controversial 
j'pirit.     In  reading  the  first  few  words  of 
Her  Majesty's    Gracious    Speech   one's 
thoughts      naturally      fall      upon      the 
momeutous    event    to    which     his   noble 
Friend  had  just  alluded,  and  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  Party  to  which  he  had 
the  honour   to   belong.      He  could  not 
refrain  from   adding   just   one   word    to 
what  had  fallen  from  his  noble  Fiien<l, 
in  expressing,  free  from  all  Party  spirit, 
the  feeling  of  sympathy  which  ho  believe  I  • 
followed  the  great  statesman  (who  ha<l  de- 
voted a  long  and  laborious  life  to  the  service 
of  his  country)  from  all  sections  of  his 
fellow-«;ountrymeD — from  those  who  had 
rrosg^  swords,  politically,  with  him,  aud 


those  who  had  followed  him  into  the  battle 
—  in    his    well-earned   retirement.      He 
could  not  help  feeling,  and  he  thought  the 
country  felt  it  also,  that  the  mantle  of  that 
great  statesman  had  fallen  upou  worthy 
shoulders,  and  that  those  who  had  watched 
th©  career  of  the  noble  Earl  who  sat  below 
him  would  feel  that  the  honour  of  this  great 
Empire  was  safe  iu  his  hands.  He  was  glad 
to  think  that  the  first  paragraphs  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech  were  such  as 
they  could  all  agree  upon.    It  was  a  matter 
for  hearty  congratulation  that  Her  Majesty 
was  again  able  to  announce  at  the  l>eginning 
of  another  Session  that  we  had  peaceful 
relations  with  all  Foreign  Powers.     It 
must  be  admitted  that  this  happy  con- 
dition  of   things    was   very    much    due 
to   the    continuity    which-  had    charac- 
terized   our    foreign     policy    in    recent 
years,   no    matter   which   of    the   great 
political  Parties  had  been  in  power.     It 
must  be  admitted  that  it  was  due  very  much 
to  the  able  manner  in  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess  who  sat  opposite,  and  the  noble 
Earl,  the  head  of  the  Government,  had 
presided  over  the  foreign  affairs  of  this 
nation.      He   was    sure    that    it   was   a 
matter  for  congratulation  that  the  dif- 
ficult and  delicate  questions  relating  to 
the  frontiers  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions 
in  India  were  in  a  fair  way  to  a  satis- 
factory   settlement.      They    were    told, 
with  reijard  to  the  frontier  on  the  Russian 
border  of  our  great  Empire  in  Asia,  that 
the  question   was  in   the  way  of  being 
satisfactorily   settled,  and,  as   his  noble 
Friend  had  alreadv  said,  it  was  a  matter 
for  great  congratulation  that  it  could  be 
V)rought  to  a  happy  issue.     Again,  with 
regard  to  the  North-Eastern  Frontier  of 
our  Indian  Possessions,  it  was  equally  a 
matter  of  very  groat  satisfaction  to  think 
that    a   Treaty   had    happily    been    con- 
cluded   with     the    Emperor    of    China, 
()[)ening    up    possibilities    of    commerce 
between  oinselves  and  that  great  nation 
whose  capal)ilities  in  that  respect  were  well 
known.     He  thought  they  might  consider 
that  the  final  carrying  into  effect  of  the 
award  of  the  arbitrators  with  regard  to 
the   seal    fisheries   in   the   Behring   Sea 
was  another  instance  of  the  great  value 
of  the  principle  of  arbitration  in  cases  of 
(lisj)Ute  between  friendly  nations,  and  here 
again  they  must  give  credit  to  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  for  having  originated 
that  arbitration.     His  noble  Friend  had 
alluded  to  the  lamentable  mistakes  which 
had  led  to  collisions  between  oi^r  forces  ap  ' 
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the  forces  of  France  iu  West  Africa,  and 
the  sad  loss  of  life  that  had  hcen  incurred 
thereby.  But  they  nii«^ht  draw  some  con- 
solation from  the  patient  and  calm  manner 
in  which  both  nations  had  awaited  furtlier 
news  and  the  result  of  inquiry  into  the 
causes  of  these  unfortunate  events,  for 
it  showed  the  close  ties  which  bound  the 
great  nations  of  England  and  France 
together  in  amity  and  concord.  Passing 
from  foreign  affairs,  they  came  to  the  great 
question  of  national  defence.  He  need 
not  state  that  as  a  naval  man  himself,  and 
as  the  grandson  of  one  who  for  many  years 
had  a  seat  iu  that  House,  and  who  in  his 
early  days  as  a  midshipman  served  in  the 
old  wars — for  his  grandfather  was  under 
fire  in  the  old  French  war  when  he  was 
only  ten  years,  old — he  felt  strongly  on  this 
subject  and  had  it  greatly  at  heart.  It 
was  no  Party  question.  There  was  no 
Englishman  worthy  of  the  name  who  did 
not  feel  that  it  was  of  paramount  im- 
portance to  this  great  Empire  that  the 
Nary  of  England  should  be  such,  and 
that  its  provision  for  the  future  should  be 
simply  sufficient  to  enable  it  to  cope  with 
any  possible  combination  between  Foreign 
Powers,  and  to  be  entirely  adequate  to  pro- 
tect the  enormous  commercial  interests  of 
our  Empire  in  every  part  of  the  world.  He 
felt  confident  that  Iler  Majesty ^s  present 
Government  liad  this  matter  very  much  at 
heart,  and  that  they  liad  given  it  their 
most  serious  consideration.  He  was  quit« 
certain  that  when  the  time  came  for  the 
Government  to  lay  their  policy  in  this 
important  matter  before  Parliament  it 
would  be  found  that  they  had  made 
ample  provision  for  the  needs  of  this 
great  branch  of  the  Public  Service,  and 
for  the  defence  of  our  interests  in  all 
parts  of  the  world  in  the  future.  Coming 
to  matters  nearer  home,  he  saw  again 
that  the  Sister  Island  stood  first.  But 
he  was  happy  to  think  that  the  saying 
which  had  become  common  of  late  years 
— "  Ireland  blocks  the  way  " — could  not 
be  said  to-day  ;  and  he  was  sure  it  was 
a  matter  of  congratulation  for  all  Parties 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
able  to  announce  a  marked  decrease 
in  the  agrarian  crime  which  had  been 
so  long  rife  in  Ireland.  There  re- 
mained, however,  he  regretted  to  say, 
the  condition  of  the  evicted  tenants  in 
that  country.  He  believed  their  state 
was  very  serious,  and  pressed  for  im- 
mediate  attention,  and  he  hoped,  when 
^Ae  promised  measure  came  before  the 
^i?ri/  Ifawkesbury 
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House,  it  would  be  dealt  with  in  a 
generous  and  open-handed  manner,  and 
that  it  would  be  remembered  from  the 
experience  of  former  occasions  that  it 
was  better  to  deal  with  those  matters 
quickly,  when  pressing,  as  this  ques- 
tion now*  was,  for  settlement.  The  next 
announcement  in  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech  related  to  two  measures  concerning 
the  representation  of  the  people.  One  of 
the  two  measures  alluded  to — that  con- 
nected with  registration — was  one  which, 
admittedly,  was  not  of  a  Party  character, 
though,  of  course,  in  details  there  might 
be  dififerences  of  opinion.  It  had  been 
admitted  by  both  Parties  that  our 
Registration  Laws  stood  in  need  of 
amendment.  It  seemed  strange  that  an 
election  might,  and  often  did,  take  place 
on  a  Register  nearly  two  years  old.  All 
were  agreed  that  the  period  of  residence 
necessary  to  qualify  for  obtaining  the  fran- 
chise should  be  reduced  ;  and  surely,  too, 
it  was  reasonable  that  the  cost  of  regis- 
tration and  the  difficulties  which  stood  in 
the  way  of  a  man  being  placed  on  the 
Register  should  be  removed  or  materially 
decreased.  He  was  afraid  that  the  other 
measure,  popularly  known  as  '*  One  Man 
One  Vote  "  might  not  be  received  with 
such  general  approval  by  all  Parties. 
But,  speaking  for  himself,  he  had  always 
held  the  opinion,  that  now  that  the 
franchise  had  been  extended,  so  that  the 
principal  basis  of  it  was  that  of  the 
householder  in  the  counties,  as  well  as 
in  the  boroughs,  the  residents  of  a  con- 
stituency shouUl  be  the  men  to  elect  their 
Representative  without  the  interference 
of  those  who  might  have  some  slight  pro- 
perty qualification,  and  who  lived  outside 
its  limits.  His  noble  Friend  had  spoken, 
as,  of  course,  he  had  a  right  to  do  from 
his  intimate  knowledge  of  the  subject  at 
such  lengthy  and  so  clearly  and  fully, 
upon  Welsh  Disestablishment,  that  it 
needed  no  words  of  his.  But  he 
should  say  that  he  felt  with  regard 
to  these  Church  questions  that  they 
should  be  dealt  with  in  accordance  with 
the  needs  and  desires  of  the  different 
nationalities  which  form  the  United  King- 
dom. That  was  the  case  when  the  Irish 
Church  was  dealt  with.  He  believed  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  shared  that 
opinion,  for  though  he  did  not,  perhaps, 
approve  of  all  the  details  of  the  measure 
he  voted  for  the  principle  on  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Irish  Church  Disestab- 
Visbmeul  B\\V  m  \\\«X  House  25  years  ago. 
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The  noble  Dokc  who  sat  on  the  Front 
BoDrh  below  tlie  Gangway  expressed  the 
same  opinion  witli  regard  to  tlie  Scoteh 
Church.     He  had  said  it  was  a  matter  for 
tlie  Scotch  people  to  decide,  and  when, 
through   their   elected    Representatives, 
they  showed    what  their  desire  was   in 
the  matter,  the  subject  would  have  to  be 
ttken  io  hand  by  the  Government.    Who 
could  doubt  what  the  desire  of  the  Welsh 
people  was,  after  the  almost  unanimous 
Tote  of  their  elected  Representatives  on 
iDoretluio  one  occasion  when  this  question 
was  discussed  in  Parliament  during  the 
past  seven   years  ?      The  Bills   for  the 
equalisation  of  rates  in  London,  and  for 
the  efltablishment  of  Parish  and  District 
Councils  in  Scotland,  were  simply  to  carry 
out  further  and  complete  the  system  of 
Local  Government  Reform  in  the  Metro- 
polis in  the  one  case  ;  and  in  the  other, 
to  extend  to  Scotland  the  benefits  of  the 
measore  passed  for  England  and   Wales 
dnriig  last    Session.      Then   they    had 
the    measure    which     was     introduced 
list  year  affecting  the  liquor  traffic.     It 
liad  always    seemed    to   him    that    the 
iobabitants  of  a   district  had  a  right  to 
hive  a  voice  as  to  the  number  of  licences 
they  desired  in  the   district.      A  great 
qnestion,    which   had   been  pressed  very 
much  to  the  front  recently,  and  which  he 
thought    would  be    the  question    of   the 
fature,  was  the  question,  or  rather,  the 
questions,  affecting    labour.     They   had 
Toy    recent    experiences     of    the    sad 
remits  of  a  lock-out  in  the  coal  trade ; 
but  when  they  remembered  that  it   was 
at  the  invitation  of  the  noble  Earl  now  at 
the  head  of  the  Government    that    that 
lock-out    was    brought    to    an    end    in 
November  last,  and  that  they  had  reason 
to  hope  for  happy  results  from  the  Board 
of  CoDciliation  which  had    been   formed 
in  consequence  of  his  intervention,  they 
might  very  well  anticipate  good  things 
from  a  further   extension    of  the  same 
priociple.     His  noble  Friend  had  alluded 
to  the  amendment    of    the   Mines    and 
Factories  Acts.     These  Acts  were  bene- 
feent  measures,  framed  to  safeguard  the 
li^es  of  those   who   toil   in    mines  and 
ftctories,  and  to  improve  the  conditions 
Boder  which  they  worked.     It  was  only 
tatural   that    as    years    went    by    an<l 
public  opinion  advanced,  further  amend- 
ment of  these  Acts  should  be  required. 
He   was   sure    that    the    s'reat    ininiiit^ 
wtncls  were  looking  anxiously  for  the 


and  he  trusted  that  the  Session 
would  not  close  without  their  being 
passed  into  law.  The  remaining  measure 
promised  was  one  relating  to  Scotland. 
It  was  a  Bill  on  which  he  was  not 
qualified  to  speak  ;  but  he  believed  that 
it  referred  to  the  same  interests  as  were 
dealt  with  in  the  Mines  Act,  and  was  one 
which  in  the  mining  districts  of  Scotland 
was  looked  forward  to  with  great  earnest' 
ness  and  an  x  iety.  He  thanked  their  Lord- 
ships  for  the  patient  hearing  they  had 
given  him.  He  hoped  he  had  not  touched 
on  any  tender  susceptibilities,  or  said 
anything  to  wound  anyone  from  a  Party 
point  of  view.  He  would  conclude  by 
seconding  the  Motion  of  his  noble  Friend. 
The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  : 
My  Lords,  I  can  begin  with  great  con- 
fidence on  this  occasion  by  expressing 
the  pleasure  and  the  admiration  with 
which  I  have  listened  to  the  two  speeches 
which  we  have  just  heard.  The  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  unfortunately 
has  not  before  taken  part  in  the  Debates 
of  this  House.  I  trust  it  is  an  omission 
he  will  repair,  especially  as  in  many  of 
his  sentiments  I  am  sure  he  will  command 
the  universal  assent  of  the  House.  Of 
the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Address 
we  cannot  say  the  same.  We  have  had 
the  advantage  on  more  than  one  occasion 
of  atlmiring  his  eloquence,  but  never 
before  had  we  so  much  occasion  to 
admire  the  copiousness  of  its  character 
and  the  width  and  the  variety  of  the 
circumstances  to  which  it  could  be 
applied.  The  noble  Lord  prided  himself 
— I  am  not  sure  that  here  I  am  compli- 
menting him — on  the  judicial  character 
of  his  observations,  and  on  the  care  with 
which  he  avoided  subjects  of  controversy. 
My  impression  is,  that  if  I  wanted  to 
avoid  subjects  of  controversy  I  should 
not  select  for  the  topics  of  my  speech  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Welsh  Church,  or 
the  creed  of  St.  Athanasius,  or  the  extent 
to  which  Socialistic  sentiments  may  be 
prevalent  among  the  Radicals  of  Wales. 
But  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  noble  Lord 
gave  us  in  that,  as  in  all  other  things, 
the  full  measure  of  his  knowledge,  and 
after  I  had  heard  him  I  could  easilv 
understand  that  command  which  on 
another  occasion  he  boasted  he  had 
obtained  over  the  County  Council  of  the 
countv  which  he  honours.  The  noble 
Lord  has,  I  think,  very  fairly  established 
his  daim   to  great  weight  m  t\\k  \lov\*vi 
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taken  part  in  the  service  of  his  country 
in  Parliament ;  and  the  4 1  years  of  which 
he  can  boast  are,  at  least,  an  example  of 
devoted  attention  to  public  life,  which  I 
trust  that  the  generation  which  succeeds 
will  not  be  slow  to  imitate.  Both  the 
noble  Lords  who  spoke  referred  to  the 
circumstance  that  this  was  a  great 
historic  occasion.  Tt  may  be  called  a 
turning  point  in  our  political  history.  A 
great  career  has  closed  ;  a  great  figure 
that  has  been  to  the  front  in  politics  as 
long,  I  should  think,  as  any  man 
here  can  recollect,  has  passed  from 
any  active  interference  in  jiublic  affairs. 
Very  just  and  very  natural  expressions 
of  admiration  and  devotion  were  uttered 
by  the  two  noble  Lords  who  havo  fol- 
lowed Mr.  Gladstone.  For  us  it  is  not 
possible  on  such  an  occasion  to  speak  of 
his  policy  and  of  his  measures,  for  it 
would  introduce  us  into  controversial 
ground,  from  which  an  occasion  such  as 
this  should  be  sacred.  But,  at  least,  we, 
his  opponents,  sitting  in  a  House  where 
we  have  not  been  subject  to  the  glamour 
of  his  eloquence,  can  offer  our  passing 
tribute  to  the  most  brilliant  intellect  that 
lias  been  placed  at  the  service  of  the 
8tate  since  Parliamentary  government 
began,  and  to  the  courage  and  resolution 
and  self-sacrifice  and  self-discipline  with 
which  he  has  continued  exertions  in 
behalf  of  the  convictions  he  has  acquired 
to  the  latest  period  that  has  ever  been 
granted  to  an  English  statesman.  And 
now  his  passage  from  the  scene  intro- 
duces us  to  the  noble  Earl  who  has  for 
the  first  time  undertaken  the  Leadership 
of  the  House.  Of  course,  we  shall  differ 
much  on  political  questions,  but  I  think 
I  can  assure  him  of  the  heartiest  welcome 
from  the  majority  of  this  House.  What- 
ever our  differences  may  be,  I  am  sure 
we  shall  meet  in  him  a  loyal  aid  in  our 
efforts  to  perform  our  legislative  duties, 
and,  in  spite  of  some  rumours  that  have 
reached  me  of  things  that  were  said  over 
the  wav,  I  do  not  doubt  that  when  it 
comes  to  the  test  we  shall  find  in  him  a 
zealous  defender  of  the  privileges  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  At  all  events,  I  can 
only  say  this — that  if  he  wants  a  model 
of  the  way  in  which  the  House  should 
be  led  he  has  only  to  look  to  the  example 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just  preceded 
him,  and  I  am  sure  that  when  his  career 
has  a  little  advance<l  we  shall  be  able  to 
look  hack  upon  his  Leadershij)  of  the 
Iloufiia    with    lis    much    gralificfttiou    »s 


we   do   upon   that    of    his  predecessor. 
Turning  to  the  speech  itself,  it  is  really 
uttering  a  truism  and  a  platitude  to  say, 
what  everybody  has  said,  that  it  is  much 
more  remarkable  for  its  omissions  than 
for  what  it  says.     The  foreign  part  of  it 
is  all  very  satisfactory.     But  somehow  I 
think    the  future   historian,    if   he   gets 
hold  of  this  paper,  will  think  that  we 
were  indeed  a  nation  to  be  congratulated 
that  we  had  no    history,  and    that    the 
matters    which  concerned  us  in  foreign 
affairs  were  of  the  least  important   and 
the    least    anxious    description.       Two 
boundaries    crossing    inaccessible  moun- 
tains, and  an  arrangement  how  seals  were 
to  be  killeil — that  t  think  is,  to  sum  up, 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  country  as  the 
noble  Earl  represents  it  to  us.    Of  course, 
there  is  that  unlucky  matter  of  loss  of 
life  in  West  Africa,  with  respect  to  which 
he  observes  a  very  laudable  and  dignified 
reserve.  I  do  not  wish  to  press  for  expla- 
nations of  matters  upon  which  the   Go- 
vernment  think    inopportune.     I    know 
well  that  great  harm  may  be  done  by  any 
precipitai^cy  in  that  respect ;  but  there  are 
such    places     as     Siam,    Matabeleland, 
Uganda,    and   Egypt,  whose  names    we 
have  heard  during  the  recess,  with  respect 
to  which  we  have  seen  much  angry  con- 
troversy,  and    concerning  which    there 
must  be  some  documents — I  know  there 
are   documents — in    the    Foreign  Office 
that  the  public  would  be  glad  to  see.     I 
will  not   press   upon   the   noble   Earl  to 
take  any  measure  with  respect  to  publica- 
tion of  which  his  own  judgment  does  not 
approve.   I  will  only  note  in  passing  that 
the  omission  of  these  matters,  with  regard 
to   which   some  very  anxious   questions 
exist,  cannot  but  seem  strange,  not  only 
to  the  future   historian  I  have  indicated, 
but  to  our  contemporary  critics   in  other 
parts  of  the  world.     When  we  come  from 
the  foreign   part,  which   does    not  invite 
any  observations,  to  the  domestic  part  of 
the  Speech,  it   is  very   natural  that   we 
should   look    to   see   how    far    there    is 
absolute  continuity  of  policy  between  the 
present  Government  and  the  Government 
that  has  just  resigned.    In  fact,  when  we 
come  to  compare  this   Speech  with  the 
Speech  that  was  delivered  a  little  cuirlier 
than  this  time  last  vear,  I  think  that  we 
may  say  that  in    the   one    Speech  and  in 
the  other  the  Neweastle  Programme  has 
been  pretty  fairly  represented.    I  think  it 
would  save  much  trouble  to  Her  Gracious 
Ma^c§ty,«^i\4  Xo  \\\^  woU^Lord  her  re* 
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preseotative  on  the  Woolsack,  if  in  future 
Liberal  Speeches  with  which  we  may  be 
hoDoured  the  words  were  put  in  "  New- 
castle Programme  as  usual."     I  do  not 
think  the  legislative  achievements  of  the 
(lovemment  are  likely  to  make  a   lar<fc 
bole  ID  that  programme,  and  I  think  the 
promises  which,  year  by  year,  come  to  be 
addressed  to    us  will  be  as  full   and  as 
cheering  in  future  years  as  they  are  at 
present.    The  only  two  differences  which 
are,  perhaps,  a '  little  noticeable,  are  that 
last  year,   at  the   beginning  of   a  Par- 
liament, the  Government  dwelt  on   the 
importance  of  shortening  the  duration  of 
Parliaments.     Well,    the   shortening   of 
the  duration  of  your  life  is  a  thing  you 
thiok  about   a  great  deal  less  as  you  get 
older ;  and  as  the  years  arc  getting  on  in 
this  present  Parliament  the  anxiety  for 
trienoial   or    annual    Parliaments  is  be- 
giQDlog  to  die  away.     Another  omission 
\t  that  last  year  it  was  propose<l  to  endow 
the  London  County  Council  with  greater 
powers.    On  this  side  of  the  House  we 
ire  Dot  in  the  least  perplexed  or  puzzled 
10  aoderstand    why     the    Government 
»bould  not  desire  to  endow  the  London 
Coanty  Council  with  greater  powers.  As 
fir  as  we  have  l>een  able  to  watch  their 
proceedings  we  think  they  are  very  much 
ii  the  condition  in  which  England  is  in 
tbemind  of  the  late  Prime  Minister — they 
nnt  discipline.     And  the  discipline  of  a 
fer  more    vears  in  the  exercise  of  the 
powers  they   possess  will  pre[)are  them 
for  the  exercise  of  those  further  powers 
»bk*h  the  future  will   no    doubt    bring 
tb«n.     Beyond  that,  I  observe    that  in 
Ae  ecclesiastical  questions,  on  which  the 
Jwljle  lord  dwelt  with  much  unction,  it  is 
ifact  that  Wales  comes  before  Scotland, 
lam  told  that  something  like  a  rebellion 
i^  impending  in  Scotland  in  conseqnonce 
of  this  indignity  ;  but  those  who  criticise 
it  oliserve  that   it    is   onlv    a   touch ini? 
pro'»f  of  the  modesty  of  the  noble  Earl 
It  the   head  of    the  Government,  who 
taiurally  does  not   like  to   put  his  own 
^mntry  first.     I  observe  that,   whereas 
lipt  year  there  were  to  be  measures  for 
prerenting  appointments  in  the  Churches 
of  Wales   and    Scotland,    in    this   year 
measures  are  to  be  laid  before  you  "  steal- 
ing with"  these  Churches.     I    believe 
that  in  a   certain    cilass    of  society    the 
[>hni«    ** dealing    with"    has    an     un- 
tloiihtedly    slaughterous    meaning,     and 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  both  in  W/iJes 
»IMlio  Scoiisiid  tbe  uobh  Earl  at  th 
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head  of  the  Government  is  prepared  to 
wield  "  the  sword  of  the  Lord  and  of 
Gideon."  I  hope  when  he  goes  down  to 
Scotland  next  week  he  will  find  the 
people  there  asenthusiasticdisestablishers 
as  he  expects.  But  the  really  important 
point  of  difference  is  the  mode  in  which 
Ireland  is  tretUed.  Last  year  a  measure 
of  Home  Rule  was  promised,  this  year 
Home  Rule  is  not  alluded  to,  but  in 
place  of  it  is  promised  a  measure  in 
favour  of  evicted  tenants,  which  is  in 
the  nature  of  something  in  the  pound  to 
the  Irish  creditors  of  the  Government,  or 
a  small  composition.  Of  course,  it  is 
impossible  to  criticise  that  measure  before 
we  see  it.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  on  the 
lines  of  the  celebrated  deliverances  of 
Mr.  Justice  Mathew  ;  but,  whatever  it 
may  be,  I  think  the  Government  will 
find  it  is  an  embarrassing  way  of  getting 
rid  of  their  Irish  creditors.  The  money 
must  come  from  somewhere.  Either  it 
will  be  taken  out  of  the  pocket  of  the  un- 
fortunate Irish  landlords,  and  will  involve 
a  new  blow  to  confidence  in  Ireland — a 
new  hindrance  to  the  restoration  of  that 
social  peace  which  is  Ireland's  first  neces- 
sity— or  it  will  be  taken  out  of  the  pockets 
of  Ihe  English  taxpayer  at  a  moment 
when  his  resources  are  strained  to  the 
utmost;  and  I  doubt  whether  it  will  be 
the  most  popular  part,  in  England  at  all 
events,  of  the  programme  of  the  Go- 
vernment. But  the  most  important  part 
of  it  is  that  this  promise  ousts  Home 
Rule.  Even  if  we  had  not  had  those 
echoes  from  the  Foreign  Office  of  which 
I  have  spoken  to  re-assure  us  I  have  no 
.doubt  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  fully  sensible  of  the  strength  of  the 
pledges  under  which  they  have  placed 
themselves.  I  assume — it  is  impossible 
to  assume  anything  else — that  they  an^ 
as  sincere  in  put  tin  <?  forward  their  Home 
Rule  policy  as  th<»y  were  last  year. 
\_yinistcrini  chcers.'\  I  quite  expected 
that  answering  cheer.  Hut  if  that  is  the 
case,  I  would  submit  that  the  clear  duty 
of  bringing  the  matter  to  as  early  an 
issue  as  they  can  is  imposed  upon  them 
by  those  very  convictions.  That  ques- 
tion of  Home  Rule  is  now  in  a  state  of 
suspense.  It  is  in  course  of  appeal  :  it 
is  sent  by  appeal  to  the  English  people*. 
Nol)ody  believes  that  as  long  as  England 
refuses  Home  Rule,  Home  Rule  can  be 
esUiblished  in  Ireland.  On  the  other 
huiidy  everybody  is  aware  l\\at  it  EiU^VvuvOl 
is  williug' to  Hccept   Home    Uv\\<J^   VV\^ 


23 


Address  in 


{LORDS} 


Anstoer  to  Her 


24 


rcsislancc  of  its  antagonists  will  not  pre- 
vail.    I  do  not  wish  to  hurt  the  national 
feelings  of  the  nohle  Earl  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  and  I  freely  admit  that 
if  Scotland  hail  as  strong  an  aversion  to 
Home  Rule  as   England   lias   that  would 
be  a   bar  to  its  adoption  ;  but,   dealing 
with  the  matter  as  we  stand,  the  opinion 
of  England  for  or  against  is  the  deciding 
judge    in    this    issue    of    Home    Rule. 
Well,    then,  the   sooner    we    have    the 
judgment   the   better ;    and   the    clearer 
the     issue    is    presented    in     the    con- 
stituencies  the  more  satisfactory  it  will 
be  to  carry  the  decision  and  conviction 
that  it  is  required.     You  are  overlaying 
the  issue  with  other  and  foreign  issues 
which  have  nothing  to  do   with  it.     In- 
stead   of   calling    the    attention   of  the 
people   of  England   to  this    question  of 
Home  Rule  and  asking  their  decision  ou 
that — infinitely  the  most  important  ques- 
tion that  was  ever  submitted  to  them — 
you  have  had  one  after  another  question 
devised   in   the  hope  that  it  would  dis- 
trftct  their    attention  and  prevent  them 
from      devoting     the     whole     of     their 
ideas      and      thoughts      to      the     great 
historical  issue  that  is  laid  before  them. 
Even  to-night  I  think  I  observed  some- 
thing  of   the  same   policy.     The  noble 
Lord  who   spoke  first  informed  us  that 
he  had  been  selected   for  the  purpose  of 
speaking  upon  the  Welsh  Church,  and, 
instead    of   dwelling    upon   the  issue  of 
Home  Rule,  which  is  the  issue  before  the 
English  nation,  he  has  covered  the  ques- 
tion with  a  mass  of  Welsh  statistical  de- 
tail which,  for  those  who  try  to  see  with 
his  eye  and  to  penetrate    through    the 
volume  of   his  eloquence,  will  entirely 
conceal  the  merits  of  the  original  ques- 
tion from  their  view.    That  has  been  the 
policy — the  policy    of   obfuscating    the 
eyes  of  the   English   constituencies,  so 
that  they  shall  uot  give  a  clear  and  fair 
judgment  on  the  subject  of  Home  Rule. 
My  Lords,  it  may  be  good  Parliamentary 
tactics,  but  it  is  a  fatal  policy  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  this  country,  and 
especially  of  the  people  of  Ireland.    The 
great  object   that  we  ought   to  have  in 
view  is  to   bring  this   controversy    one 
way    or   another  to   a   conclusion.      Of 
course,  I  can   understand  that  it  would 
be  useful    in  dealing  with  the  Irish  Par- 
liamentary Party  to  hold  this  piece  of 
legislative   provemler  before  their  noses 
and  to  imluce  them  to    go   on   and  go 
orj  from  step  to  step  as  far  as  you  wish, 
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and  perhaps  in  the  end  you  may  not  feed 
the  faithful  animal  after  all.  But,  though 
that    may  be    very    convenient   from   a 
Whip's  point  of  view,  it  is  deadly  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  Irish  people.     If  Home 
Rule    is  to  be  their  future,  the  sooner 
they  have  it  the  better,  and  adapt  them- 
selves to  it  in  such  a  way  as  they  can. 
If  England  is  to  decide  that  they  are  to 
have  Home  Rule — and  that  to  my  mind 
is  absolutely  impossible — the  sooner  we 
know  her  decision  the  better.     But  if  it 
be  true  that  England  will   continue  to 
resist  Home  Rule — and  without  her  fiat 
it  cannot  be — surely  the  sooner  you  bring 
that  conviction  home  to  the  mind  of  the 
Irish  tenants  the  better  for  the  future  of 
Ireland  and  the  social  prosperity  of  her 
people.      What  we  wish   is,  that   they 
should    understand    that    the    state   of 
things  under  which  they  live  is  a  matter 
they  must  make  the  best  of,  and  that 
they  must   turn   their  minds    to    other 
means  of  securing  prosperity  which  lie 
before  them.     What  we  wish  is  to  in- 
duce   them   to  do  as  they  can  do  now 
— to  buy  their  holdings,  become  peasant 
proprietors,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to  push 
forward  that  policy  which  is  embodied 
in  the  Light  Railways  Act  and  Acts  of 
that  character,  and  which  shall  develop, 
as  far  as  it  is  possible  for  a  Government 
to  develop,    the  agricultural    prosperity 
of  the  country.      If  you  can  induce  them 
to  turn  their  attention  to  that,  and  induce 
them  to  become  a  peasant  proprietary, 
they  will  be  as  conservative  as  agricul- 
tural   proprietaries   always    have    been. 
Time  must  be  taken  before  that  peaceful 
and  salutary  revolution  can    be   accom- 
plished— a    long   time   it  may  be  ;    but 
gradually   a   belief    in   law   and    order, 
arising  from  a  firm  and  continuous  appli- 
cation   of    its     enforcement,    gradually 
attachment  to  the  soil,  which  has  become 
their  own,  and  in  which  all  their  interests 
are  wrapped  up,  will  induce  them  to  lay 
aside  their  gloomy,  dreary,  and  distract- 
ing   politics,   on    which    all    their   best 
efforts  have  been  for  years  past  wasted 
and  thrown  away,  and  in  the  whirlpool 
of  which  all  that  nature  has    given  of 
wealth  and  prosperity  to  their  country 
has  been  lost.       Difficult  as  the  task  is, 
and  long  as  the  time  may  be  before  it  is 
accomplished — long  in  the  life  of  an  in- 
dividual, short  in  the  life  of  a  nation — 
the  sooner  they  can  buckle  to  the  task 
the  better.       I  earnestly  urge  the  Gro- 
1  vernment,  ttex^lore^  not  to  allow   any 
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coQsideratiou  of  Parliamentarj  tactics  to 
iodace  them  to  do  what  the  Queen's 
Speech  leads  us  to  suspect  they  will  do 
—that  is,  to  put  off  the  question,  merely 
reoewing  the  promise  of  it  from  time  to 
time,  in  order  to  keep  together  the 
majority  by  which  they  are  sustained.  I 
hope  they  will  be  led  into  a  higher  and 
more  patriotic  course,  and  take  the 
etriiest  opportunity  of  deciding  what 
tbe  policy  of  this  United  Kingdom  is  to 
be  for  the  greatest  and  most  vital  ques- 
tioD  which  for  centuries  has  been  sub- 
nitted  to  h^  decision. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (The   Earl  of  Rosebery)  :  My 
Lonb,  my  first  duty  in  the  position  which 
I  Mw  unworthily  occupy  is  to  return  the 
dtanks  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
the  noble  Lords  who  have  moved  and 
•eeooded  the  Address  to  the  Crown.       I 
win  Bot  dilate  on  cither  with  the  discur- 
HTe  bterest   displayed    by    the    noble 
Marqaess.       But  I  will  say  that  I  fully 
ippreeiate  the  knowledge  and  the  zeal 
with  which  the  Mover  applied  himself  to 
the  eoQsideratioQ  of  a  subject  of  which 
he  id  a  master,  and  on  which  we  shall 
h»pe  to  hear  his  sentiments  whenever  the 
M  dealing  with  the  Ecclesiastical  Estab- 
■ttt  in  Wales  comes  before  the  House. 
I  out  also  say  a  word  in  passing  upon 
thesiogular  charm  with  which  my  noble 
Frieod  the  Seconder  invested  the  often 
jejne  task  of  seconding  the  Address.  My 
Imlsylhave  also,  as  they  had,  the  need  for 
•king  your  Lordships'  indulgence.    We 
nthifi  side  of  the  House  meet  under  the 
Wow  of  a  great  grief.     A  week  ago  we 
Wd,  perhaps,  the  greatest  Leader   that 
loj  Party  has  ever  been  led   by  ;  and  I 
9Kt  also  say  that  the  tribute  of  the  noble 
Xarqness    to   his    merits,    his  character, 
ikl  bis  genius  left  nothing  to  be  desireil 
•  this  side  of  the  House.     Every  one 
ao  appreciate    the    heartiness   of    Mr. 
Gkdstone^a  character   and   attainments, 
kt  there    is   one   aspect  of  his    career 
vhieh  makes    his   retirement   especially 
ptthetic   and    interesting.     I    mean    the 
Iflog  reach  over  which  his   recollection 
piMeas.     He  heard  the  guns  saluting  the 
fcitlle  of  Waterloo ;  he  heard   some   of 
Mr.  Canning^s    greatest   speeches  ;    ho 
heard  the  Reform  Debate  in  1831  in  this 
House  and  Lord  Brougham^s  memorable 
speech.     He   was,  over   half   a   century 
ago,  <the  right-hand  man  of  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  famous  Government ;    and  when 
to   this    coatlnj^   of  hiatorf   which    he 
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acquired  so  long  ago  is  added  his  own 
transcendent  personality,  one  cannot,  it 
seems  to  me,  help  being  reminded  of 
some  noble  river  that  has  gathered  its 
colours  from  the  various  soils  through 
which  it  has  passed,  but  has  preserved 
its  identity  unimpaired,  and  gathered  itself 
in  one  splendid  volume  before  it  breasts 
the  eternal  sea.  But  there  is  one  effect  of 
his  retirement  specially  personal  to  my- 
self, because  it  is  I  who  have  been  forced, 
as  it  were,  by  a  call  which  I  could  not 
honourably  refuse,  to  stand  in  his  place, 
and  not  merely  in  his  place,  but  in  the 
place  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  affairs,  to  whose  consummate 
Leadership  of  this  House  I  was  glad  to 
hear  a  universal  tribute  paid  this  afternoon. 
The  noble  Marquess  complained  of  the 
brevity  of  the  recitals  and  narratives  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gracious  Speech.  I  gather 
that  his  notion  of  what  a  Queen's  Speech 
shoidd  be  is  this  :  that  it  should  contain 
a  chronicle  of  all  that  has  taken  place  of 
interest  in  foreign  affairs,  at  any  rate, 
since  Parliament  last  met.  On  this  occa- 
sion, by  that  test,  I  think  that  this  Speech 
would  fairly  meet  with  a  favourable 
judgment.  It  is  only  a  week  since  Par- 
liament separated,  and  if  we  had  chosen 
to  confine  ourselves  to  the  austere  rule 
which  the  noble  Marquess  has  laid  down 
for  the  Speech  we  should  indeed  have 
had  less  to  record  than  t'le  meagre  narra- 
tive of  which  ho  complains.  I  do  not 
believe — and  I  am  guided  to  some  extent 
by  my  recollection  of  the  Speeches  that 
were  presumably  composed  by  the  noble 
Marquess  himself — that  it  is  necessary 
on  these  occasions  to  put  into  the  Gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne  all  the  most 
material  affairs  which  have  taken  place 
in  the  year  and  within  the  control  of  the 
Foreign  Ofiice.  But  as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess has  pointed  out  some  omissions 
which  he  thinks  are  of  importance  I 
will  endeavour,  so  far  as  my  imperfect 
knowledge  goes,  to  supply  the  deficiency. 
He  misses  any  mention  of  Siam.  The 
acute  part  of  the  Siamese  crisis  was 
over  last  August,  and  it  hardly  seemed 
worth  while  to  resuscitate  that  transac- 
tion for  the  benefit  of  Parliament  in 
the  month  of  March,  1894.  But  as 
respects  Siam,  there  is  not  very  much  to 
report.  The  negotiations  for  a  Treaty 
between  France  and  Siam  came  to  a 
conclusion,  and  as  soon  as  the  Articles  of 
that  ConYentAoii  have  been  executed  by 
the  Siamese  Government  we  are  aaaur^ 
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that  the  place  of  Chantaboon,  whio.h  was 
occupied  as  a  guaniutee  for  the  execiitiou 
of  those  provisious,  will  be  evacuated  by 
the  Freuch  Governmeut.  There  is  no 
provision  of  which  I  am  aware  in  that 
Convention  which  remains  unexecuted 
except  the  trial  of  the  alleged  murderer 
of  Monsieur  Grosgurin.  That  trial  is 
now  in  progress,  and  I  do  nut  doubt 
when  it  is  concluded  that  the  French 
Governmeut  will  fulfil  its  eugagements. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  fully 
aware  of  the  responsibility  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  fact  that  the  commerce 
of  Siam  is  almost  entirely  British, 
and  we  have  taken  due  note  of  the 
assurances  of  the  French  Government, 
made  not  less  to  myself  than  to  my 
predecessor  in  Office,  that  the  bounda^'y 
of  Freuch  and  English  influence  is 
divided  by  the  Mekong  River.  Then 
the  noble  Marquess  touched  upon 
Matabelelaud.  Of  Matabcleland  I  con- 
fess I  do  not  know  much  more  than  the 
very  ample  reports  which  have  been 
published  in  the  daily  Press.  I  do  not 
know  much  more  thau  that  the  campaign 
has  been  conducted  with  singular 
courage,  singular  skill,  and  singular 
success,  and  that  the  settlement  of  the 
territory  so  acquired  is  now  in  process  of 
completion  under  the  auspices  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies.  Then  the  noble  Marquess 
wanted  to  hear  something  about  Egypt. 
I  might  almost  say  the  same  of  Egypt — 
that  there  is  not  much  more  to  report 
than  has  been  duly  narrated  in  the 
Papers.  Perhaps,  indeed,  there  is  not  so 
much.  But,  at  any  rate,  this  may  be 
said  :  that  Egypt  is  trauquil  and  is 
prosperous.  Certain  incidents  which 
have  occurred  within  the  last  14 
months  have  given  us  grave  reason  to 
doubt  the  permanence  of  the  institutions 
which  we  have  established  in  that 
country.  They  will  no  doubt  need  the 
vigilant  supervision  of  this  country  for 
some  time  to  come  :  but  I  am  happy  to 
say  that  peace  reigns  in  Egypt,  and  that 
we  have,  so  far  as  I  know,  no  cause  for 
anxiety  in  that  country.  Then  there 
comes  the  last  point  to  which  the  noble 
Marquess  directed  my  attention,  the 
question  of  Uganda.  Here  I  cannot  b'lit 
say  one  word  as  to  the  irreparable  loss 
that  is  associated  with  that  region — I 
mean  the  death  of  Sir  Gerald  Portal. 
He  bad  that  singular  combination  of 
taleat  and  chivulroas  courage  which  make 
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some  of  our  younger  English  diplomatists 
almost  matchless  agents  for  the  prosecu- 
tion of  such  work,  and  it  was  a  heavy 
blow  and  a  great  discouragement  when, 
at  the  termination  of  his  arduous 
pilgrimage,  he,  without  having  orally 
communicated  his  views  to  us  on  the 
inquiry  which  he  had  prosecuted,  re- 
turned to  this  country  to  die.  That 
melancholy  event  must  have  in  itself  a 
delaying  effect  on  the  publication  of  our 
scheme  with  regard  to  Uganda.  But  I 
can  promise  the  noble  Marquess  that 
in  a  very  short  time,  when  the  Supple- 
mentary Vote  comes  to  be  asked  for  for 
the  purposes  of  Uganda,  a  full  exposition 
will  be  given  of  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  that  Papers 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  ample  time 
to  give  an  opportunity  for  discussion  on 
the  subject.  The  noble  Marquess  de- 
voted some  pungent  remarks  to  the 
domestic  legislation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Governmeut.  He  said  that  it  embodied 
a  well-known  programme — I  am  not  sure 
that  it  does  so  fully  as  he  thinks — bat 
that  it  embodied  some  well-known  pro- 
gramme so  completely  that  it  was  only 
necessary  for  us  to  put  after  our  insuffi- 
cient foreign  narrative,  and  our  allusion 
to  the  Estimates,  the  words  "  the 
domestic  programme  as  per  previous.** 
But  he  also  said  that  so  long  as  we  were 
in  Office  we  seemed  to  think  that  there 
was  room  for  believing  that  that  pro- 
gramme would  remain  substantially  un- 
impaired, because  of  our  want  of  success 
in  bringing  it  into  legislation.  No  one 
knows  better  than  the  noble  Marquess 
what  has  been  the  obstacle  against  which 
most  of  our  legislation  has  been  wrecked, 
and  I  confess  I  thought  it  showed  a  dis- 
regard of  appearances  on  his  [)art,  if  I 
may  say  so,  when  he  threw  this  in  our 
teeth,  having  himself  been  the  main 
object  and  primary  cause  of  why  we 
have  not  jmssed  more  Bills.  He  also 
alluded  with  an  air  of  humorous  regret  to 
the  absence  of  shorter  Parliaments  from 
our  scheme.  As  long  as  the  House  of 
Lords  deals  with  our  Bills  as  it  has  been 
dealing  with  them  lately  it  is  not  shorter 
but  much  longer  Parliaments  that  we 
require  to  carry  our  measures.  As  re- 
gards the  particular  item  in  question,  it 
is  no  doubt  an  important  one,  but  it  is 
not  so  pressing  as  others  that  are  men- 
tioned in  the  Gracious  Speech.  I  think 
we  were  of  opinion  that  having  set  forth 
our  legislative  desures  and  ambitions  ia 
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the  Speech  of  last  year,  it  mode  it  iieces- 
Niry   to   curl)   our    exii1)eraucc   to   Poine 
extent    this    vear,    and    to    keep   some 
boHHe  houche  for  a  new  Session.     Tiie 
Dobie  Marquess  complains  of  tlie  absence 
of    the   Bill    for    conferring    additional 
powers  on  the  London  County  Council. 
I  can  reassure  him.     I  am  quite  sure  that 
he  wishes  to  see  that  creation  of  his  Go- 
Temment  fortified  with  every  power  that 
the  Legislature  can  give  it,  and  I  am 
qaite  sure    also    that    this    House   will 
Mcood  the  auxious  wish  of  the  Honsc  of 
Commons   in  furnishing  it  with  all  the 
uithority  with  which  it  can  be  provided. 
Thouj^h   it    is    not    mentioned    in    the 
Gncious  Speech,  that  Bill  will  he  intro- 
duced— I  am  not  sure  whether  it  will  be 
iDtroduced  in  the  form  of  one  Bill  or  of 
tevenl  Bitls — but  the  noble  Marquess 
Bar  aUiT  all  his  fears,  for  it  will  soon  l)e 
preKoled  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
Tbe  DoMe  Marquess  touched  on  the  ques- 
tion faf  the   Cliurch    Establishments  in 
WdeiaDd  Scotland.     I   do   not   propose 
-*od  perhaps  there  may  be  some  feeling 
of  relief  at  the  announcement — to  follow 
■r   uoble    Friend    the    Mover    of    the 
Address,    who    is    so  much    more   cou- 
wtaaot  with  the  subject  of  the  Church 
Establishment  in  Wales,  nor  do  I  even 
viih  to  deal   with   it  on   this  occasion  ; 
b^aoiie,  as  the  noble  Marquess  has  truly 
•bwved,   I   may  have  occasion  later  in 
tki  week,    and    in    a  more   appropriate 
pbce,  to  deal  with  the  case  in  Scotland. 
I  <io  not   put    the    cases  of  Wales  and 
Sntlaiid  exactly  on  the  same  basis.  The 
Ore  of  Wales  is  the  demand  of  a  country, 
» great  as  to  he  almost  unanimous,  for 
4e  removal  of  a  branch  of  the  Church 
«f  England,  which  is  alien  to  it,  and  is, 
iW:Pefore,as  we  are  ailvised,  doing  far  more 
kum  than  good  to  the  cause  of  religion. 
Tae  case  of  Scotland,  on  the  other  hand, 
i?  ft  wise  of  a  creed  substantially  idcn- 
lidd  divided  into  two  parts  by  a  hard-aiid- 
Ufi  line  of   Church  Establishment   and 
boti-e>tablishment.     It  is  for  that  reason 
tbtt  I  cannot  put  the  question  of  Scotch 
dittxtablishment  on   precisely  the  samo 
^ng  as  Welsh  disestablishment,  and 
W  HO  far  curbed  the  patriotism  with 
»bich  the  uoble  Marquess  justly  credits 
»e  as  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  put  it 
J«*ind  on  the  list.     Now  we  come  to  the 
point  which,  after  the  badinage  of  the 
nrible  Marquess''8  speech,  lay   evidently 
de«p  at  the  lH>ttom  of  his  heart  and  con- 
Tictioiu — I  mean  the  question  of  IreJand. 
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That  is  a  question  which  we  have  no 
d(?sirc  to  shirk  or  to  evade.  We  did  not 
omit  it  from  the  Queen's  Speech  from 
any  idea  of  that  description.  We  omitted 
all  mention  of  the  Home  Kulc  Bill  be- 
cause, unlike  last  ye^ir,  it  is  not  our 
intention  to  propose  a  Home  Rule  Bill  in 
this  Session  of  Parliament.  The  noble 
Marquess,  with  the  innocence  which  per- 
vaded his  remarks  on  other  subjects  of 
legislation,  said — "Why  do  you  not  pro- 
pose a  Home  Rule  Bill  ?  Why  do  you  not 
put  the  Irish  peasrants  out  of  their  pain  ? 
Why  do  you  prolong  this  contest,  so  irk- 
some to  us  and  so  distressing  to  them  ?  Why 
not  again  employ  this  Session  in  passing 
a  Home  Rule  Bill  through  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  ?  "  I  should  have 
thought  that  the  answer  to  that  series  of 
questions  would  have  been  sufficiently 
obvious  to  all  who  have  the  honour  of 
sitting  in  this  House.  I  should  have 
thought  it  wassuflficiently  obvious  that  it 
was  enough  for  the  House  of  Commons  in 
one  Session  of  mauv  months  to  have 
spent  its  whole  time  in  passing  an  elabo- 
rate measure  only  to  be  met  in  this 
House  with  so  cruel  a  reception.  It 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  the  mere 
function  of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
prepare  and  pass  Bills  simply  in  order  to 
furnish  sport  for  the  House  of  Lords. 
If  that  were  our  idea,  I  cannot  conceive 
a  better  course  to  adopt  than  to  accept 
the  advice  of  the  noble  Marquess,  and  to 
begin  at  once  with  our  Home  Rule  Bill  ; 
to  postpone  all  legislation  for  England, 
Scotland,  and  Wales  for  one  more  year 
in  order  to  have  the  pleasure  of  bringing 
it  up  again  in  the  month  of  September 
to  be  rejected  once  more  by  a  majority 
of  440  Members  of  your  Lordships' 
House  ;  and,  I  suppose,  when  that  had 
ensued,  at  the  beginning  of  the  next 
Session  the  noble  Marquess  would  urge 
the  same  reason  for  then  adopting  a 
similar  course.  There  is  another  cour.v^ 
we  might  adopt.  The  noble  Marquess 
has  not  obscurely  hinted  at  it.  We 
might  appeal  to  the  country.  My 
Lords,  to  that  count  rv  wo  shall 
not  be  afniid  to  appeal  when  the 
time  is  ripe  in  our  opiin'on.  But 
I  will  give  him  one  conclusive 
reason  why  we  will  not  aj)poal  to  the 
countrv  at  his  inviration.  That  reason 
is,  that  we  will  never  coiummIcj  the  right 
to  this  hereditarv  House  to  cnforci^  a 
Dissolution  on  the  country.  The  noble 
Marquosa  spoko  of  the  lapse  o£  t\mo  t\\\vt 
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it  would  require  to  briug  into  operation 
tiie  only  true  remedy  for  Iri.sii  discontent, 
of  which  he,  it  appears,  has  the  sole 
secret  and  copyright.  lie  said  they 
might  take  long,  and  I  presume  that 
while  they  were  in  operation  it  would  be 
necessary  for  their  due  elaboratioiy  that 
we  should  keep  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment in  Office.  But,  my  Lords,  I  would 
venture  to  remind  him  that  his  most 
illustrious  predecessor  in  Office,  a  Prime 
Minister  on  his  own  side  of  the  House, 
made  a  speech  once  on  that  very  subject 
— a  most  remarkable  speech,  which  has 
some  bearing  on  the  question  of  time.  It 
was  Lord  Beaconsfield's  speech  in  the 
House  of  Commons  delivered  in  February, 
1844:.  He  pointed  out  then  what  were 
the  true  causes  of  what  he  called  the 
Irish  Question,  and  he  pointed  out  that 
the  ills  of  Ireland  were  ills  that  in  other 
countries  would  be  remedied  by  a 
revolution,  but  that  in  this  countrv  it 
should  be  the  task  of  Government  by 
policy  to  remedy  them.  He  pointed  out 
that  if  you  produced  equality  of  creed, 
if  you  redressed  the  iniquities  of  Irish 
administration,  in  50  years  you  would 
have  a  happy  and  contented  Irish 
peasantry.  My  Lords,  last  month  the 
t50  years  expired,  and  I  do  not  know, 
although  the  Conservative  Party  have 
had  their  due  share  of  power  during 
those  50  years,  that  we  are  so  very  much 
nearer  the  happiness  and  contentment 
which  Mr.  Disraeli  predicted.  If  we 
have  any  signs  of  happiness  and  content- 
ment in  Ireland — ^and  I  am  glad  to  say 
that  in  J  8  months  those  signs  have 
multiplied  and  increased — those  signs  of 
happiness  and  contentment  are,  in  our 
opinion,  not  due  to  the  light  railways 
and  other  remedies  that  the  noble 
Marquess  adumbrated,  but  to  the  hope 
held  out  by  the  Liberal  Party  that  the 
great  boon  of  local  self-government  for 
purely  local  afiTairs,  so  far  as  it  is  con- 
sonant with  the  supremacy  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament,  would  not  be  long 
delayed.  My  Lords,  the  figures  as 
regards  agrarian  crimes  which  have  been 
supplicJ  to  me  are  so  remarkable  in  them- 
selves that  I  will  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  them.  In  1893  there  were,  ex- 
clusive of  threatening  letters,  207  cases 
of  agrarian  crimes  in  Ireland,  or,  inclusive 
of  threatening  letters,  308  Ciises  of 
agrarian  rrinies  in  that  country.  Now, 
the  /i^iiivs  of  1893,  under  either  head, 
are  the  lowest  since  1878 — 15  years  ago 
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— when  the  totals  were,  without  threaten- 
ing letters,  181  cases,  or,  with  threatening 
letters,  301   cases  of  agrarian  crime.     I 
think,  then,  whether  you  do  or  do  not 
attribute   this   decrease  in  crime  to  the 
same  cause  as  we  do,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  some  ground  to  be  con- 
tented   with    the   present   condition    of 
Ireland,  and  have,  at  any  rate  a  right, 
after  being  some   20   months  in  Offipe, 
to   put   it     down    to    the    policy   thoy 
have    pursued,    and    to    the    wise    and 
just  administration  of  Mr.  John  Morlej. 
The  noble  Marquess  made  one  remark  on 
the   subject  of  Irish  Home  Rule  with 
which  I  confess  myself  in  entire  accord. 
He  said  that  before  Irish  Home  Rule  is 
conceded    by    the    Imperial   Parliament 
England,  as  the  predominant  Member  of 
the  partnership  of  the  Three  Kingdoms, 
will  have  to  be  convinced  of  its  justice 
and  equity.     That  may  seem  to  be  a  coo- 
siderable  admission  to  make,  because  jour 
Lordships  will  know  that  the  majority  of 
English  Members  of  Parliament,  elected 
from  England  proper,  are  hostile  to  this 
measure.     But  I  believe  that  the  convic- 
tion  of   England    in    regard   to    Home 
Rule  depends  on  one  point  alone,  and  that 
is   the    conduct  of   Ireland    herself.     I 
believe   that  if  we  can  go  on  showing 
this  clean  list  of  agrarian  crime ;  if  we 
can  point  to  the  continued  harmony  of 
Ireland  with  the  great  Liberal  Party  of 
this    country  ;  if  we  can  go  on  giving 
proofs  and  pledges  that  Ireland  is  entitled 
to  be  granted  that  boon  which  she  has 
never  ceased  to  demand  since  the  Act  of 
Union  was  passed,  I  believe  that  the  con- 
version of  England  will  be  of  no  slow  or 
difficult  character.     My  Lords,  the  ques- 
tion of  Home  Rule  is  one  that  I  regard 
not  from  the  point  of  view  of  Ireland 
only.     It  has  for  me  a  triple  aspect.     It 
has,  in  the  first  place,  the  aspect  that  I 
believe  that  Ireland  will  never  be  con- 
tented until  this  measure  of  Home  Rule 
be    granted   to  her  ;    and    that,   though 
you   may  come  in  on  other  issues  and 
succeed  us  who  sit  here,  your  policy  of 
palliatives  is  bound  to  fail.  In  the  second 
place,  I  believe  that  not  merely  have  we 
in  our  Irish    jwlicy  to  satisfy  those  who 
live  in  the  inland  of  Ireland  itself,  encom- 
imss(Hl,  as  Mr.  Disraeli  once  said,  by  that 
melancholy  ocean,  we  have  not  merely  to 
sutisfv    the    Irish    race    within    Ireland 
itself,  but,  for  the  good  of  our  Empire, 
and  for  the  continuity  and  solidarity  of 
OUT  Telations  with  our  brethren  across  the 
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Atlautitr,  ii  in  necesB&ry  tliat  we  sliould  ' 
prahice  «u  Irish  policy  wlijdi  aliftll 
Mtiiifj  the  Irish  people.  And,  lastly, 
I  view  it  from  the  highest  Iroperinl 
giDQiiiIs,  because  I  bclieTO  that  the  maio- 
iSDkuce  of  this  Empire  depends,  uot  on 
eramliaation,  but  ou  deceiitraliaatioD, 
lad  that  if  you  once  commence  to  tread 
this  path,  yon  will  have  to  give  satisfac- 
Uoo  ander  the  same  conditions  certainly 
to  Scotland,  and  possibly  to  Wules,  uot 
in  the  same  degree  or  possibly  in  the  same 
Euhion,  but  ao  aa  to  relievo  this  groari- 
iog  Imperial  Parliament  from  the  burden 
of  le^ilatiou  under  which  it  labours.  1 
Till  not  detaiu  you  further  on  this  sub- 
JBct,  which  has  led  me  further  than  1 
vbbed.  I  did  uot  menu  to  dilute  so 
■Mb  on  the  question  of  Home  Rule, 
"nw  DdUe  Marquess  has,  at  any  rate,  the 
■itirfutioa  of  elicitiug  that  declaration. 
I  »3I  oaly  ask  you,  iu  conclusion,  for 
ihit  ganerosity  which  in  this  Kouse, 
vhmrer  its  legislative  and  Constitii- 
tiaaat  defects  may  Ik,  is  the  rule  of 
politteal  warfare.  We  stand  l)eforo  you 
■  wretched  remnant.  As  in  the  memi>r- 
Uile  charge  at  Balaclava,  so  here,  we 
kre  enemies  in  front  of  us  ;  and  more 
aodeiate  eoemiea,  I  trust,  to  the  right  of 
m;  and,  from  what  I  have  seen  inreccut 
Btfiuons,  I  am  afraid  that  we  have  no 
*BT  cordial  friends  to  the  left  of  us 
iMtioniug  to  the  Episcopal  l{<inches). 
Bn  we  stand  before  ynll  in  the  cnnfi- 
i(we,  not  of  our  number  liorc — sorely 
(rippled  as  we  are  by  the  loss  of  our 
Uider,  limited  as  we  are  in  the  numlicr 
"t  our  votes  in  this  House — we  stand 
Ubre  you.  confiUeDt,  uot  iu  oiir  own 
neogtE),  but  in  the  firm  belief  that  wc 
Ute  a  large  measure  of  support  from  the 
pnple  of  the  Three  Kingdoms. 

Address  agreed  to,  nemine  dittentienle, 
ud  entered  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Kijeity  by  the  Lords  with  White 
Saves. 


THE  CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 

The  Earl  of  Uokley  appointed, 
KMMc  diiseniienle,  to  take  the  Chair 
■■■11  Committees  of  this  House  for  this 

SCMJOD. 

CovHiTTEE  FOR  Pkivileoes — Ap- 
pointed. 

SUB-COKMITTEE  FOR   THE  JoUR!fALS 

— Appointed. 
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the  Hmue. 

'.  Stkebts- 


Order 


Stoi'I'Aijes  IS'  Til 
to  prevent,  renewed. 
Ai'i'EAL  Committee — Appointed. 

BUBISES3  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Moved,    "  That    this  House  do  now 
adjourn." — {The  Earl  of  Rnsebery.) 

The  Makqcess  ok  SALISBURY  ; 
What  arrangement  does  the  noble  Earl 
propose    with    respect    to    the    arduous 
hours    this    House   has   to    undertake, 
pecially  at  this  season  of  the  year  ? 
The   Earl  ok   UOSEBEKV  :    My 
past  week  has  been  a  somewhat  crowded 
one,  and  I  have  not  Ijcen  able  to  give 
much  nitcntiou  to  that  most  hnportaut 
topiu  ;    in    fact,    if    I    might   make   an 
honourable  confession,  it  has  only  just 
dawned  upon  me.     Could  the  noble  Mar- 
quess make  any  suggestion  ? 

The  Marquess  or  SALISBURY  : 
My  impression  is — and  I  appeal  to  the  ex- 
(lericTice  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Lord 
Kimt)erloy) — that  it  is  bettor  that  we 
should  meet  seldomortodosomethiug  than 
meet  often  to  do  little  each  time.  It  is 
certainly  inconvenient  to  noble  Lords  to 
meoL  ofteu  with  little  or  no  business  to 
transact,  and  1  do  not  think  our  work  is 
so  well  done.  If  I  might,  therefore, 
make  a  suggestion  to  the  noble  Earl,  it 
would  be  ihat  wi  long  n.s  Bills  do  not 
comu  Ijcforc  us  we  should  not  meet  more 
than  once  a  week,  or  something  of  that 
kind. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBERY  :  1  think 
the  best  plan  would  be  for  your  Lord- 
ships to  meet  at  the  usual  hour  to- 
morrow, and  then  to  consider  what 
arrangements  we  shall  make  as  to  the 
immediate  future- 
Motion  agreed  to. 


mijourntil  at  half  jmst  Six  o'clock, 

till  To  morroH'.  u  <|iinrlcr 

[)0»t  Ten  o'clock. 
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The  House  i 
the  clock. 
C 


t  halt  after  One  of 
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electa  ;  or  for  any  Lord  Lieutenant  or  Governor 

MR.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION.  of  any  county  to  avail  himself  of  any  authority 

The   House  being  met,  the   Clerk   at  derived  from  his  Commission,  to  influence  the 

the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the  uu-  Election  of  any  Member  to  serve  for  the  Commons 

. ,   .  ,       I  *  -ij      o        1  •  m  Parliament, 

avoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing       .,     i    j    rr.   .   ..  .4.    ,   n  ^u  *.  ««- 

.    ,.         .  .       ^  ^  '  °        Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any. 

to  iDaispositiOD  :  person  hath  been  elected  or  returned  a  Member 

Whereupon    Mr.   Mellor,    the    Chair-  of  this  House,  or  endeavoured  so  to  be,  by 

™au  of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to  ^^;^^  ^Z^'Zir^tuf^^^i'^iX 

the    lable,  and,  after  I'rayers,  took  the  against  all  such  persons  as  shall  have  been  wil- 

Chair  as  Deputy   Speaker,  pursuant  to  fully  concerned  in  such  Bribery  or  other  corrupt 

the  Standing  Order.  practices. 


Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 


WITNE88E8. 


Bioners  :  Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 

The  House  went  ; — and,   having    re-  person  hath  been  tampering  with  any  Witness, 

turned ^^  res|)ect  of  his  evidence  to  be  given  to  this 

'  House,  or  any  Committee  thereof,  or  directly 

or  indirectly  hath  endeavoured  to   deter  or 

NEjVv   writs.  hinder  any  person  from  appearing  or  giving 

For  the  Borough  of  Leeds  (Western  evidence,  the  same  is  declared  to  be  a  high 

Division),  v.  The  Right  Hon.  Herbert  J.  crime  and  misdemeanour;  and  this  House  will 

Glailstone,  First  Commissioner  of  Works.  P^^^^."^*^  *^^  "^"^^^  "^^"^"^^  ^*^°*^  '"^^ 

Leith   District  of   Burghs,  v.  Ronald  Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 

Craufurd  Muuro-Ferguson,  esquire,  Com-  person  hath  given  false  evidence  in  any  case 

missiooer  of  the  Treasury.  ^V^ X^:;>^':i.^'^:^^i'^:S 

against  such  offender. 
PRIVATE    BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Roby  have  leave  to  seek  METROPOLITAN  POLICE, 

a  Conference  with  the  Chairman  of  Committees  Ortlered,  That  the  Commissioners  of  the  Police 

of  the  House  of  Lords,  for  the  purpose  of  deter-  ^^  ^^^  Metropolis  do  take  care  that,  during  the 

mining  (under  Standing  Order  79)  in  which  Session  of  Parliament,  the  passages  through  the 

^T^u^  J*u 'T?^  the  respective    Pnvate  ^^^^^^  ^^^.       ^  ^^-^  HouWbe^kept  fr^  and 

Bills  should  be  first  considered,  and  to  report  ^^^  ^^^^^  „^  obstruction  be  ^rmitted  to 

the   same   to   the    Hou8e.-(.S*r    John    Mow-  ^^^^^^^  ^he  passage  of   Members  toand   from 

^^y-J  this  House,  and  that  no  disorder  be  allowed 

in  Westminster  Hall,  or  in  the  passages  leading 

ELECTIONS.  to  this  House,  during  the  sitting  of  Parliament, 

Ordered,  That  all  Members  who  are  returned  and  that  there   be  no  annoyance  therein  or 

for  two  or  more  places  many  part  of  the  United  thereabouts;   and  that    the    Serjeant-at-Arms 

King^lom  do  make  their  election  for  which  of  attending  this  House  do  communicate  this  Order 

the  places  they  will  serve  within  one  week  aft^jr  to  the  Commissioners  aforesaid, 
it  shall  appear  that  there  is  no  question  upon 

the  Return  for  that  place;  and  if  anything  shall  VOTES  AND  PROCEEDINGS, 

come  in  question  touching  the  Return  or  Elec-  Ordered,  That  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of 

tionof  any  Member,  he  is  to  withdraw  during  ^^.^  ^^^^  ^  printed,  being  first  perusal  by 

the  time  the  matter  is  in  debate ;  and  that  all  ^^    Speaker:   and   that   he  do    aiV>mt   the 

Members  returned  upon  double  Returns  do  with-  .^^-^    ^^^^^^^    ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^    ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^ 

draw  till  their  Returns  are  determined.  J^  ^^  ^^^^H                  ^^         ^^^  ^  p^.^^  ^^^ 

Resolved,  That  no  Peer  of  the  Realm,  except  game, 
such  Peers  of  Ireland  as  shall  for  the  time  being 

be  actually  elected,  and  shall  not  have  declincNl  PRI  VTLEGr*^ 

to  serve,  for  any  county,  city,  or  borough  of  •  "  *      ci»  •    -i 

Great  Britain,  hath  any  right  to  give  his  vote  Ordered,Tliat  a  Committee  of  Pnv  doges 

in  the  Election  of  any  Member  to  serve  in  Par-  be  appointed, 
liament. 

Resolvcfl,  That  it  is  a  high  infringement  of  OUTLAWRIES  BILL, 

the  liberties  and  privileges  of  the  Commons  of  ..^       ^1                     ir    *      1        ^   ^  *• 

the  United  Kingdom  for  tny  Lord  of  Parliament,  /' tor    the    more   effec  ual    preventing 

or  other  Peer  or  Prelate,  not  being  a  Peer  of  Clandestine   Outlawries,      read    the   first 

Ireland  at  the  time  electetl.  aiul  not  having  de-  time  ;   to  be  read  a  second  time, 
clinctl  to  serve  for  any  county,  city,  or  lx)rou«rh 

of  Great  Britain,  to  concern  himself  in  the  Elec-  innR  v 

tion  of  Members  to  serve  for  the  Commons  in  JOLRNAL. 

Pariiament,  except  only  any  Peur  of  Ireland,  at  OnlorLMl.  Tliat  the  Juunial  of  this  House,  frnra 

such    Elections   in   Great    Britain  respectively  the  cud  of  the  Ijvst  Session  to  the  end  of  the 

where  such  Peer  shall  appear  as  a  Candidate,  or  present    Session,    with    an    Index   thereto,   bo 

Jbjr  bitntmU,  or  any  others,  be  proposed  to  be  printed. 
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Oitien^  That  750  Copies  of  the  said  Journal 
and  latt^x  l>3  printed  by  ttie  appointment  and 
nnder  the  direction  of  Sir  Rejfinald  Francis 
l>>Qce  Paigrravc,  K.C.B.,  the  Clerk  of  this  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Journal  and  Index  be 
printe<l  by  such  Person  ai  shall  be  licensed  by 
Mr.  Speaker,  and  that  no  other  Person  do  pre- 
sume to  print  the  same. 


THE  QUBEN^S  SPEECH. 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER  reported 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  [see  page  1], 
and  read  it  to  the  Houne. 

ADDRKSS     IX     ANSWER    TO    HER    MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 
Mr.  WARNER    (Somerset,  N.) :    I 
thick  all    will   agree    that    the    Speech 
from  the  Throne  gives  pledges  for  the 
eoDnniance    of    that    Radical    and   pro- 
f!res»ive  policy   so  dear   to  the   Liberal 
PirtT,  and   for  which   the    majority  of 
this  House  has  striven   so  hard  and  so 
onectungly    during    the    last     Session 
nodcr  the  leadership  of  the  greatest  of 
iw  eoantrymen.     I  cannot  mention  the 
WDeof  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian   without     condoling    with     the 
riffht  hoD.   Gentlemen  on   the  Treasury 
Bench  who  have  lost  so  great  a  chief 
md  one  whose  tact  and  unparalleled  ex- 
perieooe  iu    Parliamentary  matters   it  is 
inpuvible  to  equal.     But  we,  his  Party, 
feel  his  loss  not  only  on  account  of  the 
JPtit  eloquence    with    which  the  right 
HA.  GeDtleman  thrilled  this  House,  not 
«QJj  on  account  of  the  influence  that  he 
«wi  over  us  and  the  whole  country  with 
b  master  mind,  hut  perhaps   wo  shall 
y  more  keenly  the  loss  of  one  who  hiul 
ft  morh  tenacity  of  purpose  and  such  an 
unrerving   fidelity  to  all  the  principles 
Vki  great     measures    adopted    by    the 
Liberal   Partv,  and  the  loss  will  also  he 
mt   deeply    hy    many    Mom  hers     like 
Bj^^lf,  whose  earliest  recollections  are 
i^naeeted      with      tliie      kindness      and 
p-uiality  of  the  great  statesman.     There 
i*  a  blank   left  by  the  retirement  of  our 
lare  Leatler  which   no  mortal   man  can 
tver  till.     The  Speech  from  the  Throne 
i*  hi:*  fwliey.     It  is  the  progranimo  that 
that  great   statesman   enunciated  as  the 
Leader   and  mouthpiece  of  the  Liberal 
Party  at  Newcastle,  and  the  best  tribute 
we  as  a  Party  can  pay  to  him  is  to  light 
for  the  cause  he  supporteil,  and   to  carry 
the  banner  which  he  uphold   to  victory 
in  the   future.     While  affection  to   our^ 
late  Leader  leads  us  in  that  direction^ 
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our  duties  and  pledges  to  our  consti- 
tuents urge  us  in  the  same  waj,  and  I 
greet  with  pleasure  the  first  measure 
mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  which 
will  he  the  one,  perhaps,  that  he  would 
take  the  greatest  interest  in,  hecause  it 
affects  that  country  for  which  he  la- 
boured so  unceasingly,  and  for  whose 
welfare  he  sacrificed  so  much  of  his  life. 
I  refer  to  the  measure  to  deal  with  the 
sad  case  of  the  evicted  tenants  in  Ire- 
land. I  greet  it  with  pleasure,  not  only 
because  in  itself  it  embodies  a  great  and 
good  principle,  but  because  I  believe 
that  it  is  the  only  measure  that  can 
maintain  that  satisfactorv  condition  in 
Ireland  which  has  been  reached  at  the 
present  moment  until  the  great  Home 
Rule  Bill  becomes  law.  [^Opposition 
laughter.']  Hon.  Grentlemen  opposite  may 
laugh,  and  may  rest  their  hopes  on  the  de- 
sertion of  the  present  Prime  Minister  from 
that  cause,  but  I  would  recommend  them 
to  read  the  speech  which  Lord  Rosebery 
made  to  his  Party  this  afternoon.  Before 
entering  further  into  the  legislation  pro- 
posed in  the  programme,  I  must  say  a 
word  or  two  on  the  able  way  in  which 
the  foreign  affairs  of  the  country  have 
been  conducted  under  the  statesmen 
who  have  had  the  management  of 
them.  We  have  already  overcome 
the  difficulties  connected  with  the 
Chinese  frontier  on  the  side  of  Burmah. 
We  have  gone  far  in  our  negotiations  in  a 
friendly  way — and  that  alone  is  a  great 
thing — with  Russia  as  to  the  definition 
of  our  frontier  in  Central  Asia ;  the 
United  States  are  carrying  out  the 
mandates  of  the  arbitrators  with  reference 
to  the  Behring's  Sea  fisheries,  and  I  trust 
that  in  the  delicate  matter  of  the  collision 
of  our  forces  with  those  of  a  friendly 
nation  in  West  Africa  the  same  amount 
of  success  will  attend  the  efforts  of  those 
who  have  these  subjects  to  deal  with.  I 
regret  to  say  there  is  a  necessity  for  a 
large  exi)enditure  in  providing  for  the 
defence  of  the  Empire,  but  I  may  add  that 
most  of  us  on  this  side  are  prepared  to 
support  that  expenditure.  But  to  return 
to  the  legislation  proposed  to  be  uuder- 
t.'iken  this  Session.  Besides  the  measure 
affecting  Ireland,  there  is  a  promise  of 
most  important  Bills  dealing  with  labour 
questions — with  the  Factory  Acts,  the 
Mines  Regulation  Acts,  and  with  the 
provision  of  a  Board  of  Conciliation  Cot 
the  settlement  of  labour  disputes.    1  N^Wi 
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not  detaiu  the  House  by  referring  to 
these  important  measures  affecting  labour, 
because,  although  I  take  great  interest  in 
them,  I  am  to  be  followed  by  one  who  has 
had  a  life's  experience  of  the  working 
classes,  and  whose  study  throughout  his 
life  has  been  labour  questions.  I  regret, 
however,  that  the  measure  which  was 
passed  in  this  House  during  the  last 
Session  was  i^ot  made  law,  and  that  there 
is- not  included  in  the  programme  a  Hill 
restricting  labour  in  mines  to  eight  hours 
a  day.  Perhaps  the  measure  most 
desircKl  throughout  the  country  is  a 
Registration  Bill  —  not  a  Registration 
Bill  such  as  the  Duke  of  Devonshire 
seems  to  think  any  Registration  Bill  must 
be,  not  a  gerrymandering  Bill,  but  a  real, 
honest  Registration  Bill,  which  shall 
remove  some  of  the  grievances  that  now 
exist,  even  if  it  does  not  do  more  than  put 
an  end  to  the  practice  of  disfranchising 
for  two  years  a  man  who  removes  his 
home  and  deprive  rate-compounding 
owners  of  property  of  the  power  of  dis- 
franchising their  tenants.  It  will  be 
hard  for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
refuse  their  support  to  a  Bill  which  will 
give  votes  to  the  classes  already  enfran- 
chised by  getting  rid  of  the  difficulties 
which  tend  to  keep  the  men  off  the 
Register.  There  is  a  measure  perhaps 
more  keenly  desired  throughout  the 
country,  but  which  I  cannot  hope  to  see 
gentlemen  opposite  join  in  supporting — 
a  measure  for  preventing  the  mere  fact 
of  a  man's  holding  property  giving  him 
extra  votes.  The  Liberal  Party  are 
delighted  to  see  that  a  man  shall  no 
longer  be  qualified  by  mere  leisure  and 
property  for  repeating  the  expression  of 
his  opinion  at  the  ballot-boxes  and  so 
often  overriding  the  wishes  of  thelocality. 
But  beyond  these  Bills  there  was  a  Bill 
for  dealing  with  the  liquor  traffic. 
[^Iro7iical  Opposition  cheersJ]  I  am 
pleased  to  note  that  gentlemen  opposite 
greet  the  mention  of  that  measure  with 
such  pleasure,  for  I  hope  they  will  then 
support  it.  No  Member  of  the  House 
will  be  slow  to  support  a  Bill  to  give  to 
Scotland  that  which  has  been  got  with 
such  difficulty  and  labour  for  England — 
a  Local  Government  Bill.  Then  there 
is  the  Bill  for  the  disestablishment  of 
the  Scotch  Church  ;  and  on  this  subject 
I  should  like  to  say  that,  although  I  live 
far  removed  from  Scotland,  I  have  always 
heard — and  nobody  seems  to  be  able  to 
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contradict  it — that  the  only  thing  that 
keeps  the  great  Churches  in  Scotland 
apart  is  the  fact  of  there  being  an  Estab- 
lishment. I  rejoice  to  see  a  measure  for 
the  equalisation  of  rates  in  London,  not 
only  because  it  is  good  for  London,  but 
because  it  carries  out  the  best  principles 
of  the  Poor  Law  of  1&34,  and  does  away 
with  a  remnant  of  an  ancient  abuse — 
putting  the  heaviest  burden  on  those 
least  able  to  bear  it.  The  Speech  also 
foreshadows  a  measure  which  I  think 
will  be  greeted  with  joy  by  agriculturists 
throughout  the  country — a  measure  to 
divide  rates  between  occupier  and  owner, 
which  will  at  least  give  to  those  who 
are  employed  in  agriculture  a  less  share 
of  the  burdens  that  they  now  have  to 
pay.  Lastly,  I  must  express  satisfaction 
that  among  the  first  of  the  Government 
measures  will  be  one  for  the  disestablish- 
ment and  disendowment  of  the  Church 
in  Wales — a  Church  which  has  ceased  to 
be  a  National  Church,  a  Church  which 
has  no  right  to  be  called  a  National  In- 
stitution, and  which  only  remains  to 
bring  hatred  on  the  Church  of  England, 
of  which  it  is  so  decrepit  and  decayed  a 
member.  \^Opposition  laughter,']  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  dissent  from 
that  statement,  but  it  certainly  is  a  fact 
that  the  majority  of  the  Welsh  people 
look  upon  it  as  a  very  unimportant  and 
un-National  Institution.  The  programme 
before  us  is  one  which,  from  a  Radical 
point  of  view,  is  good,  and  if  it  is  carried 
I  am  sure  most  of  us  will  be  satisfied.  I 
quite  recognise  the  great  difficulties  that 
the  Government  and  the  Party  have  be- 
fore them.  But  I  believe  those  diffi- 
culties are  over-estimated.  Gentlemen 
opposite  may  do  something  towards 
helping  in  this  work.  In  view  of  the 
necessities  of  their  Party  at  the  elections 
which  they  expect  so  soon,  and  which 
they  so  ardently  desire,  they  would  do 
well  to  use  their  best  abilities  in  trying 
to  influence  their  friends  elsewhere  to 
counsels  of  moderation  and  forbearance. 
Beyond  these  difficulties  there  is  the 
difficulty  of  having  lost  our  Leader. 
Against  that  I  put  the  fact  that  we  have 
still  an  unbroken  Party.  We  have  still 
sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench  the  most 
Radical  Government  that  ever  sat  there. 
We  have  still  two  great  Leaders  who  are 
quite  able  to  cope  with  the  difficulties 
before  them.  We  have  in  this  House 
one   whose  eloquence    and   faculties   of 
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leadership   have  been  eviuc6d  over  and 
over  agaiu.      While  for  our  Leader  in 
the  couDtry  we  have  a  brilliant  states- 
man— a  man  tried  in  the  highest  office — 
t  man  who   has  successfuUv  dealt  with 
the  most  intricate  and  delicate  negotia- 
tions— a  man  who  is  honoured  and  re- 
spected and    admired    by    the   working 
classes — a  man    also    who    has    shown 
great  capabilities  of  leadership  in  another 
a«emblj  in  this  great  Metropolis.    With 
soch  men,  with  such  a  united  front,  and 
with  sach  a  cause,  I  not  only  feel  that 
this  House  will  accept  the  programme, 
bat  that  when  the  time  comes  to  consult 
thecooDtry  the  masses  of  the  country  will 
tarn  with  scorn  upon  the  false  Radicals 
and  tbe  self-styled  friends  of  the  people 
who  dare  stand  aside   or  oppose  those 
iDeasorei    of    democracy    and   progress 
whidi  we  so  heartily  desire.     I  have  to 
apofef^     to    gentlemen    opposite    for 
Innog  made,  perhaps,  too   much   of  a 
ftrty  speech.     I  can  only  give  as  an 
exeose  the   present    anxiety  of  Parties 
tod  my    inexperience  in  dealing   with 
these  subjects  as  auy thing  but  a  Party 
nao.    I  thank  the  House  very  much  for 
tbe  attention  with  which  it  has  listened 
to  oie,  and  I  beg  to  move  this  Address 
ia  reply    to   Her    Majesty's    Gracious 
Speech — 

"That  we,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
nbjects,  the  Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom 
(rf  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  in  Parliament 
Membled,  beg  leave  to  thank  Your  Majesty  for 
tbe  most  Gracious  Speech  which  Your  Majesty 
bs addressed  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament."  — 
(Mr.  Comrtenay  Warner,) 

•Mr,  C.  fen  wick  (Northumberland, 

Waosbeck) :     In   rising   to    second    the 

Address  of  Thanks  to  Her  Majesty  for 

Her  Most  Gracious   Speech,  perhaps  the 

House   will   permit  me   to   express  my 

ippreciation  of    the  very    distingiiishe  I 

eomplimeDt  and  houour  which  the   Go- 

Temment    have  conferred    upon    me    iu 

ukiDg  me  to  discharge  this  duty,  iu  the 

performance  of  which  I  am  sure,  from 
Bj  own  past  experience  of  the  House, 
tlttt  I  shall  be  gniuted  its  fullest  and 
Bost  complete  indulgence.  This,  I 
believe  I  am  correct  in  saying,  is  the  first 
occasion  on  which  an  hon.  Memi>er 
oecapying  a  humble  position  in  life 
similar  to  that  which  I  occupy  has  been 
called  upon  to  discharge  such  a  duty.  I 
ittaeh   considerable   importance  to    this 


fact,  not  merely  on  account  of  the  per- 
souai  compliment  which  to  me  it  involves 
— and  that,  Sir,  is  not  without  its  interests 
and  influence  upon  my  mind — but  more 
because  of  the  principle  which  is  involved 
in  the  incident  itself.     It  is  a  guarantee, 
as  I  take  it,  that  as  far  as  this  House  is 
concerned    equality    of    privilege      and 
opportunity  should  no  longer  be   limited 
by   considerations  of  birth  or  social  dis- 
tinction, and,  as  such,  I  attach  consider- 
able importance   to   it.     I   think  I  may 
also  be  permitted  to  thank  the   Govern- 
ment   for   the   compliment  which    they 
have  paid   to  my  class  through  me   in 
asking  me   to   discharge   this  duty.      I 
hope   also  that  I   may    regard   the   de- 
parture   which   the    Government    have 
made  in  this  respect  as  a  guarantee   of 
their  sympathy  with  progressive   legis- 
lation.    Reference  has  already  been  made 
to  the   sympathetic  views  of  the  Prime 
Minister  (the  Earl  of  Rosebery)  on  social 
and    democratic    questions.         He    has 
already  given  evidence  elsewhere  of   his 
sympathy   with  the   masses,  and,   with 
Lord  Rosebery  as  Prime  Minister,  and 
with,  as  Leader  of  this  House,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer  (Sir  W.    Harcourt),   who  for  the 
past   20  years  or   more    has    been    one 
of  the  truest   and  most  faithful  friends 
whom  the  industrial  classes  have   been 
able  to  count  upon  in  Parliament,  I  hope 
I  may  take  this    new    departure   as    a 
guarantee  that   they  are  determined   to 
maintain  a    progressive  and  democratic 
policy  in  social  and  domestic  affairs,  and 
can    assure    my    right   hon.  Friend    the 
Chancellor    of  the    Exchequer,    if  that 
be    so,    he    may  confidently    rely   upon 
the  cordial  and  loyal  support   of  all  his 
friends  not  only  in  this  House  but  also 
in  the  country.     It  must,  I  think,  be  a 
matter   of    profound    congratulation    to 
learn  from  Her  Majesty's  Most  Gracious 
Speech  that  her  relations  with  Foreign 
Powers  continue  to  be  of  a  cordial  and 
friendly  character.     When  we  remember 
the  vastness  of  her  dominions,  and  take 
into  account  the  diversity  of  the  charac- 
ter and    temperament   of    her    subjects 
scattered    here,    there,    and    everywhere 
amongst  the  nations  of    the  earth,  and 
involving  liabilities    and   responsibilities 
which    may    at    any    moment    leal    to 
serious    complications    and    breaches  of 
the     peace,    we    cannot     but     express 
our    profound    congratulat\ou»    to    lfl.ei 
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Majesty  that  her  relatious  with  Foreign 
Powers  coDtiuue  to  be  amicable  and 
satisfactory.  Many  people  seem  to 
think  that  working  men  take  no  interest 
in  foreign  policy  or  foreign  afiTairs.  That 
18  a  very  great  delusion.  They  take  the 
keenest  and  the  most  watchful  interest 
in  these  things,  but  I  may  be  permitted 
to  say  on  their  behalf  that  they  are  not 
particularly  in  love  with  what  is  some- 
times termed  a  "Jingo"  policy.  "De- 
fence, not  defiance"  is  the  policy  which 
they  approve,  and  the  Government  may 
rely  upon  this — that  if  there  were  any 
attempt  to  resort  to  what  has  been 
termed  a  spirited  foreign  policy,  they 
must  calculate  at  the  outset  upon  tiie 
mos  strenuous  and  most  uncompromising 
op|)Osition  from  the  industrial  classes  in 
the  country.  This,  however,  is,  I  think, 
a  contingency  most  remote.  With  re- 
gard to  domestic  affairs,  it  is  also  some 
satisfaction  to  us  to  know  that  by  the 
administration  of  the  ordinary  law  in 
Ireland  agrarian  crime  has  been  reduced 
to  the  lowest  point  which  has  been 
reached  within  the  last  15  vears.  That, 
m  my  judgment,  is  conclusive  evidence 
of  the  wisdom  of  the  policy  which  has 
been  pursued  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  relation  to  Ireland.  It  is  a 
demonstration,  in  my  opinion,  that  a 
policy  based  upon  considerations  of 
clemency,  justice,  and  impartiality  will 
rarely,  if  ever,  require  to  be  strengthened 
and  supported  by  repressive  legislation 
in  order  to  secure  the  maintenance  of 
law  and  order.  I  think  that  in  the 
comparatively  tranquil  and  peaceful  con- 
dition of  Ireland  is  to  be  found  the 
strongest  possible  justification  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  that  country.  The  measure  promised 
in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  dealing  with 
the  case  of  the  evicted  tenants  in 
Ireland  is  one  which,  I  hope,  will  re- 
ceive the  sympathetic  consideration  of 
all  Parties  in  th»-«^jb»use.  It  is  to  be 
hoped  that  a;  reasonable  settlement 
will  be  arrived  at  on  this  vexed 
and  perplexing  question,  and  that 
such  settlement  may  prove  an  addi- 
tional guarantee  for  the  future  peace 
and  tranquillity  of  that  unfortunate 
country.  The  question  of  registration 
will  also  command  our  attention  during 
the  Session.  That  is  a  matter  of  great 
and  urgent  necessity.  There  is  no  class 
Jn  the  community  which  suffers  more  on 


account  of  the  anomalies  of  our  present 
Registration  Laws  than  the  industrial 
class.  They,  as  a  rule,  are  a  migratory 
class.  The  precariousness  and  uncer- 
tainty of  their  employment  compels  them 
to  change  from  time  to  time  their  place 
of  residence,  and  such  change  of  residence 
not  infrequently  results  in  long  periods 
of  disfranchisement,  and  loss  of  political 
rights.  I  maintain  that  that  is  a  con- 
dition of  things  which  ought  not  to  con- 
tinue. The  system  of  plural  voting 
which  obtains  often  leads  to  a  majority 
of  the  residents  in  a  constituency  being 
overruled  by  those  whose  only  interest 
in  the  district  is  derived  from  the 
revenue  which  they  gain  from  their 
investments  in  it.  That  ought  not  to 
be  considered  sufficient  to  give  a  man 
additional  rights  and  privileges.  I  agree 
with  the  sentiment  uttered  by  my  hou. 
Friend,  to  the  effect  that  wealth  and 
social  position  ought  not  to  carry  with  it 
additional  political  advantages.  I  will 
mention  to  the  House  an  incident  that 
has  occurred  in  my  own  history  since  I 
became  a  Member  of  this  House.  Five 
years  ago  I  was  compelled  to  remove 
from  my  place  of  residence  to  another 
house  which  offered  greater  facilities  for 
the  effective  discharge  of  my  duty  to  my 
constituents  and  as  a  citizen,  but  in  doing 
so  I  suffered  this  groat  disability — that 
I  was  disfranchised  as  a  Parliamentary 
voter  for  a  period  of  17  months.  While 
1  had  the  honour  of  being  permitted  to 
take  part  here  in  the  making  of  the  laws 
which  were  to  be  observed  by  myself  and 
by  my  countrymen,  yet  if  an  election  had 
occurred  in  the  constituency  in  which 
I  was  residing  during  thoee  17  months  I 
should  not  have  been  permitted  to  vote 
for  the  candidate  of  my  choice.  That  is 
a  ridiculously  absurd  and  anomalous  con- 
dition of  things  which  ought  not  to 
continue.  I  therefore  rejoice  that  we 
have  promise  in  the  Queen's  Speech  of 
a  measure  of  reform  of  our  Kegistration 
Law  which  will  carry  with  it  at  the  same 
time  the  principle  of  "  One  Man  One 
V'ote."  Measures  are  also  promised  re- 
lating to  Ecclesiastical  Establishments  in 
Wales  and  Scotland.  On  these  questions 
I  will  not  do  more  than  to  add  that  it 
seems  to  mo  these  measures  are  dictated 
or  demanded  not  merely  as  a  matter 
of  justice  to  Noncouformists,  but  as 
essential  to  true  Christian  progress  ;  and 
I     am      sure    of    this — that    they    are 
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aaxiooslj    looked     for     bj    the     great 
iDJijoritT  of  Welsh  and    Scotch   people. 
Measurett    are    promined   for  the  eqiial- 
utttiou  of  rates  in  Loudou,  for  the  exten- 
sioD  of  local   governmeut    in    Scotland, 
ao(l   00    the    question    of     local     con- 
trol   of     the      liquor     traffic.       These 
are  matters   of  importance   to   London, 
to  Scotland,  and    to   the  people  of  the 
entire  Kiagdoro.     The  measure  for  the 
local  control  of  the  liquor  traffic  is  one  in 
which  my  constituents  take  a  very  deep 
ami  profound    interest^  and  we  are  very 
grateful  indeed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  having  courageously  Uikcn 
up  this  question,  and  I  sincerely  hope 
that  be  may  be  able  to  make  satisfactory 
progress    with     it    during    the    present 
SecsioQ.   I  am  afraid  I  have  troubled  the 
House  at  too  great  length  ;  but  if  it  will 
bear  with    mo    but   for   a   few   minutes 
looker,  I  will  say  a  word  or  two  on  the 
Ia«t  paragraph  in   Her   Majesty ^s  Most 
Gracious  Speech — the  one  which  deals 
witji  labour  questions,   in  which    I  am 
TtfT  deeply  and  closely  interested.     And 
bere,  Sir,  I   should   be  wanting  in  frank? 
Deas  if  I  did  not  express  my  regret  at  the 
omission  of  any  reference  in  the  Speech 
to  the  Employers*  Liability   Bill.     That 
i$  the  question   which  is  agitating  the 
Bind  of  the  working  classes  at  the  present 
tine  perhaps   to  a   greater  degree   than 
icj  other  question.      I    could   not  help 
Idling,    having   regard    to    the    way  in 
tbicb  this    measure    was  dealt  with  in 
tiwlast  Session  of  Parliament,  that  we 
Tere  about  to  commit  a  similar  mistake 
b  oar  treatment    of    labour    questions 
vbk'h  was  made  in  relation  to  the  question 
if  Ireland    in   past  years.     The  Kepre- 
«niatives    of    the   Irish    people   in  this 
Hin«e — the  men  who  were  in  the  closest 
K«4i:h  and   sympathy   with  their   race — 
^ood  up  ill  their  places  and  besought  the 
B'jQi^e  to  do  certain  things  and  not  to  do 
«ker  things    upon  which    it    was  l>ent. 
Tbej  were  like  men  crying  in  the  wilder- 
Kk.    You  turned  a  deaf  ear  to    their 
ippeals,     DO      matter     how      sincerely 
titj  were    uttered.      The    result    was 
loit  disastrous.     The  result  is  a  matter 
rf  history 9   and,   therefore,  need  not  be 
npeated  by    me    on    this  occasion.      I 
fcir  we    arc    very    likely,    from    what 
Vnk  place  last   Session  in  relation  to  the 
£iD[>loTers*  Liability   Bill,  to  commit  a 
^lar  error  or  mistake  in  our  treatment 
of  labour  questions.     I  do  not  claim  ex- 


ceptional right  to  speak  in  these  matters. 
I  claim,  with  my  colleaguas,  to  be  closely 
associat-ed  with  large  Organisations  of 
working  men.  £  claim  on  their  l>ehalf, 
and  on  my  own,  to  speak  in  their  name, 
to  voice  their  opinions  in  this  House  ; 
and  I  regret  to  say  that  last  Session, 
although  one  and  all  of  the  14  Labour 
Representatives  here  who  are  closely 
connected  with  Lal)Our  Organisations 
appealed  to  you  to  pass  the  Employers* 
Liability  Bill,  our  appeal  was  re- 
jected. [^Opposition  cries  ©/""No!"] 
Yes  ;  you  turneil  a  deaf  ear  to  it.  ["  No, 
no  !  "]  I  beg  pardon  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  say  "  no."  The  result  clearly  shows 
that  they  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  our  cry. 
[Cries  of  **No,  no  !  "]  You  and  your 
friends  in  another  place.  You  mutilated 
and  destroyed  the  Bill  ;  and  for  what  ? 
For  Party  purposes.  [**  No,  no  I  "] 
Why,  what  is  it  we  are  told  now  by 
some  of  the  leading  men  of  the  Unionist 
Party  ?  We  are  told  that  if  a  Unionist 
Government  be  returned  to  power  at  the 
next  Election  they  will  consider  it  their 
duty  to  place  in  the  forefront  of  their 
programme  an  amendment  of  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Bill.  [Opposition 
cheers,"]  1  am  glad  to  hear  you  cheer 
that,  but  it  would  have  been  better  if  you 
had  waited  until  I  had  finished  mv 
sentence.  We  are  told  that  they  will 
consider  it  their  dutv  to  introduce  an 
Employers' Liability  Bill  at  least  as  good 
— [Cheers^  and  cries  of  "A  great  deal 
better  !  "] — no,  not  better,  but  at  least  as 
good  as  that  of  last  vSession.  I  challenge 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  West 
Birmingham  when  I  say  '*  not  better." 
A  declaration  such  as  this  may  do  for 
Party  purposes  in  the  country,  but,  to 
my  mind,  it  is  anything  but  an  evidence 
of  high-minded  statesmanship.  Well, 
the  measure  having  been  lost  in  the  last 
Session  it  now  devolves  upon  us — and 
we  accept  the  duty — to  give  unmistakable 
evidence  to  the  country  and  to  the  House 
of  Lords  that  neither  they  nor  the  Party 
opposite  shall  ever  be  permitted  to  carry 
a  measure  to  amend  the  Employers' 
Ijiability  Bill  through  this  House  which 
a£U>odies  as  one  of  its  provisions  a  con- 
qacting-out  clause.  As  I  have  said,  I 
r^trret  the  omission  of  all  allusion  to  this 
Bill  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  I  am  oer- 
taiti  of  this — from  the  able,  vigorous, 
and  courageous  way  in  which  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    the    Home   SecreUviy 
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defended  this  measure  in  all  its  stuges  last 
Session — that  there  is  no  attempt  to  with- 
draw from  the  position  which  the  Go- 
vernment then  took  up  in  relation  to  this 
matter.  We  j)refer  to  wait  until  we  can 
carry  a  measure  without  a  contraeting- 
out  clause  rather  than  pass  one  in  the 
mutilated  form  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  endeavoured  to  force  it  upon  us 
last  Session.  The  measures  which  are 
promised  for  the  promotion 'of  conciliation 
in  labour  disputes,  for  the  amendment  of 
the  Factory  and  Mines  Acts,  and  for  the 
reform  of  the  procedure  of  inquiry  into 
fatal  accidents  in  Scotland,  are  all 
measures  of  wide  and  deep  interest  to  the 
industrial  classes.  They  all  tend  in  the 
direction  of  promoting  the  safety  and  well- 
being  of  those  who  toil  in  our  factories, 
our  workshops,  and  mines.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  very 
wisely — if  he  will  permit  me  to  say  so — 
a  few  months  ago  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee of  Experts  to  inquire  into  the 
conditions  of  labour  under  which  men 
— and  women  also — are  compelled  to 
work  in  our  chemical  and  alkali  works. 
The  Report  of  that  Committee  shows 
to  what  an  alarming  extent  many  of 
these  operatives  suffer  in  consequence  of 
the  noxious  gases  which  they  inhale  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duties  in  the 
chemical  and  alkali  works,  and  I  hope 
that  the  measure  which  he  is  about  to 
introduce  will  receive  careful  considera- 
tion from  the  House,  and  that  we  shall 
endeavour  with  all  possible  speed  to 
carry  it  to  a  successful  issue.  Social 
questions  at  the  present  moment  are  oc- 
cupying the  mind  of  politicians  and  all 
political  Parties.  In  that  circumstance 
I  see  a  very  hopeful  sign  of  the  times. 
The  social  ferment  and  agitation  which 
we  are  compelled  to  witness  from  day  to 
day  is  but  the  outcome  of  a  higher  in- 
telligence amongst  the  people.  It  is  the 
necessary  corollary  and  logical  outcome 
of  an  extended  franchise,  and  is  based 
upon  an  honourable  ambition  on  the  part 
of  the  toilers  to  surround  themselves 
and  their  families  with  more  healthy 
and  comfortable  conditions  of  life.  As 
such,  it  seems  to  me  it  must  be  fostered 
and  encouraged  by  us.  If  this  House  is 
wise  it  will  give  a  sympathetic  con- 
sideration to  the  cry  of  the  working 
classes,  and  do  all  in  its  power  to  mitigate 
the  hardships  to  which  they  are  at  times 
subject,     1  am   not  a   revolutionist   in 
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this  sense  :  I  do  not  advocate  extreme 
measures ;  I  a<n  opposed  to  all  violent 
methods  of  procedure  in  endeavouring  to 
obtain  social  reform.  In  my  judgment, 
he  is  not  a  friend  of  the  working 
man  who  gives  such  cowardly  and  foolish 
lulvice.  But,  at  the  same  time,  we  must 
take  warning  by  what  has  taken  placyB 
in  the  Sister  Isle.  Wise  and  timely 
concessions  will  do  much  to  calm  the 
temper  and  the  passions  of  the  toiling 
masses,  and  will  do  much  to  promote  the 
peace  and  goodwill  amongst  the  people  of 
this  Empire.  It  is  because  I  believe 
the  measures  which  are  foreshadowed  in 
the  Speech  of  Her  Most  Gracious  Ma- 
jesty will  tend  in  this  direction  that  I 
have  the  greatest  possible  pleasure  in 
seconding  the  Address  of  Thanks. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That,  &c."— [See  page  41.] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  I  am  sure  the  House  will  have 
heard  with  great  satisfaction  the  manner 
in  which  the  two  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  just  sat  down  have  discharged  a 
task  which,  for  my  own  part,  I  have 
always  thought  one  of  exceptional  diflS- 
culty  and  delicacy.  Neither  of  the  two 
hon.  Gentlemen  is  a  stranger  to  us. 
Both,  I  am  glad  to  think,  have  on 
previous  occasions  taken  part  in  the 
Debates  of  this  House,  and  the  House 
has  listened  to  both,  and  especially  to  the 
manly  utterances  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  seconded  the  Address,  with  marked 
satisfaction  on  many  previous  occasions. 
I  feel,  as  the  House  will  readily  under- 
stand, but  little  disposed  on  an  occasion 
such  as  this  to  play  the  critic  even  to 
the  smallest  extent,  though  I  may  say 
that  perhaps  parts  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  the  Address 
was  couched  in  terms  slightly  more  con- 
troversial than  has  been  usual  oirsuch 
occasions.  I  listened  with  great  interest 
but  some  surprise  to  a  passage  in  the 
speech  of  each  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
which  seemed  to  me  rather  more  appro- 
priate to  an  Amendment  on  the  Address, 
for  I  noticed  that  the  Mover  of  the 
Address  expressed  great  regret  that  the 
Eight  Hours  Bill  was  not  included 
among  the  measures  mentioned  in  the 
Speech — a  Bill  which  I  may  say  the 
Seconder  has  a  rooted  objection  to ; 
while  the  Seconder,  so  it  seemed  to  me, 
j  devoted  not  the  least  interesting  and  ini- 
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presfiVe  part  of  his  moat  able  speech  to 
a  dificu&iioo  of  the  general  policy  which 
ought  to   animate   the  House  and   the 
Partj  to  which   he  belongs  with  refer- 
ence to  a  measure  which   has  not  made 
its  appearance  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Tbrooe.     But  the  hon.   Gentleman  will 
well  ooderstaud  that  I  do  not  wish  to 
pfeas  these  small  details,  and  I  am  sure  I 
ooIt  express  the   general   view  of   the 
House  when    I    thank    them    for    the 
speeches  they  have  delivered.    Now,  Sir, 
the  hoD.   Gentleman    who    moved    the 
Address    I    think    only   met    the    just 
expectations    of     Members     when     he 
alluded  in   very   feeling    terms    to   the 
great  change  which  has  taken   place  in 
the  coDstitotion  of  the  Government — a 
change,  I    regret    to    say,    necessarily 
reflected  in   the  general   proceedings  of 
this  House.     I  do  not  suppose  that  any 
soch  change    has    taken    place   in    the 
ptrmimd  of    this    House,  or   any  such 
fcw  been  incurred  to  the  general  distinc- 
tion and  brilliancy  of  our  proceedings  as 
that  which    the    Government    op])osite, 
lad  we,  in  our  measure,  must  deplore — 
aunely,  the  retirement  of  the  late  Prime 
Miaister    from     the     responsible     post 
vkicb  he  has  so  long  and  so  brilliantly 
filled  with    so   much    distinction.      For 
t»r  own    part,    I    can    hardly  imagine 
ie  House    of    Commons    deprived    of 
4e    services      of      that     right      hon. 
Gentleman   who  has   so    long    occupied 
tkcTery  front  rank  on  one  side  or  the 
•{her  among  those  who  lead  in  our   Do- 
W«s.    Long  before,    or  Ixifore  many  of 
»  who    have    now   entered    middle  life 
■w  even    l>orn,  the  right  lion.  Gentl*^- 
Bin  was  a  Cabinet  Minister,  an<i  already 
Ae  centre   of    many    hopes    and    ninny 
prophecies  of  success  which   have  since 
feeo  most  brilliantly  fulfilled.     I  believe 
tbe  number  of  gentlemen   who  were  in 
the  House    before  I  joined  it  is  now  a 
winparatively  small  and  dwindling  band; 
l*it  before  that  date  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  been  Prime  Minister  of  Enff- 
land  for  four  years.    He  has  been,  within 
the  memory   of  every  single    individual 
whom  I  am   now  addressing,  ever  since 
they  entered  the   House,  the  great  ex- 
uaple  of  all  that  is  most   splendid   and 
no*t  brilliant  in   the  conduct  of  Parlia- 
iDetitary  debate  and  in  the   use  of  every 
species  of  Parliamentary  eloquence  ;  and, 
living  all  questions  of  Party  politics  on 
M^  {fide,  deferring  or,  rather,  putting  out 
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of  view  any  attempt  to  estimate  the 
great  public  career,  of  which  the  most 
active  part,  I  should  imagine,  has  now 
drawn  to  a  close,  I  feel  that  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  owes  to  the  late  Prime 
Minister  a  debt  of  personal  and  public 
gratitude  in  that  he  has  maintained, 
through  all  the  great  Parliamentary  and 
social  changes,  the  high  standard  of 
public  life  which  he  learned  to  admire 
in  a  different  age,  and  that  he  has  con- 
tinued to  uphold  the  great  traditions  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  with  which,  I 
believe,  no  small  part  of  the  dignity  and 
the  utility  of  this  Assembly  is  inseparably 
bound  up.  I  pass  from  this  subject  to  what 
is  more  directly  germane  to  the  present 
occasion — namely,  the  contents  of  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  in  answer  to 
which  we  are  now  ashed  to  vote  the 
Address.  The  Mover  of  the  Address 
appeared,  I  thought,  at  one  part  of  his 
speech  to  feel  some  anxiety  lest  we 
siiould  be  under  a  misapprehension  that 
with  the  change  which  has  recently  taken 
place  was  involved  some  alteration  of 
the  policy  of  that  Party  of  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  a  Member.  I  do  not 
think  any  such  suspicion  has  ever 
crossed  the  mind  of  any  of  us  who 
sit  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
There  has,  undoubtedly,  been  a  change 
in  the  name  of  the  firm,  but  the  business 
is  conducted  as  usual.  Even  before  we 
hiul  the  advantage  of  hearing  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  we  never  for  a  moment 
conceived  that  the  retirement  of  the  late 
Prime  Minister  would  carry  with  it  con- 
sequences nffecting  the  general  policy  of 
the  Party  which  has  been  so  long  led  by 
him.  But  if  any  such  suspicion  had 
ever  oceurreil  to  any  gentleman  they 
would  certainly  be  entirely  dissipated  by 
the  character  of  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  That  Spoe<rli  is  a  reflection — I 
will  not  say  a  detailed  reflection  or  repe- 
tition, but  in  the  nmin  a  repetition^)f 
the  Speech  of  last  year  ;  and  such 
changes  as  there  are  in  it  have  their 
natural  explanation  in  the  changed  cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  Session.  The 
first  part  of  theSi)eecli,  which  deals  with 
foreign  and  colonial  matters,  need  not 
long  detain  us.  This  part  appears  to 
me,  I  will  confess,  more  remarkable  for 
what  it  does  not  say  than  for  what  it 
does  say — for  the  omission  of  topics  to 
which  1  should  have  anticipated  some 
allusion  would   have  been  made,  \oi[>\c«» 
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which  are  important,  aud  which,  I  think, 
should  have  heen  dealt  with  hv  those 
who  framed  the  Queen's  vSpeeeh.  The 
Government,  in  framing  the  Speech, 
have  had  very  clearly  in  mind  the  ex- 
istence of  Europe,  America,  and  Central 
Asia,  but  I  notice  with  surprise  that 
there  is  not  the  slightest  reference  to 
Eastern  Asia  or  to  any  portion  of  Africa. 
Both  Eastern  Asia  and  Africa  have  been 
the  scenes  of  verv  remarkable  aud  interest- 
ing events  upon  which  we  have  some  right 
to  desire  information,  and  to  wliich  we 
fully  expected  that  some  reference  would 
be  made  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  In 
South  Africa  a  war — not  a  war  on  a  very 
great  scale,  not  an  important  war,  but 
nevertheless  a  war — has  been  carried 
through,  and,  1  am  ghul  to  say,  con- 
ducted to  a  successful  issue.  We  should 
have  liked  to  know  somethin<j  about  the 
settlement,  something  about  the  arrange- 
ments which  the  Colonial  Office  proposes 
in  regard  to  Matabeleland.  East  Africa 
presents  a  problem  of  even  greater  diffi- 
culty and  intricacy.  If  I  ^  remember 
rightly,  no  less  than  two  Commissions  of 
Inquiry  have  been  issued  by  the  Go- 
vernment into  the  afiiiirs  of  East  Africa 
— one  in  connection  with  the  railway  aud 
one  in  connection  with  the  expedition  of 
that  eminent  public  servant  who  was  so 
soon  called  away  from  the  service  of  his 
country  ;  and  in  the  case  of  neither  of 
the  Reports  of  these  Commissioners,  so 
far  as  I  am  aware,  have  we  the  slightest 
intimation  of  what  their  contents  are,  or 
what  course  the  Government  means  to 
pursue  in  regard  to  them.  We  have 
been  promised  Papers ;  the  promise 
has  not  been  fulfilled.  We  are  at 
this  moment  absolutely  in  the  dark  as 
to  what  view  the  Government  take  in 
regard  to  Uganda ;  what  steps  they 
mean  to  take  to  preserve  the  dominion 
and  supremacy  of  the  British  flag  and 
power  in  that  district ;  and,  in  general 
terms,  what  thoir  policy  there  is. 
Kumours  have  reached  us,  but  I  do  not 
attach  much  value  to  them,  that  even  the 
Cabinet  themselves  have  never  been  able 
to  come  to  an  agreement  upon  the  sub- 
ject. Very  likely  that  is  not  the  fact; 
bnt  if  they  have  come  to  any  agreement 
on  the  matter,  let  them  tell  us  what  it  is, 
and  let  them  inform  us  not  only  what 
thcv  mean  to  do,  but  whv  thov  mean  to 
do  it,  and  what  is  the  basis  of  facts  upon 
nJj/ch  thev  mean  to  found  their  policy  in 
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that  country  for  the  future.  But  if  the 
silence  about  East  Africa  is  singular, 
surely  the  silence  about  Siam  is  still 
more  singular.  I  think  the  Government 
will  not  think  I  am  making  an  undue 
claim  when  I  say  that  the  Opposition 
have  been  anxiously  careful  not  to  em- 
barrass the  Government  during  the  course 
of  negotiations,  the  delicacy  of  which  we 
fully  recognise.  But  I  understand  that 
these  negotiations  are  now  at  an  end,  and 
that  no  question  is  pending  between 
France  and  Siam  except  a  comparatively 
trifling  question  concerning  the  trial  of 
certain  persons.  In  these  circumstAucee^ 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  sufficient  reason 
why  Papers  should  be  further  delayed. 
We  have  been  given  to  understand  that 
the  delay  which  has  occurred  in  settling 
the  boundaries  of  the  buffer  State  in  the 
Upper  Mekong  has  been  due  to  climatic 
reasons  which  make  it  impossible  for  the 
Boundarv  Commissioners  to  make  their 
investigations  until  later  in  the  year. 
This,  however,  is  a  comparatively  sub- 
sidiary question  ;  the  centre  of  the  whole 
problem,  so  far  as  this  country  is  con- 
cerned, depends  not  so  much  upon  the 
buffer  State  on  the  North-East' of  Siam 
as  upon  the  position  which  Siam  itself  is 
to  occupy  between  the  French  and 
British  dominions.  The  French,  as  I 
understand,  have  declared  explicitly  that 
they  have  no  interests  hostile  to  the  in- 
dependence of  Siam.  I  hail  that 
declaration  with  satisfaction,  and  I  wish 
to  know  whether  the  Government  enter- 
tain any  hope  of  carrying  out  any 
arrangement  by  which  France  and 
England  should  mutually  agree  to  pro- 
tect the  rights  of  Siam,  and  to  constitute 
it  a  really  efficient  buffer  State  between 
two  Powers,  which,  of  all  Powers  in  the 
world,  ought  specially  to  avoid  all  un- 
necessary causes  of  friction  and  disagree- 
ment. On  these  subjects  I  trust  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  comes  to 
reply,  will  give  us,  if  not  full  infonnation, 
at  all  events  the  hope  and  prospect  of 
fnll  information  being  soon  forthcoming. 
My  next  duty  is  to  do  what  prolmbly 
none  of  my  predecessors  in  the  post  which 
I  am  now  filling  have  ever  had  occasion 
to  do — namely,  to  comment  on  the  jwra- 
graph  which' deals  with  the  Estimates. 
Hitherto  that  paragraph  has  been  re- 
garded as  one  of  the  commonplaces  of 
Speeches   from   the   Throne.      The  old 
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form  of  the  sentence  ran  Homewhat  iu  this 


wav- 


**The  Estimates  for  tlie  Public  Service  of  the 
Tear  will  be  laui  before  you.  ami  they  will  be 
prcpareil  with  all  due  reganl  to  economy." 

I  observe  that  on  this  occasion  the  refer- 
ence to  economy  has   slipped   out,  and 
that  the  expression  "provision   for  the 
defence  of  the  Empire  "  has  come  in.     I 
bail  it  with  unqualified   satisfaction  as  a 
recognition  of  tiiat  which  we  impressed 
upon  the  Government  in   November  or 
December  last — ^a  fact  which   they  then 
appeared  to  have  learned  very  imperfectly 
— nameJy,    that    there  was  an  immediate 
necessity  for  increased  naval  exiKjnditure, 
and  1  gather  that  they  have  learned  the 
leKon  which   we  endeavoured  to  teach 
them  with  great  success.     1  say  this  in 
no  controversial    spirit.     The    Govern- 
ment are,  I   hope,  prepared  to  carry  out 
the  policy  wliich   wo   recommended    to 
theni,  and  we  trust  that  when  the  Naval 
E^imates  are  laid  before  us  all  anxieties 
BIT  be  laid  at  rest,  and  that  the  Govern- 
■eot  realise  that  their  primary  dutj  is  to 
see  that  the  Fleets  of  this  country  shall 
^«  imised  to  that  level  of  strength  below 
which  onr  national  honour  and  even  our 
Buional   safety  can   be  but  imperfectly 
preserred.     I  now  come  to   the  part  of 
titt  Speech   which    deals  with    internal 
Airs.     The    first     paragraph    of     this 
ifction  of  the  Speech  says — 

"The  recent  improvement  in  the  state  of 
WaJ  has  been  continuous  and  market!,  and 
•piran  crime  has  been  re<luce<l  under  the 
>toi-«tration  of  the  on  Unary  law  to  the 
-**•"!  |>oint  which  has  been  reached  for  the 
W  13  years." 

i*  the  House  knows,  I  have  no  very  pro- 
fcnd  i>elief  iu  statistics,  unless  thev  are 
^piemen ted    and    confirmed    by  other 
«iufes   of    infoimation.      ITndoiibtedlv, 
wvever,  the  information  which   reaches 
nefrom  Ireland  leads  me  to  believe  that 
W present  condition  in  reganl  to  agrarian 
crime  has  not  been  presented  in  too  rosy 
» light  by  the  Irish   Secretary,  and   that 
the  condition  of  Ireland  in  reality  is  such 
Mall  of  us  must  view  with  the   utmost 
ifttLifaction.     So    far    there    is    no   con- 
troversy between  ns,  but  I  confess  that  I 
«ee  in  the  words  **  ordinary  law,"  which 
oceor  in   this   paragraph,  something    iu 
the  nature  of  a  challenge   to  gentlemen 
*ho  8it  u|)on  this  side  of  the  llouse.     I 
never   had     the    slightest    objection    to 
Uking  up  challenges,  and  I   am   quite 
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ready  to  take  up  this  one.  If  the  im- 
plication of  that  paragraph  has  been 
rightly  comprehended,  the  Irish  Secretary, 
who,  I  suppose,  is  responsible  for  the 
wording  of  it,  would  have  us  believe 
that  the  condition  of  Ireland  is  due, 
firstly,  to  the  law  -being  enforced,  and, 
secondly,  to  the  fact  that  the  law  so 
enforced  was  the  ordinary  law.  I  am 
not  sure  that  I  quite  agree  with  either  of 
these  points.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  perfectly  well  that  among  the 
complicated  factors  which  control  the 
condition  of  Ireland  the  administration 
of  the  law  is  only  one.  The  Chief 
Secretary  has  had  at  his  back  an  advan- 
tage which  none  of  his  predecessors  have 
had.  He  has  had  at  his  back  a  power- 
ful Party  and  organisation  who  have 
used  their  whole  strength  and  influence 
and  all  the  resources  at  their  command 
to  make  the  task  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman an  easy  one,  and  to  diminish  as 
far  as  possible  the  condition  of  agrarian 
disturbance,  out  of  which  agrarian  crime 
arises.  Well,  that  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  administration  of  the  ordinary 
law.  It  is  a  political  accident  ;  or  rather 
it  is  the  result  of  political  design,  which  is 
not  necessarily  of  a  permanent  character. 
We  have,  in  fact,  no  right  to  believe, 
either  from  the  history  of  Ireland  in  the 
past  or  from  the  declarations  of  Irishmen  in 
the  present,  that  there  will  be  a  continua- 
tion of  this  happy  state  of  things.  I  believe 
that  one  distinguished  Member  of  the 
Irish  Party  who  support  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  declarcl  that  in  a  certain 
contingency  there  will  be  an  agrarian 
agitation  of  such  a  character  and  mag- 
nitude as  to  throw  in  the  shade  all  previous 
agitations  ;  and  an  agrarian  agitation  of 
that  kind,  should  it  succeed,  as  to  which 
I  nniy  express  a  jmssiiig  doubt,  must 
have  the  result  of  greatly  increasing  the 
amount  of  agrarian  crinjc  with  which  the 
Government  have  to  deal.  Tlieu  the 
Government  have  had  the  great  advan- 
tage of  a  most  prosperous  and  plentiful 
harvest.  I  will  not  dwell  upon  that ; 
the  advantages  of  it  are  well-known  to 
everybody  who,  like  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, is  responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  No  farmer  anxious  to 
avoid  bankruptcy  has  ever  studied  the 
weather  with  more  anxious  care  than  I 
did  when  I  occ'Ui)ied  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary's position,  or  than  he  does  hiniself, 
I   am  sure.     But  the  right  hou,  GowxV^- 
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man  appears  to  lay  down  the  proposition 
that  he  has  not  only  rednced  crime  under 
the  ordinary  law,  but  that  it  is  because 
he  has  used  the  ordinary  law  that  crime 
has  been  reduced.  That  is  not  a  pro- 
position which  will  hold  water  for  a 
moment.  The  difference  between  the 
Crhninal  Law  of  Ireland  as  I  desire  to 
see  it,  and  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
maintains  it, may  be  said  to  depend  upon 
two  points  alone — secret  inquiry  and 
change  of  venue.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  glad  enough  to  exercise  the 
power  of  secret  inquiry  under  the  Ex- 
plosives Act  when  he  could  do  it.  He 
only  objects  to  its  use  in  connection  with 
crimes  which  are  really  not  less  das- 
tardly and  dangerous  to  the  community 
than  those  associated  with  dynamite.  I 
want  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  change  of  venue  is  an  improve- 
ment in  the  machinery  of  the  law  which 
he  actually  enjoys  during  those  months 
of  the  year  when  he  can  try  crimes  at 
the  Winter  Assizes,  and  we  have  to  con- 
sider not  how  justice  is  performed  at  the 
Winter  Assizes,  where  there  is  a  natural 
or  spontaneous  change  of  venue,  but  how 
justice  is  executed  when  crime  is  tried  at 
the  ordinary  Assizes,  where  no  change  of 
venue  is  possible.  I  hope  we  shall  hear 
whether  there  is  some  special  reason  now 
why  justice  in  agrarian  cases  is  likely  to 
be  done  by  an  ordinary  jury  in  the 
district  where  a  crime  has  been  com- 
mitted. I  have  never  been  able  to  follow 
the  right  hon.  <  Gentleman's  practice  as 
regards  the  Winter  Assizes,  or  to  see 
why  he  tries  some  cases  there  and  some 
at  the  ordinary  Assizes.  For  instance,  I 
have  never  been  able  to  understand  why 
he  tried  the  case  of  three  gentlemen, 
Members  of  this  House,  not  at  the 
Winter  Assizes,  where,  if  they  had  been 
guilty,  they  might  have  been  convicted, 
but  at  the  Spring  Assizes,  whore,  whe- 
ther guilty  or  not,  it  was  qnite  certain 
they  would  be  acquitted.  I  recollect 
that  when  it  was  my  unhappy  lot  also 
to  have  to  prosecute  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment the  doctrine  then  laid  down  by 
gentlemen  opposed  to  me  was  that  it  was 
really  an  outrage  upon  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  people.  When  I  had  to 
prosecute  Members  of  Parliament,  we 
did,  I  confess,  attempt  to  bring  them 
before  a  tribunal  which  would  find  them 
guilty  if  the  evidence  went  against  them ; 
hut  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  h^  taken 
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care  that  a  Member  of  Parliament 
when  tried  shall  be  acquitted. 
I  must  say  that  the  "  ordinary  law,"  as 
thus  administered,  does  not  appear  to  me 
to  be  a  better  machinery  for  obtaining 
justice  than  the  law  with  change  of 
venue.  Special  Jury,  and  secret  inquiry, 
which  I  should  like  to  see  established  in 
Ireland.  1  pass  from  that  to  the  para- 
graphs in  the  Queen's  Speech  which  deal 
with  legislation.  The  first  of  these 
paragraphs  touches  upon  a  measure 
which  is  intended  to  restore,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  the  evicted  tenants  to  their  hold- 
ings. The  phrasing  of  the  Speech  is  as 
follows  : — 

"The  condition,  however,  of  a  considerable 
body  of  evicted  tenants  in  that  coan try  reqairee 
early  attention,  and  a  measure  will  be  submitted 
to  you  with  a  view  to  a  reasonable  settlement  of 
a  question  deeply  affecting  tbe  well-being  of 
Ireland.'* 

We  have  now  reached  the  year  1894,  and 

I  think  it  was  in  the  year  1892  that  the 

Chief  Secretary,  in  a  letter  to  a  friend  of 

mine,  a  Member  of  this  House,  told  us 
that  in  this  matter  of  evicted  tenants  he 
meant  business.  The  least  you  can  do 
when  you  meant  bnsiness  in  1892  is  to 
put  your  measure  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
of  1894,  and  I  am  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  only  fulfilled  general 
expectation  when  he  gave  this  measure 
a  prominent  place — I  may  say  the  most 
prominent  place — in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  Sir,  I  shall  reserve,  naturally, 
any  comments  upon  the  proposals  to  be 
submitted  to  us  until  we  see  them  in  their 
definite  form  ;  but  I  will  express  a  hope 
that  the  word  "  reasonable "  before 
^*  settlement,^'  in  the  paragraph  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  relating  to  evicted 
tenants,  is  not  a  mere  otiose  epithet ;  but 
that  the  settlement  will  be  an  actual 
settlement,  dealing  with  the  real  question 
at  issue.  I  ought  to  warn  the  Govern- 
ment that,  so  far  as  I  am  at  present 
advised,  I  still  think  our  original  scheme, 
embodied  in  the  Act  of  1891,  which 
smoothed  away  the  technical  difTicultiei 
that  might  have  prevented  an  arrange- 
ment between  landlord  and  tenant,  was  a 
wise  one.  I  think  if  the  Government  are 
going  to  ask  us  to  vote  public  money, 
which,  even  in  the  present  flourishing 
state  of  the  public  finances,  is  probably 
not  over  plentiful;  if  they  are  going  to  ask 
us  to  vote  public  money  for  the  purpose 
of  rewarding  thosQ  who  have  adipittedlj 
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been  nsed  as  instruments  of  a  political 
plan  of  campaign — money  which  might 
ha?e  been  devoted   for   the    benefit   of 
tenants  who  are  certainly  not  less  deserv- 
ing, and  who  have  endeavoured  to  the 
beet  of  their  ability  to  carry  out  their 
legal  engagements,  and  have  never  been 
the  slaves  or  instruments  of  any  organi- 
sation whatever — then  I  think  we  shall 
look  at  the  proposals  of  the    Goveru- 
meat    with    a    very    critical    suspicion. 
I  eboold  think  it  a  very  serious  menace 
to  the  fntm-e  tranquillity  of  Ireland  if  we 
were  to  allow  the  people  in  that  country 
to  imbibe  the  lesson  that  as  often  as  they 
tbouj^t    desirable    to    get    up    a   land 
•gitation    for    their   own    purposes    we 
were  to  lee  them  out  of  the  mess  in  which 
tker  had  got,  and  especially  do  I  think 
that  lecaon   ill-timed   and  fraught  with 
peril  to  the  future  when  I  know  we  are 
at  tliis  moment    threatened  by    leading 
politiefluis  in   Ireland  with  a  renewal  of 
thit  Tery  agitation    in  consequence    of 
wtieh  these  men  have  been  turned  out  w  f 
Mr  funiA.     I  do  not  mean  to  argue  as 
to  a  proposal   I  have    not    got    before 
■e,  bat  I  thought  it  only  fair  to  the  Go- 
Tenmeot  to  let  them  know  the  spirit — 
■nredly  not  a  hostile  spirit — in  which 
I  view  this  very  difficult  question  of  the 
frieted  tenants  in  Ireland.     It  will  not 
Wieeessary  for  me  to  say  anything  about 
ife  paragraph    which  deals  with  regis- 
taooo  and    plural  voting  ;  but  I  have 
linjs  observed  that  when   the    Party 
tppwte  get  into  any  difficulty  in  refer- 
aeeto  their  substantial  measures  for  the 
kMftofthecommunity,  they  immediately 
K  themselves   to   work  to   manipulate 
tfe  machinery  by    which   Members  are 
■omed  to  this  House.     I  think  there 
ii  Tery  apt  to  be  a  great  waste  of  time 
ii  looking  so  much  at  the  machinery, and 
ii  sending  it,  when  the  machiuery  itself 
ii  never  aUowed  to  do  anything.     If  you 
are  to  deal  with  this  question,  you  ought, 
at  any  rate,  to  deal  with  it  impartially, 
aad  not  deal  with  one  anomaly  and  leave 
aaother    untonched.       You    should   en- 
deavour to  make  this  House  a  faithful 
nflex  of  public  opinion  with  regard  to 
erery  class  and  country,  and  until  you  do 
tbat  we  shall  not  be  convinced  that  the 
Party  opposite  approach  this  question  in 
tke  spirit  of  reformers,  aud  not  in  the 
qwrit  of  gentlemen  with  an  anxious  eye 
to  the  next  Election.     There  are  only 
three  other  measures,  two  of  them  in  the 


Queen's  Speech,  to  which  I  shall  refer. 
They  all,  though  diffisrent,  have  some- 
thing in  common.  They  all  threaten, 
while  unseltliug,  great  interests.  The 
first  is  the  Local  Veto  Bill,  the  second 
the  Wel£<U  Disestablishment  Bill,  and  the 
third  the  Scotch  Disestablishment  Bill. 
I  have  been  favoured  during  the  last 
few. weeks  with  two  or  three  letters 
a  day,  accompanied  by  resolutions, 
couched  in  precisely  identical  terms, 
passed  by  meetings  that  have 
been  called  to  congratulate  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  upon  the 
promise  he  appears  to  have  given  that 
the  Local  Veto  Bill  should  be  the  most 
prominent  Bill  of  the  Session.  I  have 
no  recollection  of  seeing  the  promise 
myself,  but  I  gather  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  rise  to  a  wide- 
spread expectation  of  that  kind  I 
gather  that  from  the  resolutions  of  the 
Temperance  Party,  which  is  a  highly 
organised  body,  seeing  that  it  has  ex- 
pressed its  views  so  spontaneously  in  such 
identical  language.  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  either  do  it  or  drop  it.  It  is 
not  fair  upon  the  threatened  interests 
that  this  sword  of  Damocles  should  be 
kept  hanging  over  their  heads.  I  think 
a  somewhat  similar  criticism  may  be 
passed  upon  the  measures  dealing  with 
the  Welsh  and  Scoteh  Church  Establish- 
ments. These  are  great  historical  lusti- 
tutioDS,  whose  history  is  rooted  in  our 
post,  and  they  are  no  mere  survivals  of 
the  past,  but  arc  at  this  moment 
living,  vital  organisations,  powerful  for 
good.  Why  are  you  to  hamper  their 
efibrts  by  keeping  them  in  doubt  Session 
after  Session  ?  It  is  not  fair  to  them  ; 
it  is  not  just,  and  I  can  assure  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  way  in  which  they  are 
treating  the  Church  of  Scotland  at  this 
moment  is  one  which  will  bo  resented  by 
the  people  of  that  country.  The  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Address  appear  to  think 
that  the  people  of  Scotland  are  only  anx  ions 
to  be  disburdened  of  their«Church.  I  take 
a  very  different  view.  I  am  not  going 
to  say  who  is  right  or  who  is  wrong  ;  I 
am  not  going  to  argue  for  or  against 
Disestablishment,  or  to  discuss  the  merits 
of  the  question  ;  but  I  say  that  this  is 
not  a  Bill  which  should  be  stuck  away 
in  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Quecn^s 
Speech  among  the  ruck  of  other  mea- 
sures which  you  do  not  mean  to  pass — 
which    you   only    mean    to  use  a&  an 
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advertisement,  and  which,  while  they  are 
so  used,  disturb  these  (^reat  organisations 
and  hamper  their  efforts.  I  might  use  a 
similar  criticism  in  regard  to  a  measure 
that  is  not  mentioned  in  the  Queen^s 
Speech.  The  Mover  of  the  Address  was 
very  anxious  to  free  the  present  Prime 
Minister  from  the  imputation  that  he 
was  a  luke-warm  adherent  of  Home 
Rule.  I  can  assure  the  bon.  Gentleman 
that  his  labours  in  that  respect  were  en- 
tirely unnecessary.  Nobody  doubts  for 
a  moment  that  the  present  Prime  Minister 
is  a  zealous  adherent  of  Home  Rule.  I 
believe  there  are  some  who  have  seized 
upon  some  ill-considered  phrase  used  by 
Lord  Rosebery  with  reference  to  the  late 
Bill,  and  have  founded  upon  that  some 
conjectural  edifice  as  to  what  his  views 
were.  We  do  not  conduct  public  life  in 
this  country  in  that  manner.  Lord 
Rosebery  joined  the  present  Government 
in  1892  as  a  Government  formed  on  the 
basis  of  Home  Rule,  which  had  Home 
Rule  for  its  centnil  point,  and 
a  precise  point  dividing  Parties 
in  this  House.  Lord  Rosebery  is  well 
acquainted  with  the  traditions  of  political 
life  in  this  country,  and  is  a  Scotch 
gentleman  of  the  highest  honour,  and 
that  Lord  Rosebery,  when  in  1892  he 
joined  the  Home  Rule  Administration, 
cherished  any  secret  doubts  on  the  sub- 
ject is  a  thing  which  there  are  none  of 
his  friends  or  of  his  political  opponents 
who  will  not  agree  in  repudiating.  We 
admit  fully  that  in  this  and  in  other 
respects  no  change  of  policy  is  to  be 
anticipated  from  the  change  oi  personnel 
in  the  Government.  I,  for  one,  should 
be  the  last  to  suggest  that  any  cooling  in 
tiie  zeal  of  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  for  Home  Rule  was 
likely  to  occur  in  consequence  of  the 
great  change  which  has  recently  taken 
place  in  their  ranks.  But  that  is  not  the 
point  to  which  I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  The  point  is  this  : 
Is  it  fair  by  Ireland,  still  more  is  it  fair 
by  England  and  Scotland,  that  this  ques- 
tion should  still  be  hung  up  ?  Last  year 
it  was  brought  forward,  discussed,  and 
rejected.  How  long  do  you  mean  to 
allow  that  rejection  to  pass  unmodified 
by  a  decision  orie  wav  or  the  other  l>v  the 
country  ?  I  indulge  in  no  prophecy  as 
to  what  the  verdi(!t  of  the  countrv  will 
be.  I  know  too  little  about  the  springs 
which  Aiiimate  the  political  machine  to 
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express  a  confident  opinion,  and  I  have 
seen  too  many  prophets  shamed  in  their 
prophecies  to  venture  myself  to  join  their 
ranks.  But  whatever  the  result  might 
be  of  an  election  really  called  to  decide 
upon  this  question  of  Home  Rule,  I  say 
it  would  l>e  better  than  the  present  con- 
dition of  suspense.  Think  what  you  are 
doing  in  Ireland  ;  think  what  you  are 
doing  in  England  and  in  Scotland.  In 
Ireland  from  day  to  day  no  man  knows, 
except  so  far  as  he  himself  may  make  a 
forecast  of  the  political  future,  whether 
he  is  to  be  ruled  by  an  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment or  by  an  Irish  Parliament  ;  he 
knov(rs  not  whether  .the  Land  Laws  are 
to  be  settled  within  these  walls  or  whe- 
ther they  are  to  be  handed  over  to  gen- 
tlemen who  sit  below  the  Gangway. 
Indecision  and  doubt  must  necessarily 
be  cast  over  every  transaction  in  land, 
and,  indeeil,  in  the  tenure  of  any  properly 
whatever  ;  and  is  it  fair  to  Ireland,  is  it 
fair  to  a  country,  which  of  all  countries 
in  the  world  has  suffered  from  want  of 
security,  that  we  should  deliberately 
perpetuate  this  want  of  security  by  our 
own  wanton  action  ?  If  it  is  injurious  to 
Ireland  I  maintain  that  it  is  not  less  in- 
jurious to  England  and  to  Scotland.  It 
is  not  a  good  thing  that  the  electors  of 
this  country  should  have  perpetually 
hanging  over  them  a  question  connected, 
not  with  social  legislation  in  regard  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  seconded 
the  Address  made  such  an  eloquent 
appeal — an  appeal  to  which  every  heart 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  should  be 
responsive — and  that  their  attention 
should  be  deliberately  withdrawn  from 
those  questions  by  the  course  you  have 
taken,  and  should  be  turned  to  Con- 
stitutional issues  which,  whether  they  be 
fraught  with  all  the  harm  we  anticipate, 
must,  at  any  rate,  be  barren  of  good  for 
the  great  mass  of  the  community  of  this 
country.  I  would  earnestly  press  upon 
the  Government  that,  if  they  feel  that 
from  want  of  Parliamentary  time,  or  from 
some  inherent  weakness  in  their  own 
ninks,  or  because  they  doubt  that  they 
have  behind  them  that  force  of  public 
opinion  which  is  absolut^»ly  required  to 
carry  through  a  measure  of  this  kind, 
whether  for  these  reasons  or  any  other, 
they  are  not  strong  enough  to  bring  this 
(juestion  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  in 
this  Parliament  on  their  own  terms,  their 
duty    to  Ireland,   to   Scotland,   and    to 
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England  alike  calls  iipou  them  to  put  an 
end  to  this  period  of  unrest  and  suspense, 
aod  to   give   onee   and    for   all    to    the 
people  of   this    country   upon    a    clear, 
definite,  and  precise  issue  the  power  of 
njing    whether   they    will    or   will  not 
carry  out  the  schemes  which  were  laid 
before  them  and  discussed  in  the  course 
of  the  last  Parliament. 
•The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby): 
Mr. Deputy  Speaker, — After  a  life  of  over 
25  years  spent  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
I  bare  had    so  much   experience   of  its 
geneioas  instincts  that  I  am  sure  that, 
standiog  here  to-night  upon  this  occasion, 
I  »hftll  not  appeal  in  vain  to  its  indulgence. 
I  im  well  assured  that  at  this   moment 
there  is  bat  one  thought  that  fills  every 
mind  and  everv  heart  in  this  Flouse.     To 
miu  from  amongst  our  proceedings  to- 
ni^cdiat  noble  and  famous  figure  which, 
loDger  than  the  memory,  I  think,  of  any 
nu  now  listening  to  me  can  extend,  has 
beeo  tbe  chief  est  ornament  and  the  most 
pnfailiog  power  in  the  House  of  Com- 
BMMM,  is  a  sad   and  a  solemn   reflection. 
At  such  a  time  I  know  that  all  eyes  are 
*idly  bent  on   him  who  follows  next." 
We  feel,  I  am  sure,  all  of  us,  without 
fiscinetion   of  Party,   that  the  glory  of 
tUs   House    has    suffered    the    greatest 
^notion   it  could  have  endured.     We 
WOiHiise  that  we  have  lost  from  among 
v  a  great   source  of  life   and   of  light, 
*bieli  illuminated  and   exalted  our  pro- 
Qfidiogs    above    the    level   of    ordinary 
■tt.     I    know  that    what    I    can  only 
ttOthis  "  dark  eclipse  "  is  viewed  with 
J«p«  by  all   who  sit   in  every  part  of 
tki»  House,  and  that  no  man   will  refuse 
to  thai    great   Member    of    Parliament 
^iwoi  we  have  lost  a  tribute  of  admira- 
tMt  and    of    respect.     For   us    who   sit 
Bpofi  this  side  of  the  House,  to  whom  he 
Was  tbe   glorious  and  venerated  Chief  of 
adevoteil   Party,  our  feelings  I  can  only 
«le^l>e   as    those   of    distress   akin    to 
diMDar.       For     mvself,    and      for     rnv 
cwlttgues,  I  can   hardly  trust  myself  to 
ipeak  of  one  who  was  to  us  the  kindest 
*iHi  most  constant  friend.     It   is  not  for 
we  who,  with  unequal   steps,  follows  in 
the  path  that  he  has   trodden   to  attempt 
toe«cimate  the  place  which  he  occupied 
in  this   House,  or   that   which    he    will 
•WTipy  in    the   history  of  thi.«?    country. 
The  pUce  t4iat  he  occupied  in  this  House 
it  is  superflaoos  as  it  would  be  impos- 


sible, for  me  to  attempt  to  estimate.  It 
is  unnecessary;  for  you  yourselves,  whom 
I  have  the  honour  to  address,  have  seen, 
and  heard,  and  felt,  far  better  than  any 
words  can  paint,  what  the  late  Prime 
Minister  was  to  this  House  of  Commons. 
We  shall  never  again  see  anything  which 
is  simile  ant  secundum.  If  I  may  borrow 
a  fine  phrase  of  his  own,  we  are  painfully 
conscious  of  the  fate  that  awaits  those 
who,  with  unequal  hand,  attempt  to 
guide  the  chariot  of  the  sun.  We  cannot 
furnish  forth  that  inexhaustible  know- 
ledge, that  mature  experience,  those  un- 
failing resources,  that  splendid  eloquence, 
that  fire  which  kindled  passion  and  which 
roused  enthusiasm,  which  prevailed  as 
much  by  sympathy  as  by  reason.  But, 
at  least  this,  I  think,  I  may  be 
permitted  to  say — that  we  may  take 
as  our  great  example  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  in  his  generous 
passing  recognition  of  this  great  states- 
man, has  dealt,  and  properly  dealt,  with 
as  one  of  the  greatest  features  of  that 
great  character — I  speak  of  that  dignified 
demeanour  towards  his  opponents  as  well 
as  his  supporters,  that  stately  and  old- 
world  courtesy,  diversified  at  times  by 
the  pleasant  hmnour  we  so  well  recol- 
lect, which  in  the  midst  of  the  fiercest 
struggles  of  Party  raised  the  tone  and 
maintained  the  reputation  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  has  left  us  a  most 
perfect  model  of  what  is  due  to  this 
Assemblv  from  those  who  have  the  re- 
sponsibility  of  guiding  its  actions.  As 
Mr.  Gladstone — permit  me  to  use  the 
name— occupied  during  his  long  and 
honoured  life  the  first  place  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  so,  I  think,  will  his  memory 
remain  for  ever  amongst  its  greatest  tra- 
ditions. And  now.  Sir,  we  have  to  turn  to 
the  ordinary  business  of  the  time,  and  I 
must  make  some  remarks  on  what  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  has  said.  He  said 
that  there  was  no  change  of  policy  on 
the  part  of  the  present  Government. 
Well,  Sir,  that  was  a  perfectly  accurate 
statement,  and  it  did  not  require  the 
acuteness  and  perception  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  think,  to  make  that  assump- 
tion. There  is  no  change  of  policy. 
There  is  a  change,  it  is  true,  in  men, 
which  we  deeply  deplore.  We  desire  to 
carry  on  the  same  policy  on  the  same 
principles  as  those  which  animated  this 
Party  under  its  late  Leader.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  we  have  Te\ie«iVc!OL 
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the  Speech  of  last  year.  Yes,  Sir,  we 
have  repeated  the  Speech  of  last  year, 
because  the  Speech  of  last  year  contaiued 
the  policy  of  the  Party,  aud  will  continue 
to  contain  it  until  we  have  achieved  the 
objects  we  contemplate,  and  it  depends 
very  much  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— if  he  will  permit  me  to  say  so — to 
shorten  the  number  of  topics  in  that 
Speech  by  allowing  us  to  carry  some  of 
them  into  law.  Therefore,  in  the  matter 
of  repetition,  I  must  hold  him  and  his 
friends  largely  responsible.  I  am  ex- 
tremely anxious  to-night  to  introduce  as 
few  controversial  topics  as  I  can.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  comments 
said  there  was  nothing  in  the  Speech  about 
Africa  ;  but  that  was  not  perfectly  actcu- 
rate.  There  is  a  paragraph  in  the  Speech 
referring  to  some  unhappy  incidents 
which  took  place  in  West  Africa,  which 
we  hope  will  reach  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment. Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  there  is  no  statement  with  re- 
ference to  Uganda.  That  is  perfectly 
true.  The  lamented  death  of  the  late 
Sir  Gerald  Portal,  a  man  of  great  pro- 
mise, who,  the  country  had  a  right  to 
expect,  would  distinguish  himself  in  the 
future  as  in  the  past,  has  prevented  us 
from  arriving  as  soon  as  we  had  expected 
at  a  final  decision  on  that  subject.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  had 
beard  rumours  of  disagreements  in 
the  Cabinet  in  regard  to  that  matter. 
Well,  Sir,  there  are  many  rumours. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  surely  has 
had  sufKciont  experience  of  rumours  of 
disagreements  in  the  Cabinet  to  know 
not  to  put  too  much  faith  in  them.  I  am 
happy  to  assure  him  that  there  has  been 
no  disagreement  in  the  Cabinet  upon 
that  subject.  We  recognise  our  duty, 
aud  we  are  willing  and  ready  to  an- 
nounce it  as  soon  as  we  are  able  to  do 
so,  but  we  are  not  in  a  position  to  an- 
nounce it  to-night.  Then,  as  regards 
Siam,  I  would  rather  leave  that  matter 
in  the  experienced  and  capable  hands  of 
the  Under  Secretary  than  attempt  to  ex- 
pound at  second-hand  a  very  delicate 
matter  of  negotiation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  dealing  with  the  paragraph 
relating  to  the  Estimates,  commented 
upon  the  absence  of  the  word  "eco- 
nomy.^^  I  have  commented  upon  the 
absence  of  that  word  for  a  great  many 
years.  I  had  no  notion  that  the  right 
Loa,    Gentleman   was    so   advanced    in 
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age  as  to  remember  the  time  when 
economy  was  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech. 

Loud  R.  CHURCHILL  (Padding- 
ton,  S.)  :  Oh,  yes,  all  the  years  of  the 
late  Government. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  the 
noble  Lord  is  mistaken,  but  I  will  not 
dispute  the  point  with  him  now.  At  all 
events,  the  facts  do  not  correspond  with 
it,  and  certainly  it  is  a  very  long  time 
since  the  House  of  Commons  has  at- 
tempted any  feats  of  economy.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  hold  out 
some  prospect  of  reform  in  that  respect. 
I  confess  I  see  little  chance  of  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  used  a  phrase 
which  I  think  he  afterwards  modified — 
that  he  had  taught  us  a  le9son  on  the 
subject  of  the  ^avy.  I  venture  to 
reject  that.  He  has  taught  us  no  lesson 
at  all.  We  have  always  held,  and  hold 
as  strongly  as  any  other  Party,  that  the 
supremacy  of  the  British  Navy  should 
be  maintained.  We  held  that  language 
last  November,  and  the  Returns  which 
have  been  published  prove  the  accuracy 
of  our  statement,  that  the  supremacy  of 
the  British  Navy  at  this  moment  is  un- 
questioned and  unquestionable.  We 
are  prepared  to  take  such  measures  as 
shall  maintain  that  condition  of  the 
British  Navy  in  the  future.  That  is  a 
statement  which  we  made  last  Novem- 
ber, and  which,  I  believe,  will  be  justi- 
fied bv  the  Estimates  that  will  be  laid 
before  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  turned  to  a  topic  which  I 
may  call  peculiarly  his  own — I  mean 
the  social  and  criminal  condition  of  the 
Irish  people.  That  is, a  matter  in  which 
he  takes  a  strong  personal  interest,  and 
on  which,  therefore,  he  is  entitled  to 
speak.  He  does  not  deny  that  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  is  good — far  better  than 
it  has  been  at  former  times — but  he 
questions  the  causes  of  the  improvement. 
He  says  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  peculiar  advantages.  Yes, 
Sir,  he  has  peculiar  advantages,  because 
he  enjoys  to  a  greater  degree  the  confi- 
dence of  the  Irish  people.  That  is  the 
only  thing  which  is  likely  to  improve 
the  condition  of  Ireland.  If  you  have  a 
Government  or  a  Governor  who  enjoys 
the  confidence  of  the  people  you  will 
find  the  condition  of  its  social  and 
criminal  statistics  far  better  than  you  are 
likely  to  find  them  under  a  system  of 
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coercion.      I   am    not    going   into    this 
question  of  Ireland,  but  the  condition  of 
Ireland  may,  I  believe,  be  shortly  stated 
in  a   single    sentence.      The    condition 
of   Ireland    under    the     law     of    coer- 
cion    was     a     condition     of      disturb- 
ance ;    under    a    Government    of   con- 
ciliation    it     has     been      a      condition 
of  comparative    tranquillity   and  peace. 
That  is  better,  I  think,  than  all  specula- 
tion upon  Winter  or  Summer   Assizes. 
That  id  a  satisfactory  account  of  why 
the     condition      of    Ireland     is      very 
different  now   from   what   it  was  under 
the  previous  Administration.     I  am  un- 
willing to  detain  the    House    at  great 
length,  and  I  am   not  going  to  discuss 
the  Bills    which    are   mentioned  in   the 
Queeii'd  Speech,  as  if  I  did  I    should 
Tiwe  collateral  issues  which    I    do   not 
desire  to  do  now.     But  the  right  hou. 
Gcotleoiau    in    his    comments    on    the 
BiUs  mentioned  in  the  Queen^s  Speech 
a^rteJ  a   very  singular  line   of   argu- 
moL    Ue  said — "  Is  this  Bill  going  to 
be  the  first    Bill  ?     If  it    is  not,    you 
Bean  to  drop  it.'*       And  so  he  goes  on 
with  each   Bill   in  suc(iession — the  Local 
Veto  Bill,  the  Uome  Rule  Bill,  and  the 
Di^est&blishmcnt   Bill.       He  says    that 
becamie  they  do  not  stand  first  we  do  not 
intend  to  pass   them,  and   we  have   no 
fflp.-ere  desire   to    carry  them   into  law. 
Wlttt  is  our  experience  of  attempting  to 
MITT  these    Bills    into  law  ?     We   put 
tb«a  forward  ;  we  intend  to  carry  them  : 
but  whether  we  do  so  or  not  depends  on 
tbemanuer  in  which  they  are  treated  first 
intbe  House  of  Commons  and  then  in  the 
HoBse  of  Lords.       If  you  have  a  system 
of  protracted  discussion  so  as  to  consume 
(fe  whole  time  of  the  House  of  Cora- 
Bow  in    a    manner    that,   whereas   an 
Qtdioary   Session  could  fairly  deal  with 
ifcree  or  fourof  these  Bills,  you  intend  to 
jpe&d  the  whole  time  on  a  single  Bill  so 
n  10  shut    out   all  the   rest,    by  what 
rij^ht  do  you    come    to    us    and   say — 
**Wheu   you    put    these    Bills    in    the* 
Qoeeo's    Speech  you  do    not   intend  to 
pMS  them."      That  is  talking  advantage, 
•*  the  lawyers  say,  of  your  own  wrong. 
It  ii  vou  who,  first  of  all   in  this  House 
aod  another  Assembly   in  another  place, 
who  take  care  as  far  as  they  can  to  pre- 
vent the    progress    of  those    measures. 
I  repudiate  altogether  that  statement  of 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman.       I  say  that 
these  are  measurea  to  which  we  are  sin- 
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cerely  attached  and  which  we  are  sin- 
cerely determined  to  push  to  an  issue,  and 
if  we  do  not  carry  them  this  year  we 
will  carry  them  next,  and  if  not  next, 
then  the  year  after  that.  You  ask  us 
when  we  are  going  to  appeal  to  the 
country.  I  will  tell  you  :  When  we 
have  placed  before  the  country  the  whole 
plan  and  scheme  of  the  Liberal  Party. 
When  we  have  placed  the  country  in  a 
position  to  judge  what  has  been  the 
course  of  either  Party  in  the  House  of 
Commons  with  reference  to  this  plan, 
and  what  has  been  the  conduct  of  the 
House  of  Lords  with  regard  to  it. 
That  is  the  time  when  we  mean  to  go  to 
the  country,  and  that  is  the  issue  we  in- 
tentl  to  put  before  it.  When  this  Par- 
liament was  elected,  this  Government 
came  into  Office  upon  a  distinct  state- 
ment of  the  whole  plan,  beginning  with 
Home  Rule,  going  on  to  Disestablish- 
ment, and  including  the  Local  Veto 
Bill  and  the  other  Bills  which  are 
enumerated  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  That  was  what  we  placed 
before  the  country.  You  denounced  it, 
but  the  country  pronounced  in  our 
favour  and  against  you.  It  is  the 
mandate  of  this  Parliament  to  carry  that 
plan  and  that  scheme  into  execution. 
When  the  House  of  Commons  rejects 
these  schemes,  thou,  of  course,  you  will 
be  justified  in  condemning  us,  and  if  the 
country  joins  you,  then  you  will  succeed  ; 
but  as  long  as  we  have  the  support  of 
the  majority  of  this  House  of  Commons 
for  the  plan  which  was  laid  before  the 
country  at  the  last  Election,  and  approved 
by  a  popular  majority,  we  shall  proceed 
continuously  with  that  plan,  in  good 
report  and  evil  report,  and  we  shall  use 
every  means  at  our  disposal  to  promote 
those  measures  and  to  carry  them  through 
this  House.  What  may  be  done  with 
them  in  another  place  is  not  our  concern. 
The  responsibility  for  that  condact  will 
be  ultimately  judged  of  by  the  country. 
Our  task  is  a  plain^  a  direct,  and  a  simple 
one — to  proceed  as  far  and  as  well  as  we 
can  with  the  measures  to  which  we  have 
pledged  ourselves.  The  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman savs — **  How  unfair  it  is  to  Ire- 
land  that  you  should  hang  up  Homo 
Rule."  Ah  I  Sir,  Home  Rule  hung  up 
has  been  a  far  better  thin^  than  coercion 
enacted.  What  has  improved  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  ?  What  has  led  to  that 
better  feeling  which  the  right  kou.  (ieti- 
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tlemau  admits  to  exist  ?  It  is  the  faith 
aud  the  hope  which  exists  in  the  breasts 
of  the  Irish  people  that  the  great  Liberal 
Party  is  true  to  their  faith  and  will 
adhere  to  their  pledges,  and  that  they 
will  do  all  that  in  them  lies  to  give  effect 
to  that  policy  of  self-government  to  Ire- 
land which  is  the  great  legacy  our 
great  Leader  has  left  to  us.  You  talk  of 
Ireland  being  injured  by  Home  Rule 
being  hang  up.  No  doubt,  I  believe, 
Ireland  would  have  been  benefited  if 
Home  Rule  had  passed,  but  the  hope  and 
the  belief  that  Home  Rule  is  coming 

Mb.  J.  REDMOND  (Waterford)  : 
When  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  That,  Sir, 
does  not  depend  upon  me  alone.  The 
hon.  Member  who  asked  me  that  question 
can  himself,  if  he  chooses,  very  much  aid 
in  that  decision.  If  he  will  help  us  we 
will  help  him.  We  have  done  much  to 
help  him  and  his  friends,  aud  I  think 
we  have  some  right  to  expect  that  they, 
in  their  turn,  will  help  us.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  am  sure,  does  not 
seriously  mean  to  impute  to  us  any 
insincerity  of  purpose.  He  may  believe 
that  we  shall  not  succeed  ;  I  am  sure  he 
will  do  his  best  to  ensure  our  failure. 
That  I  do  not  doubt.  Of  that  I  do  not 
complain ;  but  do  not  let  him  charge  us 
with  having  brought  in  those  measures 
without  a  sincere  aud  an  honest  desire  to 
promote  them  to  the  best  of  our  ability. 
I  am  sorry  for  having  for  a  moment  gone 
into  more  or  less  controversial  topics. 
Before  I  sit  down  there  is  one  mat- 
ter of  business  which  in  my  position 
I  ought  to  bring  before  the  House.  This 
Debate,  which  has  been  so  well  opened 
bv  mv  hon.  Friend  the  Mover  of  the 
Address  in  his  excellent  speech,  and  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Seconder,  who  made 
a  speech  which  I  am  quite  sure  found  an 
echo  in  the  hearts  and  in  the  admiration 
of  hon.  Menihors  in  all  parts  of  the 
House,  is  one  which  I  am  bound  to  fell 
the  House — the  House,  of  course,  being 
masters  of  the  situation — we  have  verv 
little  time  to  prolong.  I  will  just  state 
the  bare  figures  of  the  time  wliich  is  at 
our  disposal.  It  is  curious  enough  that 
very  similar  circumstancres  to  those  in 
which  we  find  ourselves  occurred  in  the 
year  1868,  when  Lord  Derby  resigned  on 
March  o,  and  Mr.  Disraeli  succeeded  him 
as  Prime  Minister.  On  March  i)  I  the 
financial   business  of  the  House  must  be 
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completed  ;  and  on  that  occasion  when 
the  new  Government  came  in  every 
facility  was  given  to  it  for  passing  the 
financial  business.  I  observe  that  at  that 
time  the  Navy  Estimates  were  taken  on 
March  20  without  discussion — time,  of 
course,  being  provided  afterwards  for 
their  full  and  adequate  consideration. 
The  Navy  Estimates  were  at  that  time 
taken  without  a  statement.  We  do  not 
propose  to  do  exactly  that — I  only  allude 
to  the  fact  in  order  that  hon.  Members 
may  see  what  measures  the  House  of 
Commons  took  at  that  time  under  circum- 
stances of  pressure.  What  we  must  do 
before  March  31  is  this  :  There  are  the 
Votes  in  Supply  — 15  Civil  Service 
and  Supplementary  Votes  —  the  Army 
Votes,  men  and  pay,  and  the  Navy 
Votes,  men  and  pay.  There  is  the  Vote 
on  Account — Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
Departments.  Then  the  Ways  and  Means 
Bill  must  be  passed  by  a  certain  time, 
and  the  Royal  Assent  must  be  given  and 
the  signature  of  Her  Majesty  obtained. 
The  only  way — and  I  lay  this  before  the 
House,  because  it  is  entirely  for  the 
House  to  deal  with  the  matter — we  have 
to  suggest  is  to  call  upon  the  House 
to  keep  on  to-day  with  the  Queen's 
Speech,  and  we  hope  that  the  House  will 
be  disposed  to  conclude  the  Debate  upon 
it  to-morrow.  On  Wednesday  we  shall 
have  to  ask  for  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  up  to  Easter.  I  am  sure  that  the 
House  will  not,  under  the  circumstances, 
refuse  that  demand. 

Mk.  HANBURY  (Preston):  Up  to 
Easter  or  up  to  March  31  ? 

Sir    W.    HARCOURT:    I   do    not 
know  the  distinction — March  31.     Then 
we  propose  to  take  the  Army  Votes  on , 
Friday,  and  to  give  Monday  and  Tues- 
day  

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  What  will  be  taken  on 
Thursdav  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Sup- 
plementary Votes.  On  Friday  we  pro- 
])ose  to  take  the  Army  Votes,  and  on 
Monday  the  Navy  Vot.es — to  move  the 
Speaker  out  of  the  Chair — aud  on  Tues- 
(lav,  to  take  the  Navv  Votes  for  men 
and  pay — of  course,  providing  that  an 
opportunity  shall  be  given  afterwards  to 
discuss  questions  which  may  arise  on 
those  matters.  It  is  necessary  to  get 
these  Votes  in  order  to  get  the  Ways 
and  Means  Bill  through.       On  Wedues- 
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lUy  we  shonid  have  the  Report  of 
Supplr,  &ud  tbe  Ways  and  Meuiis  Dill 
todM  bo  iDtTodnced.  Now,  I  cuu  make 
what  I  (hink  uuder  the  eirciimstaiices 
hoD.  Members  will  admit  is  an  agreeable 
uiDouucement  to  the  greater  number  of 
tbem.  It  ia  that  if  the  Ways  nnil 
Meaos  Bill  is  taken,  as  it  usual)  j  is  takeu 
—and  there  is  no  ri/asou  to  think  that 
there  will  be  a  departure  uow  from  that 
coarse — ma  a  cousent  Bill,  then  the  at- 
Utulance  of  a  great  part  of  the  House 
will  notbe  necessary  in  all  the  stages  of 
tbe  Ways  and  Means  Bill.  It  will,  of 
eoarae,  fall  upon  ns  to  keep  a  quorum 
br  passing  the  Ways  and  Meanx  Bill, 
bat  the  greater  part  of  tlio  House  will  l>o 
Tdeae«d  from  atteudanee.  The  Ways 
uil  Means  Bill  would  be  introduced  on 
Wadneiday,  and  thou,  I  suppose,  most  of 
the  House  might  l>e  released.  On 
Tbiraday  it  would  be  read  aseeond  time, 
1^  DO  ^tiirday  we  must  have  the  Bill 
ii  Committee.  On  the  Monday  it  would 
te  read  a  third  time  in  the  FIoiiso  of 
Coamons — that  is  Easier  Monday  ;  then 
ii  must  go  to  receive  the  Queen's 
ligaature  at  Florence.  [Cue*  o/  "  The 
Hoase  of  Lords  !  "]  Oh,  yes.  At  all 
went*,  they  have  not  yet  thrown  out 
tor  Money  Bills.  I  dare  say  that  may 
tone  in  time  ;  but  they  have  not  yet 
l4fan  to  do  that,  attbougli,  with  a  little 
pnciice,  they  may  do  so.  The  Bill  will 
fU9  through  all  im  stages  iu  the  Lords 
«  Monday,  the  26th.  Then  it  Is  pro- 
pped to  obtain  the  Royal  Assent  on 
Tiarsday.  the  29tli.  That  is  the  course 
•liitli  tbe  Goveruniont  have  to  suggest, 
i  ibe  House  arc  willing  to  agree  to 
tfcs<e  arrangeinents,  or  to  sometliiug 
fWTfjponding  to  them.  We  shall,  of 
mor^t^  take  no  contentious  busiuess  of 
MT  kind  lietweeii  Wednesday,  the  21st, 
■od  Thursday,  the  29th.  Between  these 
•!mm  (he  greater  part  of  the  House 
■(wl.1  be  relieved  from  ntlendaiice  while 
ibe  financial  business  was  going  on.  It 
W  been  suggcsteil  to  mo  that  thtTc 
m  matters  wliicb  it  might  be  desired  to 
^*rass  Tu  the  time  that  is  left.  Among 
ibHe  is  the  subject  of  Indian  finance. 
«ii'l  there  nri.'  other  subjects  for  wliicU  I 
viil  endeavour  to  Ru.l  time  early  aFtiT 
Eifier.  I  will  aliio  endeavour  to  reserve 
ailav  fi>r  the  discussion  of  the  qiiusiion 
"f  L'ganda.  I  only  throw  out  these 
natttrni  for  tlio  cun  side  rati  on  of  the 
Houtc,  and   I  am  not  ctidoavouriiig  to 


bind  them  to  anything.  But  I  would 
like  the  House  to  consider  these  matters 
that  wo  may  proceed  with  the  least  in- 
eouvonieiicc  to  all  parties. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  What  of  the  Vote 
on  Account  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  do  not 
know  what  day  can  be  takeu  for  tbe  Vote 
on  Account,  hut  I  will  mention  the 
matter  again.  I  thank  the  House  for  the 
indulgence  tiicy  have  extended  to  me  iu 
allowing  mo  to  make  this  statement, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  To  clear  up  the  matter  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
whether  I  am  right  in  understanding  the 
position  of  the  Government  to  be  this 
— that  they  will  tako  no  controversial 
business  of  any  kind  other  tlian  Supply 
before  Easter  or  before  tlie  29th  March  ? 
Will  the  Government  take  care  when  we 
are  away  during  those  days  of  Easter  week 
that  uo  Private  Bill  legislation  shall  be 
submitted,  and  that,  in  fact,  the  House 
will  only  meet  for  the  formal  business  of 
passing  tho  necessary  stages  of  the  Ways 
and  Means  Bill  ?  Further,  will  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  pledge  himself  to 
find  time  for  discussing  those  questions 
which  legitimately  arise  upon  the  Esti- 
mates or  upon  the  Queen's  Speech  some 
time  after  Easter,  iu  consequence  of  our 
having  to  give  up  the  time  before  Easter 
which  is  necessary  to  carry  through  tho 
financial  business  of  the  House  ?  When 
I  say  no  controversial  business  I  include 
tho  First  Beailiugs  of  the  Government 
Bills,  which  have  always  been  made  the 
occasion  more  or  less  of  important 
dcbato. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  wish 
also  to  interpose  a  question.  I  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chnncellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that 
lie  lio[>cd  the  House  would  shorten  dis- 
cussion owing  to  tho  stress  in  which  the 
GovorntnL'nt  are  placed,  and  that  in  return 
the  Government  would  take  rare  that 
Members  wore  granted  time  for  fuller 
discussion  which  might  be  reijuired  on 
those  Votes — 1  ilo  not  nieau  tbe  Snpple- 
inentarv  Estiiuiitos,  but  the  great  Votes. 
Ii..  1  rightly  understand  that? 

Silt  \V.  HARCOURT  :  That  is  so. 

Mr.     J.     CHAMBERLAIN:    Then 
will   the    right    hon.    (ieiitleman    kindly 
say  what  opiMirtuiiities   the  Governrneut 
will  afTortl  for  further  discussion  ? 
D  2 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  cannot 
state  the  exact  date.  I  cannot  accept 
exactly  the  verj  large  and  roving  com- 
mission of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  that  all  controversial  questions 
must  not  be  raised,  because  I  cannot  tell 
what  those  questions  are.  I  said  that 
certainly,  as  regarded  the  Navy,  we 
should  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
making  the  statement.  On  the  former 
occasion  in  1868,  when  the  Vote  for  the 
Navy  was  taken  on  the  2l8t  of  March, 
the  statement  on  the  Estimates  was  not 
made  until  the  1 1th  of  May.  I  do  not 
contemplate  anything  of  that  kind,  but 
I  think  the  Navy  Estimates  ought  to  be 
taken  on  the  earliest  possible  day.  I 
said,  also,  I  desired  to  arrange  for  a 
discussion  with  reference  to  Uganda. 
Then,  with  regard  to  Indian  finance,  I 
have  already  mentioned  that  that  is  a 
subject  which  it  is  very  proper  should  be 
considerecl  at  an  early  date.  I  cannot 
specify  the  particular  date,  but  I  desire 
that  the  earliest  opportunity  should  be 
given  for  its  discussion. 

Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  said  that,  as  he  made  an  inter- 
jection in  the  course  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  speech,  perhaps  it  was 
right  and  due  to  him  and  to  the  House 
that  he  should  briefly  state  why  he  so 
interrupted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  must  confess  that,  for  his  part,  he 
thought  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
had  given  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  frankly  and 
clearly  upon  this  question  of  Homo  Rule 
for  Ireland,  and  of  stating  what  position 
it  would  occupy  in  the  future  legislation 
of  the  Party.  He  thought  the  reply  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  disap- 
pointing in  the  extreme,  and  he  thought 
it  was  all  the  more  disappointing  be- 
cause of  the  hopes  that  had  been  raised 
by  certain  other  speeches  and  declara- 
tions which  they  had  heard  had  been 
delivered  in  another  place  that  day. 
They  were  told  there  was  no  change  in 
the  attitude  of  the  Liberal  Party  to- 
wards Home  Rule;  but  in  the  declara- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
that  the  hanging  up  of  Home  Rule  had 
been  better  for  Ireland  than  when  Home 
Rule  was  agitated,  he  noticed  a  very 
distinct  change  in  the  policy  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  sat  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  Perhaps  it  was  best  that  hon. 
Members  oppoaite^  no  matter  how  safe 


they  might  themselves  feel  as  to  the 
policy  of  the  Liberal  Party,  should  know 
the  truth  as  a  section  of  the  Irish  people 
saw  these  facts.  What  were  they  taught 
during  all  the  days  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whose  loss  to  this  House 
Irish  Members  of  all  shades  of  opinion, 
he  thought,  would  join  in  deploring  ? 
No  matter  whether  he  was  in  opposition 
or  at  the  head  of  a  Government,  the 
Irish  Members  always  felt  that  there 
was  in  Mr.  Gladstone  a  sympathy  for 
Ireland,  a  sympathy  with  those  suifering 
from  oppression  wherever  they  were 
found,  in  whatever  country  in  the  world 
it  might  be.  It  was  a  remarkable  thing 
that  while  Mr.  Gladstone  led  the  Liberal 
Party  he  always  declared  that  the 
question  of  Home  Rule  was  urgent, 
that  it  overshadowed  all  other  questions, 
that  it  blocked  the  way,  and  that  it 
was  by  the  removal  of  the  Irish 
question  from  this  position  that  the 
co-operation  of  the  Irish  Members  would 
be  obtained  towards  the  settlement  of 
those  questions  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  their  assistance.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt),  for  his  own  Party  and  especially 
for  Ireland,  would  be  undertaking  a  very 
dangerous  experiment  if  he  were  to  con- 
tinue in  the  belief  that,  because  Ireland 
was  peaceful  while  she  was  expecting 
Home  Rule  during  the  past  years,  the 
state  of  peace  would  continue  in  Ireland 
if  the  policy  of  hanging  up  Home  Rule 
to  the  end  of  their  programme  of  legis- 
lation was  to  be  persisted  in  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  those  who  were 
responsible  with  him  in  the  government 
of  the  country.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  of  the  peaceful  condition  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  What  he  was 
amazed  at  was  that  the  declaration  of 
the  improved  condition  of  Ireland  was 
not  followed  up  by  the  fulfilment  of  one 
of  the  earliest  pledges  given  by  the 
Liberal  Party — that  the  moment  they 
succeeded  to  the  Government  of  the 
country  they  would  reverse  the  policy  of 
their  predecessors.  The  very  first  act 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
said  to  which  the  Partv  would  direct 
their  attention  would  be  the  repeal  of 
the  Coercion  Act.  The  Coercion  Act 
might  be  in  abeyance,  but  the  position 
of  the  Irish  Members  and  of  the  Irish 
people  was  this — that  the  Act,  which  was 
used  as  an  instrument  against  one  chuB 
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in  IralaQd,  still  existed  iu  lliat  country, 
Hoil  was  still  there  for  any  politichi 
Party  to  take  up.  Was  the  Liberal 
Party  f^oing  to  go  on  in  this  form,  atui 
to  teavo  the  Irisli  people,  who  had 
hoped  so  much  and  bclioveil  in  thoin, 
who  had  worked  ami  mailo  sacrifices  iu 
iheir  csii»e,  when  tho  day  of  troutili.' 
came  to  the  Liberal  Party,  to  the  tender 
merciea  of  tboBO  who  passed  the  Coercion 
Act  and  worked  it  bo  unsparingly  ?  Ii 
was  a  mistake  to  attribute  to  them  i\ 
deaire  to  free  the  hands  of  the  Govom- 
mem  nndaly.  They  had  made  no  de- 
naiid  that  Home  Rule  should  be  iu  th<' 
pro^mme  of  the  Liberal  Party  for  X\\<j 
pnseQt  Session.  But  he  gathered  front 
the  speech  of  tho  Chancellor  of  tli^ 
Eitbequer  that  he  held  out  no  hope  ol 
imewal  of  Home  Rnle,  no  hope  thai 
Hmie  Rule  was  to  he  again  introduced 
iolDtbis  House  until  the  fight  between 
tte  1WO  Houses  upon  every  item  of  their 
bgislattve  programme   had  been  fonghi 

Mt. 

SiB  W.  HARCOUET  :  I  must  havt 
eipressed  myself  very  badly  if  I  cou- 
iF«yed  anything  of  tho  kiud.  I  wa^ 
Kpeaking  exclusively  of  the  present 
Session,  and  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
Bost  surely  have  misunderstood  me. 

Mr.  T.  HARRINGTON  said,  ho  was 
wn-y  lo  say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
■in's  interruption  scarcely  carried  him  H. 
bn  further  ;  but,  even  now,  from  him  or 
fnm  anybody  on  the  Treasury  Bt'nch 
tIm  would  follow  him  in  tho  course  of 
tint  evening,  they  would  ho  perfectly 
jnpared  and  ertremely  glad  lo  accept  a 
declaration  that  if  Homo  Rule  was  uoi 
10  be  introduced  io  the  present  Session 
A  ParliameDt  when  was  it  to  bo  intro- 
duced ?  That  wax  thi!  |i(iint  of  his 
inierruplion,  and  the  impcirtiirit  ijuosiiou. 
Tbey  did  not  ask  that  it  should  be  iutro- 
■lii-tid  now — this  year — hut  they  asked 
vbeo  it  was  to  t>e  iiilroduccd.  If  tiiey 
coQiinued  to  delude  the  people  of  Ire- 
land with  tho  ho]>e,  and  set  their  Repro- 
KQtatives  to  work  with  them  in  loyal 
aiiionwithregar<ltoEngli^iimonsureA,and 
deferreil  the  realisation  of  their  hopes 
nniil  they  had  passed  all  their  Knglish 
meuares,  he  would  tell  them  that,  so  far 
from  cementing  an  union  of  hearts 
between  Ireland  and  the  Liberal  Govern- 
neui,  they  would  bo  creating  in  Ireland 
more  bitterness  and  opposition  and  more  I 
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hatreil  of  their  Party  than 
before, 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  dosired  to  understand  from  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  any 
stntcmerii  was  lo  be  made  on  the  intro- 
dnotion  of  the  Evi(!ted  Tenants  Bill. 
He  thought  it  was  highly  desirable  on  a 
Bill  of  this  character,  of  which  they 
knew  so  little,  there  should  be  some 
statement  on  the  introduction  of  the  Bill, 
so  as  to  let  them  know  what  were,  at  all 
events,  the  salient  facts  of  the  question. 
He  also  desired  information  on  another 
point.  Towards  the  close  of  the  last 
Session  tho  Chief  Secretary  was  good 
ouougli  to  promi.se  to  appoint  a  Select 
Committee  to  innnirc  into  the  working 
of  tho  Irish  Land  Acts.  This  was  a 
mattor,  as  the  Chief  Secretary  know, 
which  was  attracting  a  great  deal  of 
attention  in  every  part  of  the  country 
and  in  which  the  Irish  tenants  were  very 
much  interested.  He  should  l>e  glad  to 
know  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  them  some  information  as  to  when 
he  proposed  to  nominate  that  Committee. 
The  early  weeks  of  the  Session  were 
always  golden  weeks  for  work  of  this 
kind,  and  he  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  allow  nothing  to  interfere  with  tlie 
of  tho  Committee. 


Mk.  R.  T.  BEID  (Dumfries,  &c.)  said, 
lie  heard  with  great  pleasure  the  large 
Dumber  of  Bills  which  were  announced 
in  the  Queen's  Speech,  but  what  he  was 
rather  concerned  to  know  was  whether 
the  Government  contemplated  any 
reform  of  the  |)rocoduro  of  the  House 
which  would  give  them  reasonable 
expectations  that  these  Bills  might  be 
carried  through  all  the  stages  in  this 
[louse  ?  Tho  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
uhoquer  would  rememlnsr  that  tho  reason 
why  many  measures  weip  not  carried 
through  iu  the  past  Session  was  owing 
|iarlly  to  tho  action  of  another  place  and 
partly  to  the  action  of  tliis  Assembly — 
owing  to  the  enormous  amount  of  time 
which  was  tjiken  up  on  the  Committee 
Atage  of  several  Bills,  He  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheimcr  would  bear 
that  in  mind,  and  that  he  would  see  that 
it  WOK  not  an  unwise  or  an  unreasonable 
suggestion  that  the  Committee  stage  of 
nir  Bills,  or  at  all  events  o[  the  majority 
if  Bills,  should  be  remitted  to  a  Grand 
Committee,  leaving  thia  Uuusc  tnw  V) 
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deal  with  the  Second  Reading  and  Re- 
port stage  of  the  various  Bills. 

Mr.  S.  woods  (Lancashire,  luce) 
said,  he  deeply  regretted  to  intrude  in 
the  discussion,  but  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  surprise  to  the  House  that  there  was 
no  reference  at  all  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  to  a  very  important  measure 
affecting  the  hours  of  labour.  He  did 
not  think  there  was  any  question  upon 
which  the  attention  of  the  working 
classes  and  of  Members  of  that  House 
was  more  centred  than  on  the  question  of 
the  hours  of  labour.  It  would  be 
remembered  that  in  the  month  of  May 
last  they  carried  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Mines  (Eight  Hour.*)  Bill  by  a 
majority  of  79,  and  there  was  a  very 
strong  feeling  of  regret  and  disappoint- 
ment that  this  measure  was  not  at  all  re- 
ferred to,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne.  He  thought 
the  Leader  of  the  House  ought  to  give 
some  assurance  to  that  large  section  of 
men  that  he  and  some  of  his  colleagues 
represented  as  to  the  action  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  take  with  regard  to  this 
Bill.  Three  weeks  or  a  month  ago  this 
question  was  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Miners'  Federation  of  Great  Britain, 
and  they  unanimously  resolved  that,  if 
this  matter  was  not  referred  to  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  either  he  or  some  other 
supporter  of  the  Bill  should  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  Speech.  He  should 
be  \&[j  sorry  to  have  to  take  that  course, 
but  he  could  not  see  what  other  remedy 
they  had  at  their  disposal  if  they  did  not 
get  some  assurance  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  would  deal  with  the 
question  and  give  them  an  undertaking 
that  this  measure,  at  all  events,  should  be 
passed  into  law.  The  miners  were  very 
determined  about  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  hear  that  the  Government 
would  take  it  over  and  pass  it  into  law 
this  Session. 

Condition    of    Tra.de    and 

Agriculture. 

•Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Shelield,  Central)  said,  he  rose  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address  in  reply  to 
the  Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
It  would  be  remembered  that  at  the 
commencement  of  last  Session  he  handed 
in  an  Amendment  to  the  Address,  but  he 
gave  way  in  order  to  faciliUite  a  dis- 
cuasioa  upon    the  woeful   condition    of 

Mr,  H,  r.  Beid 


agriculture,  and  he  contented  himself 
with  seconding  a  somewhat  similar 
Motion  made  bv  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  West  Ham.  They  divided  the 
House  and  carried  into  the  Lobby  with 
them  the  greater  portion  of  the  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House  ;  and  con- 
sidering that  the  condition  of  the  country 
had  gone  from  bad  to  worse,  and  that 
the  state  of  employment  had  become  in- 
creasingly worse  than  it  was  then,  it 
could  not  fail  to  have  struck  every 
Member  with  the  utmost  astonishment 
that  the  Government  should  have  put 
into  the  mouth  of  the  Sovereign  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  state  of  trade  and 
agriculture,  no  expression  of  sympathy 
with  the  want  of  employment,  and  no 
measure  foreshadowed  which  might 
amend  that  state  of  affairs.  Repre- 
senting as  he  did  an  industrial  con- 
stituency, he  could  not  allow  this  oppor- 
tunity to  pass  of  calling  attention  to  the 
state  of  aflfairs  in  the  industrial  districts, 
and  of  asking  the  Government  why  they 
had  omitted  any  reference  to  this  con- 
dition of  things  in  the  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  and  of  expressing 
astonishment  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wansbeck,  who  held  an  official  position 
in  the  Trades  Union  Congress,  in 
seconding  the  Address,  made  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  lamentable  condi- 
tion of  employment  in  the  country,  he 
consented  to  second  an  Address  in  answer 
to  a  Speech  which  was  so  conspicuously 
silent  upon  the  industrial  question.  The 
Amendment  which  he  proposed  to  move 
was  as  follows  : — 

"  Thiit  this  House  desires  humbly  to  repre- 
sent to  Your  Majesty  that  the  depressed  con- 
dition of  trade  and  agriculture,  the  reduction  in 
wages,  the  number  of  artizaiis  and  lal)0urer8 
out  of  einj)loyment,  and  the  continued  immi- 
gration of  pauper  aliens  Xjq  augment  the  labour 
competition,  call  for  the  immediate  attention 
of  Parliament." 

Whatever  the  merits  or  demerits  of  the 
measures  that  the  Government  told  them 
they  intended  to  propose,  it  was  abso- 
lutely certain  that  not  one  of  them,  or  all 
of  them  together,  would  provide  work 
and  wages  for  one  single  individual  in 
this  country  who  was  at  present  out  of 
employment.  One  was  at  a  loss  to  know 
the  cause  of  such  an  omission  from  Her 
Majesty's  Speech.  It  must  arise  from 
one  of  two  reasons — either  the  Govern- 
ment were  absolutely  indifferent  to  the 
state  of  industrial  affairs  or  they  were 
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ij^noniDt  of  the  present  conditiou  of  the 
coiiDtrv.  There  was  no  Member  of  the 
House  who  was  off  the  Treasury  Bencli 
who  did  not  know  the  great  suffering 
there  had  heeu  during  tlie  past  18  mouths, 
lod  it  would  be  necessary  for  him  very 
briefly  to  set  the  condition  of  affairs 
before  the  Government  in  order  that  they 
mijrht  hear  from  their  lips  whether  they 
had  any  remedy  to  propose  in  order  to 
remove  such  a  condition  of  things.  He 
would  not  do  this  by  any  abstract  theories 
of  his  own,  but  he  would  do  so  from 
official  publications,  and  more  especially 
those  issued  by  tlie  Board  of  Tmde,  or 
eL-w  be  would  call  such  an  impartial 
•mhority  on  trade  matters  as  The 
Beonomist.  In  a  recent  issue  of  7V*e 
Economist^  in  a  review  of  the  state  of 
comnercial  affairs  in  the  year  1893,  these 
expres-fions  were  used — 

"TDdDstrial  activity  and  enterprise  has 
riL'cnk  ID  almost  every  direction.  The  ontput 
fcttniheshiplmilding'yanls  fell  off  by  273.0(K) 
sna*  from  1892,  and  by  50  per  cent,  in  steam 
Unage  and  44  jHjr  cent,  in  total  tonna^^  fnjm 
1*19-  The  exports  of  British  and  Irish  produce 
oi  manufactures  fell  off  by  £8.500,(MK)  com- 
pwwi  to  1892,  by  £29,(K)0,(KX)  compared  to  1«91, 
urfbTDo  less  than  £45,000,000  compared  to 
1"».».  Yarns  and  textiles  lost  £3,400,000 ; 
»ct»|  ex|Kjrts.  £2.10O,(K)O  between  18i>3  and 
l*K:»nd  of  the£l8,O(X).()0O  decline  in  imi)orts 
toriy  £11,000.000  WAS  in  reduced  purchase  of 
nw  inaU;rial  for  manufacture.  The  shipments 
it-ar  iron.  ho«.>j>s.  HHil  wire  were  205.000  tons 
**  than  10  vears  before — namelv,  in  1883  ; 
*»'  tin-plate  mills  were  8top|>c*tl  tor  want  of 
'-^Ics,  and  cfjmparcii  to  18IU  tlicre  wjis  a  re- 
i^^shipment  of  *»9,(XH)tons  of  tin-plate,  and 
*  ir^-ji  of  ."is.  6il.  in  the  price  obtainwl." 

Bot  had  as  this  record  was  it  would  be 
iaiiitely  worse  if  there  were  any 
•totistics  available  from  which  they  could 
fMxv  the  state  of  the  home  trade.  The 
Ml'iority  from  which  he  (juoted  just  now 
suited — 

'That  it  must  be  doubted  whether  our  home 
--*3>lt  is  as  well  sustaiaed  as  our  foreis^ri  trade, 
*-»i  there  are  unfortunately  no  statistics  which 
i^HLnh  the  measure  of  the  value  of  our  internal 
*aie.  Bat  this  we  do  know,  that  I8i»8  i>r«>vcd 
infinitely  worse  to  the  farmers  over  a  greater 
P*.t  of  England  than  any  of  the  disastrous 
J«aw  preooding  it." 

They  all  knew  the  suffer  in, i:^  which  had 
Wo  caused  by  the  coal  strike,  and 
•"liich  was  caused  by  the  necessity  in 
which  coalowuers  found  themselves 
'•f  reducing  the  40  per  cent,  in- 
*^i'Si<^t  U\  wages  given  in  the 
jrzTji  IhHl  and  1888.  They  knew  also 
that  the  applications  for  new  capital  had 
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never  been  so  small  as  tliey  were  in  1893 
since  1876,  and  that  they  were  no  less 
than  £129,(K)0,00J  sterling  behind  the 
applications  of  1889.  He  held  in  his 
hands  the  last  issue  of  7^he  Labour 
Gazette^  and  he  certainly  thought  that  if 
hon.  Members  would  read  that  journal 
they  would  speedily  arrive  at  an  exact 
understanding  of  the  serious  condition  of 
affairs  in  matiy  industrial  centres.  The 
Labour  Gazette  speaks  of — 

"  The  in^n and  steel  trades  l)ein.2: exceptionally 
depressetl  in  South  Wales,  of  cutlers  being  v«;ry 
short  of  work  from  various  causes  mainly  con- 
nected with  foreign  triule," 

and  savs  that  1,.5()7  Trade  Unionist 
branches  in  engineering,  building,  print- 
ing, bookbinding,  furnishing,  and  wood- 
making,  with  a  membership  of  190,000, 
describe  trade  in  Jan uarv  last  as 'Mull 
to  very  bad."  The  result  of  this  condi- 
tion of  affairs  had  been  that  month  after 
month  in  1893  from  10  to  7  per  cent,  of 
the  Trade  Unionists  making  Returns  to 
the  Labour  Department  were  unem- 
ployeii,  and  at  the  end  of  January  last 
there  were  246,803  Trade  Unionists, 
mostly  heads  of  families,  unemployed, 
out  of  the  total  of  353,000,  or  7  per  cent, 
of  the  whole,  against  1*5  per  cent,  in  the 
winter  of  1889-90,  and  28  trades  out  of 
37  were  still  returned  as  bail.  But  if 
those  were  the  figures  regarding  Trades 
Unionists  bow  inhnitelv  worse  must  be 
the  condition  of  those  who  were  not 
members  of  Trades  Unions,  but  who  were 
rankeil  among  the  unskilled  members  of 
the  industrial  population  !  They  could 
only  arrive  at  the  figures  as  reganled 
want  of  em))loyment  among  unskilled 
labourers  indirectly,  and  they  were 
driven,  in  the  dearth  of  statistics  at  the 
Board  of  Trade  or  elsewhere  concerning 
home  industries,  to  the  Returns  of 
pauperism.  No  less  than  342,6S0  per- 
sons were  relieved  from  the  Poor  Rates 
in  one  day  in  the  middle  of  January  last 
in  certain  selected  districts  of  England 
and  Wales — districts  selected  not  by 
himself,  but  by  the  Local  Government 
Board.  In  Central  London  no  less  than 
475  per  10,000  of  the  population  were 
paupers,  and  in  all  Loin  Ion  and  West 
11am  on  one  dav  in  the  second  week  of 
January  there  were  120,()(K),  less  eight. 
In  December,  1893,  the  i. umber  of 
persons  relic  veil  was  larger  than  in 
anv  year  since  1872,  and  larger  than 
nuy  jear  between  IH57  and  \H6o,  Oi\U\Q 
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same  day  iu  January,  1894,  in  other 
districU  of  England,  no  less  than 
164,000  persons  were  official  paupers, 
beside  33,000  in  Scotland  and  25,000  in 
Ireland  ;  and  of  the  1,043  persons  who 
applied  in  the  course  of  the  month  for 
employment  at  the  Labour  Bureaux  at 
Chelsea,  Battersea,  and  St,  Pancras  work 
could  only  be  possibly  found  by  256.  It 
was  absolutely  necessary  for  one  to  give 
the  facts  and  reAsons  for  proposing  such 
an  Amendment  to  the  Address,  and 
it  was  astonishing  that  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  Home  Secretary,  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  abd  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  if  they  had  had  the  slightest 
knowledge  of  the  condition  of  things 
being  recorded  by  their  several  Depart- 
ments, could  have  joined  in  a  Queen's 
Speech  which  expressed  no  word  of 
sympathy  with  such  a  state  of  things, 
which  held  out  no  hope  whatever  of 
alleviative  measures,  and  which  gave  not 
the  smallest  indication  that  Parliament 
intended  to  devote  one  single  moment  of 
time  this  Session  to  the  depressed  con- 
dition of  either  trade  or  agriculture. 
Great  injury  was  likely  to  be  done  to  the 
cause  of  the  unemployed  by  violent 
speeches  ;  but  the  best  remedy  for  dis- 
alfecttou,  and  for  that  popular  ferment 
of  which  there  were  too  many  signs  at 
the  present  day,  was  surely  the  full  and 
adequate  employment  of  the  people  at 
fair  and  reasonable  wages.  Relief  works 
might  be  suggested,  but  it  was  not  those 
works  that  people  wanted.  Relief  works 
and  works  undertaken  by  Public  Bodies 
were  at  best  but  temporary,  make-shift, 
extravagant,  and  pauperising  expedients, 
doing  quite  as  much  harm  to  the  people 
as  they  did  good.  They  only  touched, 
as  the  Lord  Mayor  of  London  said  in  a 
recent  letter — 

*•  The  fringe  of  an  infinitesimal  j)ortion  of 
the  tremendous  problem  of  the  unemployed." 

The  remedy  to  be  effective  must  go  far 
deeper.  It  must  go  at  once  to  the  root 
of  the  whole  matter — to  the  root  of  the 
causes  which  enabled  their  foreign  com- 
petitors to  gain  on  them  daily  more  and 
more  in  the  home  as  in  the  neutral 
markets.  It  was  no  part  of  his  duty  as 
a  private  Member  to  propose  a  remedy. 
He  brought  this  matter  before  the  House 
as  representing  an  industrial  constituency 
grievously  suffering  under  the  present 
state  o£  aff&ir&j  and  it  was  the  primary 
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duty  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  associated 
with  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  to  provide  for  the  welfare 
and  the  employment  of  the  people. 
The  absorption  of  the  time  of  the  House 
of  Commons  by  measures  not  dealing  with 
this  matter  could  only  aggravate  the  evil 
instead  of  doing  good.  He  admitted  that 
it  was  difficult  to  find  a  remedy,  but  still 
gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  in 
their  individual  and  collective  wisdom, 
ought  to  be  able  to  find  a  remedy  for  the 
condition  of  things  which  existed  in  the 
country  at  the  present  time.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Thauet 
(Mr.  J.  Lowther)  had  devoted  much  time 
to  the  study  of  the  question  c»f  the 
immigration  of  pauper  aliens  and  to 
searching  for  a  remedy  for  the  present 
condition  of  affiiirs.  Nor  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  stand  alone  in  this.  A 
Select  Committee  sat  in  1888  and  1889 
and  made  some  strong  recommendations 
pointing  to  the  necessity  of  legislation  in 
the  future  to  cope  with  the  evil.  The  • 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  speaking  to  a  deputa- 
tion of  unemployed  working  men  on  the 
4th  December,  said  the  time  had  come 
when  something  must  be  done.  He 
(Colonel  Howard  Vincent)  submitted  to 
the  Government  and  the  House  that  the 
time  for  legislation  contemplated  by  the 
Select  Committee  had  more  than  arrived, 
and  that  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
Government  to  devote  special  attention 
to  the  subject.  Nor  was  he  alone  in  this 
view.  The  noble  Earl  who  now  held  the 
position  of  Prime  Minister — and  whom  he 
ventured  to  say  every  Englishman,  not 
only  in  that  House,  but  throughout  the 
Empire,  was  glad  to  see  in  that  position 
— said  on  the  14th  November,  1893,  at 
the  Royal  Colonial  Institute — 

"If  a  labouring  class  pre<lomi nates  in  a 
particular  State,  and  can  only  see  in  the  influx 
of  emiprration  a  lowering  of  its  own  wages  and 
of  it«  own  means  of  comJFort,  you  cannot  greatly 
blame  them  if  they  oppose  that  immigration. 
They  see  their  own  homes  more  comfortable  by 
keeping  competition  out,  and  therefore  they  are 
determined  to  do  so.  If  there  is  one  certainty 
in  the  world  it  is  this— that  with  the  growth  of 
emigration  and  with  the  continual  closini?  of 
the  confines  of  States  to  the  destitute emigrantB 
of  other  countries,  there  is  no  country  in  the 
world  that  will  not  be  com))ellod  to  consider 
its  position,  and  possibly  reconsider  its  position, 
with  reganl  to  paui)er  immigration  unless  it 
wishes  i>ermancntly  to  degrade  the  status  and 
condition  pf  its  own  working  classes." 
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Wa3    it    the    wish    of    Her    Majesty's 
Government 

■*  til  ilei^nde  the  status  ami  condition  of  its  own 
working  classes." 

Heditl  not  suggest  it  for  a  single  motnout, 

but  wirh  the  wonls  of  the  Prime  Minister 

before  him  he  asked  how  could  they  have 

composed  the   Speech  from  the  Throne 

without   suggesting    a    remedy    for   the 

state  of  affairs  dcscrihed  as  tcinding  "  to 

degrade  tiic  status  and  condition  '*  of  the 

working  classes  of  the  country  ?     When 

their  own    working    men    were   hy    the 

boodred    without   means   of  ctirning   an 

honest    livelihood,     it    seemed    to    him 

nothing  less  than  criminal  to  make  tlioir 

Htuition  worse  by  allowing  over  33,0()0 

iliensto  come  in  mainly  for  sojourn  in 

the  MDgle  year    1893.     Hud   the   right 

hoo.  Gentleman    the   President   of    the 

BoiaI  of  Trade  examined  into  the  Returns 

iore^eird  to  aliens  recently  laid  on  the 

TiWe .'     If  so,  he   would  have  noticed 

thitorer  5,000  came  in  in  November, 

December,  and  January,   representing  a 

eowiderable    increase   over   the    numl^er 

for  the  corresponding  period  of  hist  year. 

Why  should    tlicy   continue   to   receive 

theie  panper  aliens  when  the  distress  of 

their  own  people  was  so  great  ?     Charity 

hem  at  home  ;  and  whcin  in  England  and 

V^ales  at  the  end  of  last  \ovemlK3r  they 

faoil  726,95 1  paupers— or  66,000  more 

ttu  at  the  same  dare  in   1891 — it  was 

BBsthey  looked  to  reducing  the  number 

of  their  own  paupers  instead  of  augment- 

■^chem  from  the  Continent.     It  was 

w  difficult   to    find    a   remedy.       The 

Unher  for  West  Birmingham  had  stated 

4rt  the   great   cure   was   to   find   new 

■vkets,  and  there  would   be  few  who 

■wild  disagree   with    him.     What   had 

ihe  Government     done     to    find     new 

■uhets     for    the     industries     of     this 

wiotrr  ?     Was   there  anv  reference  to 

wB  s^abject  in  the  Speech  ?     Was  there 

>  single    word    indicatitig     where    the 

■tonfacturers  of   this  country,  shut  out 

iKreasingly  as  they  were  from  foreign 

Sdtes,  could  possibly  find  those  markets 

*hieh  were  even  denied  them  at  home  ? 

^•B  there  one  word  in  Her  Majesty's 

^mh  relating  to  Siam  or  Uganda,  or 

li&ating  in  the  smallest  degree  that  Her 

Xijesty's  Government  were  alive  to  the 

pffnanent     necessity    of     finding     new 

■wkets  to  replace  those  markets  which 

^*re  closed  to  our  great  manufacturing 

"Bdiistries?     Opportunity  was  not  la(!k- ) 
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Canada,  Australia,  and  South 
Africa  had  formulated  a  distinct  invita- 
tion to  Her  Majesty'i  Government.  The 
Dominion  of  Canada  had  twice  spoken 
by  its  Legislature  its  loyal  feeling  to  the 
Mother  Country,  and  resisted  all  over- 
tures from  the  United  States  to  enter 
into  a  commercial  union.  A  high  com- 
mercial authority,  speaking  of  Canada, 
said — 

"  The  Dominion  is  beoominf?  as  time  passes  a 
more  valuable  euHtomer,  and  it  is  true  in  our 
Ciisc  that  trade  follows  the  ilag." 

It  rested  wholly  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  with  the  House  to  bring 
about  a  better  state  of  affairs.  The 
Canadian  Parliament  had  declared  its 
readiness,  if  the  Government  should  free 
their  hands,  to  put  lighter  duties  upon 
British  gomls  than  upon  foreign  goods. 
At  this  very  moment  Ministerial  Repre- 
sentatives of  Australia  were  in  London 
laying  iKjfore  the  Government  distinct 
propositions,  not  to  say  entreaties,  to  take 
measures  to  develop  Imperial  trade  and 
to  increase  the  output  of  British  goods 
in  colonial  markets.  He  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  whether  these 
gontlemon  were  to  be  sent  back  to  their 
colonies  with  mere  empty  compliments  ? 
Was  the  Government  going  to  do  nothing 
for  our  colonial  tnide,  or  to  facilitate 
that  Imperial  commerce  wherein  lay  the 
best  remedy  for  the  present  depression  ? 
It  was  not  a  question  of  Canada  and 
Australia  alone.  It  was  perfectly  well 
known  that  the  Cape  Government  was 
well  disposeil  towards  this  question,  and 
Mr.  Rhodes  himself  was  even  more 
anxious  than  anybody  else  perhaps  to  do 
something  to  increase  British  trade  with 
the  object  of  holding  the  Empire  together. 
The  other  day  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  of  Toronto  pointed  out 
the  great  advantage  which  the  imposition 
of  such  a  tariff  as  he  had  mentioned 
would  afford  to  tlie  colonies  and  also  to 
the  manufacturers  of  Great  Britain.  He 
(Colonel  Howard  Vincent)  earnestly 
asked  the  House  to  give  attention  to  this 
industrial  mattx^r,  which  lay  at  the  very 
root  of  the  social  happiness  and  the  com- 
mercinl  prosperity  of  the  country.  He 
moved  this  Amendment  in  no  Partv 
spirit  whatever,  and  he  trusted  that  he 
had  said  nothing  which  could  be  inter- 
preted as  being  of  a  Party  character. 
He  earnestly  hoped  the  ({overnmont 
woiih}  show   their   sympathy   wit\\  l\\e 
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subject  l»y  accepting  the  Amendment^ 
If  he  were  compelled  to  divide  the 
House  ho  hoped  for  the  support  of  every 
hon.  Member,  whether  English,  Wolsii, 
Scotch,  or  Irish,  who  had  the  welfare 
of  the  industrial  population  at  heart. 
It  was  quite  impossible  for  any  Member 
to  go  about  among  his  constituents, 
whether  in  town  or  country,  without 
being  struck  with  the  enormous  amount 
of  distress  and  want  of  employment  that 
existed,  and  he  hoped  that  some  portion 
of  the  time  of  this  Session  might  be 
devoted  to  the  consideration  of  the  in- 
dustrial position  o^  the  country,  and  to 
the  framing  of  measures  calculated  to 
give  encouragement  to  those  who  were 
at  present  without  employment,  to  bring 
food  to  homes  where  no  food  was  to  be 
found  now  save  at  the  cost  of  the  public 
rates,  and  to  enable  all  persons  in  the 
country  to  earn  an  honest  and  decent 
livelihood. 

Majou  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.),  in 
seconding  the  Amendment,  said,  he  had 
peculiar  means  of  making  himself  ac- 
quainted with  tbc  question  of  the  im- 
portation of  pauper  aliens,  because  the 
docks  at  Tilbury  were  in  his  con- 
stituency. A  year  ago  one  line  alone 
deposited  something  like  180  a  week  of 
these  pauper  foreigners  at  Tilbury  Docks. 
Of  course,  they  did  not  stop  at  Tilbury  ; 
they  came  up  to  London,  where  they 
drove  down  wages  and  swamped  the 
labour  market.  Something  like  180,000 
of  these  individuals  were  landed  in  Eng- 
land every  year.  Eighty  thousand  of 
them  were  supposed  to  be  en  route  to 
America,  but  practically  nothing  like 
that  number  went  to  America,  and  it 
was  found  in  the  East  End  of  London 
that  the  worse  class  of  those  foreigners 
remained  in  England,  whilst  the  better 
class  went  to  America.  This  sort  of 
thing  was  not  allowed  in  any  other 
civilised  c  )iintrv  in  the  world.  No  other 
country  would  allow  pauper  foreigners  to 
be  duniiHjd  upon  its  shores.  In  America 
two  Acts  had  been  passed,  the  Aliens 
Immigratioti  Ac^t  and  the  Aliens  Con- 
tract Act,  whirh  absolutely  prohibited 
the  landing  of  y)auper  foreigners.  A 
similar  state  of  the  law  ])revailed  in  Ham- 
burg, in  Canada,  and  in  our  Australian 
Colonies.  He  could  not  understand 
whv  the  Grovernment  should  not  do 
something  in  tiie  same  direction.  The 
present  Goverument  always  had  a  very 
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keen  eye  to  the  main  chance,  and  he 
failed  to  comprehend  why  they  had  not 
attempted  to  pass  a  Bill  which  would  be 
so  popular  with  the  electors  as  a  measure 
of  this  kind  would  be.  Turning  to  the 
question  of  agriculture  in  the  Eastern 
Counties,  he  had  several  times  troubled 
the  House  with  details  upon  the  subject, 
which  was  connected  very  intimately 
with  that  part  of  the  country  in  which 
he  lived  and  which  he  represented.  If 
hon.  Members  would  read  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Agriculture 
and  would  particularly  study  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Hunter  Pringle  they  would,  he 
was  told,  see  that  something  like  one-third 
of  the  stretch  of  country  lying  between 
Erith  Marshes  and  the  North  Sea  was 
out  of  cultivation — that  was  to  say,  was 
not  under  the  plough.  It  was  under 
rough  grass,  and  might  possibly  support 
a  few  sheep  for  two  or  three  months  in 
the  year.  To  show  the  disadvantage  of 
such  a  state  of  things  he  might  mention 
that,  whereas  one  labourer  would  be 
needed  to  look  after  eight  acres  which 
were  under  cultivation,  a  single  labourer 
was  sufficient  to  look  after  80  or  100 
acres  which  were  under  rough  grass. 
The  result  was  that  land  went  out  of 
cultivation,  and  labourers  were  driven  out 
of  the  country  districts  and  swamped  the 
labour  market.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  depression  in  agriculture  was  the 
fault  of  the  Liberal  Government, 
but  he  did  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  have  given  the  agri- 
culturists a  few  words  of  sympathy  in 
the  Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
Various  suggestions  had  been  made  with 
a  view  to  remedying  the  present  state  of 
things.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Wo<mI- 
bridgo  Division  (Mr.  Everett)  thought 
that  salvation  lay  in  bi-metallism  ;  whilst 
another  hon.  Member  advocated  the 
placing  of  labourers  on  the  land  ;  and  the 
Member  for  the  Har borough  Division 
(Mr.  Logan)  thought  that  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act  should  be  enlarged 
and  improved.  He  (Major  Rasch)  did 
not  think  these  things  would  be  of  any 
real  practical  use.  He  thought,  however, 
that  the  Agricultural  Hohlings  Act  should 
be  enlarged,  as  was  suggested  at  a  mass 
meeting  held  under  the  presidency  of  Mr, 
C.  W.  Gray,  at  the  Chelmsford  Corn  Ex- 
change on  Friday  last,  so  that  tho 
yearly  tenant  might  be  allowed  to  sell 
his  hay  and  straw  without  putting  an 
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equivalent  npon  the  land,  whilst  a  man 
who  was  not  a  yearly  tenant  might    be 
allowed  to  sell  half  his  hay  and   straw 
withoat   putting   an    equivalent   on  the 
land.     Whv  could   not  the  Government 
aUo   bring    in   a    Bill  for    the  redemp- 
tion   of    tithe    based   upon    the    Ash- 
boame  Act,  which    had   done   so   much 
g«M>d     in     Ireland  ?      There    was     also 
the  great  question  of  local  taxation  to 
be  considered.      The    Government   had 
done  something  to  increase  taxation  by 
the  passing  of  their  Local  Government 
Act  of  last   Session,  and  it  was  surely 
oolr  fair  that  thev  should  now  do  some- 
tluQv  to  reduce  it,  or,  at  all  events,  to 
eqaalise  it.     The  people  in   the  agricul- 
tmal   districts   did    not  ask    for   grants 
in  aid    because  they  knew  such  grants 
only  meant    putting    Is.  into   a    man^s 
pocket  with  one  hand  and  taking  Is.  6d. 
out  of  it  with  the  other.     But  they  did 
«k  for  a  real  sweeping  reform  of  local 
tixation. 

Amendment   proposed,  at   the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words — 

•  And  this  House  desires  humbly  to  represent 

VkToor  Ma  jest  v  that  the  depressed  condition  of 

^™fc  Aod  a^calturet  the  reiluction  in  waj^es, 

^  somber  of  artiisant  and  labourers  out  of 

CBpkiTiQeQt.  and  the  continued  immigration  of 

|>^cr  aiiens  to  augment  the  home  lal)our  com- 

ponon,  call   for  the  imme<liatc  attention  of 

PrtuKflt." — (J/r.  Howard  Vincfnt.) 

Q^iestion  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
kfctliere  abided." 

•Sua.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  ex- 
P'ttftil  regret  that  there  was  in  tiie 
^Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne 
M  liiDsiou  whatever,  except  one,  to 
t|i^  industrial,  and  social  questions, 
^ooe  could  look  at  the  present  state  of 
*»4wrj  in  this  country  without  feeling 
*^  iu  most  of  its  aspects  there  was 
■•i  not  only  for  consideration  but 
w  ietion,  if  action  were  possible.  He 
ciMld  not  altogether  agree  with  his  hon. 
Fiknd  in  the  remedies  he  hail  suggested, 
«Rbe  itympathised  with  his  statement 
^ngret  that  the  Queen's  Speech  should 
■'e  been  marred  by  very  important 
•iiHons.  Of  the  want  of  employment 
V  thought  there  could  be  no  ques- 
*8.  The  Trade  Union  Returns  of 
^  Board  of  Trade  showed  that  last 
•^tJi  7  per  cent,  of  the  men  in  the 
'billed  trades  were  unemployed,  and 
*^  Meml>er  of  Parliament  must  have 
*l  eipericoce  of   being  appealed  to  by 
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numbers  of  people  not  for  charity  but  for 
work.  The  other  day  he  himself  received 
communications  from  a  constituent,  and 
was  also  waited  upon  by  a  deputation  of 
lithographers,  who,  of  course,  represented 
a  very  skille<l  trade,  and  who  pointed  out 
to  him  that  the  walls  of  the  Metropolis 
were  plastered  with  large  placards  bear- 
ing the  imprint  of  New  York.  This 
was  a  lamentable  fact,  and  if  it  indicated 
that  we  were  losing  the  control  of  that 
which  ought  to  be  a  source  of  great  in- 
dustrial employment  it  was  extremely  to 
be  regretted,  and  ought  to  be  remedied  if 
at  all  possible.  He  was  bound  to  con- 
gratulate his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Mundella)  on  the  fact  that  he  had  not 
lost  sight  of  one  of  the  very  great  causes 
of  the  loss  of  industry  by  this  country, 
as  was  shown  by  the  reference  iu  the 
Queen's  Speech  to  conciliation.  Speak- 
ing as  he  did  from  experience  of  one 
town  in  which  last  year  there  were  two 
great  strikes  or  lock-outs,  he  (Sir  A. 
Rollit)  was  able  to  say  that  very  large 
amounts  of  trade  were  unnecessarily 
and  frequently  wantonly  driven  from 
this  country  owing  to  industrial  disputes. 
Ho  welcomed  the  promise  of  this  Bill, 
as  in  the  closing  hours  of  last  Session  he 
had  endeavoured  to  introduce  some  pro- 
ces-s  of  conciliation,  and  he  was  satisfied 
that  if  that  principle  were  applied  they 
had  a  most  effective  remedy  for  many  of 
their  present  evils.  Though  they  might 
regret  that  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  go  further,  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  wise,  to  some 
extent,  in  tentatively  limiting  its  provi- 
sions. He  was  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  adopted  the  principle  that  it 
should  bo  voluntary,  that  he  recognised 
the  necessity  of  early  intervention  so  as 
to  combat  any  difference  that  might  have 
taken  place  before  it  had  reache<l  an 
acute  stage,  and  because  it  often  became 
necessary  to  determine  at  an  early  stage 
what  those  who  struck  or  who  were 
locked  out  really  wanted.  What  was 
really  wanted  was  very  often  ill-deiined, 
and  if  it  could  be  put  in  more  precise  lan- 
guage it  would  often  be  capable  of  much 
easier  solution.  If  that  could  be  done  they 
brought  to  bear  public  o})inion,  which  was 
really,  though  it  had  no  legal  sanction,  a 
most  formidable  weapon  for  eliminating 
right  from  wrong,  and  by  supporting  the 
right  putting  an  end  to  most  unfortunate 
diiferences.      He    should    heartily    ft\\\>- 
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port  the  Conciliation  Bill,  as  he  had  done 
last  Session.  He  believed  that  had  the 
Bill  for  defining  employers'  liability  been 
passed,  it  would  have  put  an  end  to  some 
of  the  disputes  that  arose.  Our  in- 
dustrial institutions  could  only  be  founded 
on  good  relations  between  employer  and 
employed,  and  so  strongly  did  he  feel 
that  there  Avere  at  present  inequalities  to 
be  redressed  that  he  was  convinced  the 
first  day  of  the  Session  ought  to  have 
seen  some  allusion  to,  if  not  the  re-intro- 
duction of,  t'.at  Bill,  and  ho  cordially 
re-echoed  the  Seconder  of  the  Address, 
that  it  was  an  omission  that  they  must 
almost  reprobate.  Then  he  should  have 
liked  to  have  seen,  believing  as  he  did 
that  the  want  of  facilities  for  distributing 
employment  was  one  great  cause  of  the 
wants  of  employment,  some  allusion  to 
the  defective  state  of  the  law  at  present, 
some  allusion  to  the  defect  that  was 
alleged  to  exist  in  Corporations  and 
Vestries  not  having  the  power  to  estab- 
lish Labour  Bureaux.  They  did.  it  in 
some  cases  with  great  advantage  ;  but 
if,  as  had  been  alleged  in  this  House, 
there  was  any  doubt  as  to  their  power  in 
that  direction,  that  doubt  ought  to  be 
removed,  l)ecause  no  one  could  have  any 
doubt  as  to  its  advantage  who  had  any 
experience  of  these  bureaux  for  employ- 
ment that  were  conducted  at  the  Mansion 
House  and  through  the  London  Chamber 
of  Commerce.  There  were  allusions  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  to  all  parts  of  the  world 
except  one  which  he  should  have  thought 
would  have  been  first  mentioned — namely, 
Africa.  He  noticed  th6  advantage  of 
arbitration  was  mentioned,  and  the  neces- 
sity to  commerce  of  peace,  which  was  most 
true  ;  but  who  could  forget  the  possible 
effect  of  Africa  ;  who  could  close  his 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  this  was  the  gn)at 
field  in  which  we  might  establish  new 
markets  ?  He  was  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons  would  agree  that  if  there  was 
one  subject  on  which  the  minds  of  all 
classes  were  fixeil  at  this  time  it  was  the 
Report  of  that  most  able  servant  now 
lost  to  the  StAte — he  meant  the  Report 
of  Sir  Gerald  Portal  in  reference  to 
Uganda.  Ho  hoped  the  Report  would 
not  long  be  delayed,  and  that  they  would 
soon  have  the  views  and  recommenda- 
tions contained  in  it  which  were  based 
on  knowledge  and  experience.  With 
reference    to    the    qnestipn    of    pauper 
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aliens,    he   did  not   desire    that   subject 
to    be    exaggerated,    as    it   often    was, 
and     he     thought     there      was     some- 
thing  to   be    said    on    each    side.       If 
emigration  were  restricted  many  aveoaes 
might  be  closed  to  our  own  people  ;  but 
all    nations,  except   ours,  seemed    to   be 
agreed  that  it  was  undesirable  that  mere 
pauper  aliens  should  be  landed  in  foreiga 
countries.     The  great  objection  of  thai 
was  not    only   undue    competition,   »ii4._ 
hence     a    large    amount    of    8W6atiii|b'' 
but     the    reduction     of     the     Btaodam. 
of     living     which     produced     a     greil: 
social    evil.       He    thought    it    wae    a> 
subject   well  worthy  consideration,   aod^ 
might  be  one  that  demanded  legialatioai^^ 
but  the  statistics  and  other  consideratioatj 
must  be  first  most  carefully  examined,  ft 
they  had  often  been  misrepresented, 
had  onlv  one  word  more  to  sav,  and 
was,  to  regret  above  all  the  omission 
one  matter  which  would  have  had 
effect  of  removing  great  industrial  def< 
in  our  country,  of  adding  to  its  trade, 
arming  us  for  competition,  and   placf 
our  legislation  on  a  much  better 
Last  Session  he  moved  at  an  early 
a  Resolution  which  declared  that — 

"  In  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  ComnK 
railway  rates  had  been  most  injurious  to  ti 
and  that  the  subject  demanded  the  prompt 
effective  intervention  of  the  Government," 

He     heartily     thanked     the     Preside 
of   the   Board  of   Trade  for  consentii 
to   the   appointment  of    the   Commit 
for     which     he      himself     had      ask^ 
and     he     knew    that     the     right 
Gentleman    had    never    lost   interest 
that  subject ;  but  he  did  ask  considi 
tion   of   the  importance  of   the   subj 
itself,   how   the   cost  of  transport 
almost  the  chief  element  in  these  days 
industrial     competition,    and    how 
feeling  was  universal  that  these  excessU 
rates  were  disastrous  both  to  comi 
and    to    the  Railway  Companies   th< 
selves  ;  and  remembering  that  the 
mittee  sat  for  a  great  part  of  the  S< 
and  found  that  the  rates  had  been 
excessive,  he  was  surprised  there  war 
word  of  indication  either  of  the  imod 
ance  of  this  subject  or  the  necessity 
want  of  that  prompt  and  effective 
lation      which     Parliament     demi 
and  which    would    have   a    very 
effect   on    trade   and   employment.    ' 
might  say  a  similar  word  on  the  sal 
of   sea   fisheries,.    Again,  a   Comm^ 
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which  he   had  moved  and   carried   had 

sat  and   declared    tliat    legislation    was 

necessarj  to  prevent  the  depletion  of  our 

8M8.       They   needeil   greater    scientific 

appliances    for   examination ;    and    yet, 

thoagh  this  great  question  was  not  only 

a    trade     question,    and     also    a    food 

tod  diet    question,  but   a    source   from 

which    the    sailors    came    who    manned 

oar  fleet,   who   were   the   backbone  of 

oar  Marine  and  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  no 

woid  was  said  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 

He  regretted,  too,  that  there  was  no  word 

•bom    techoical    education.       In    some 

■iMare  frona  the  lack  of  technical  e<luca- 

tioBvespeciaUy  iuthe  vital  matter  of  design 

aid  applied  design,  they  found  this  great 

CiCr  of  London  placanl^  with  large  litho- 

gnphs  bearing  that  New  York  imprint. 

Something  might  be  done  in  the  direction 

of  technical    education   by   making   the 

Loadon  University  a  teaching   as  well 

•0  oa   examining    College.     Yet<  here, 

i^Hii,    there    was    no    mention   of    the. 

Bcport  of  the  Commission.     These  were 

■ilten  which,  under  one  general  phrase 

apiiwing  sympathy  for   the   want    of 

vipftovment  and  encouragement  in  pro- 

n&ig  means  for  securing  it  in  a  greater 

d^ne  for  the  benefit  of  all  classes,  might 

fcwt  been    introduced.       He  supported 

1h  Amendment   as   a    protest    against 

^  be  conld   not    help  thinking;    had 

ba  a  matter  of  great  neglect  on  a  sub- 

JMrfthe  most  vital  import  to  employer.s 

toitothe  masses  of  the  people. 

Ml.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said, 
te  the  Amendment  which  hail  been 
■"•i  by  the  Member  for  Central  Shef- 
Ubd,  as  that  hon.  Member  had  said, 
■■bioaght  forward  in  no  controversial 

E' it, but  simply  as  a  question  to  which 
attention  of  the  House  ought  to  be 
fated.  For  his  own  part,  he  confessed 
•  fell  some  regret  on  reading  the 
VRi*i  Speech  to  find  there  was  no  allu- 
■■  to  agricultural  depression.  He  re- 
PMmtod  one  of  the  districts  of  Essex,  a 
■■ty  which  had  suffered  almost  more 
faanj  other  in  England  from  this  de- 
^ion,  and  he  felt  that  in  alluding  to 
■topic  be  was  dealing  with  no  Party 
*tte.  Another  Essex  Member  seconded 
•■  Amendment,  and  there  was  one 
Jfcf  Member  who  sat  on  the  other 
I'tkof  the  House  who  would  also  have 

Srted  the  Amendment  had  he  been 
to  do  80.     But  he  regretted  to  say 
^  death,  as  the  result  of  an  unfortunate 


accident,  had  deprived  them  of  the  ser- 
vices of  the  hon.  Member,  whose  loss 
would  be  felt  exceedingly  by  every  one 
in  Essex,  no  matter  to  which  Party  he 
belonged.  A  map  had  recently  been 
prepared  by  one  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
sioners belonging  to  the  Commission 
now  sitting  on  the  condition  of  agricul- 
ture which  showed  the  amount  of  land 
wholly  or  partially  out  of  cultivation 
in  the  Essex  district.  From  that  it 
appeared  that  between  the  Thames 
and  the  Blackwater  there  was  an 
enormous  amount  of  land  which  was 
entirely,  or  almost  entirely,  out  of  culti- 
vation. In  face  of  such  a  fa<;t  it  was 
most  natural  to  say  that  there  must  be 
something  wrong  somewhere,  this  land 
being  close  to  London  and  suitable  for 
wheat  or  beans.  Another  matter  which 
affected  the  agricultural  interest  was  the 
question  of  railway  rates.  He  was  sure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  equally  with  themselves,  felt  deep 
sympathy  with  the  agriculturists  in  their 
depression,  and  also  sympathy  with  the 
condition  of  trade  and  the  unemployed. 
But,  after  all,  it  would  have  been  unfor- 
tunate that  in  the  Speech  there  should 
have  been  placed  words  of  sympathy 
unless  there  was  a  prospect  of  that  sym- 
pathy taking  some  practical  shape ;  and 
he  quite  perceivtHl  that  in  regard  to 
aijricnltnre  there  was  considerable  diffi- 
culty  in  legislating.  He  believed  most 
hon.  Membors  thought  they  knew  of  a 
cure  for  this  depression,  but  they  all  dis- 
agreed as  to  what  that  parti(!uhir  (Mire 
was.  He  thought  that  one;  remedy  was 
that  there  shouhl  bo  hotter  market  facili- 
ties afforded,  lM)th  in  the  country  distri(;ts 
and  in  London  itself.  It  ha<1  always 
seemed  to  him  that  the  condition  of  the 
London  markets  was  anything  but  satis- 
factory, and  a  great  deal  must  be  done  by 
establishing  markets  in  various  towns 
which  should  be  in  comniiiiiication  by 
telephone  and  telegraph  with  the  London 
markets.  He  believed  the  object  of  the 
Government  in  ap}K)inting  the  Agiicnl- 
tural  Commission  was  that  the  various 
remedies  and  suggestions  should  be  in- 
quired into  and  something  done.  The 
Commission  had  been  sitting  for  a  long 
time  ;  it  had  taken  a  deal  of  evidence, 
and  he  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
say  it  bail  done  nothing.  That  was 
strictly  true  ;  but  they  must  remenilKT 
that    the    Commissiou   had    a  mast&  ol 
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evidence  to  deal  with,  and  they  had  not 
yet  been  able  to  move  in  the  direction  of 
remedies.  Agriculturists  would  be  glad 
when  they  did  suggest  remedies  ;  and, 
for  his  part,  he  should  very  much  have 
liked  to  see  an  Interim  Report  stating  the 
facts  which  had  been  already  elicited. 
Of  course,  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  propose  any  legislation 
until  that  Commission  had  reported,  and 
he  hoped  the  Commission  would  report 
as  speedily  as  they  could,  and  if  they  dis- 
agreed as  to  the  remedies  that  they  would 
disagree  in  such  a  way  as  to  leave  the 
responsibility  to  the  Government.  What 
they  wanted  to  know  was  the  exact  state 
of  agriculture,  and  then  the  Government 
must  propose  some  remedies.  As  to 
railway  rates,  they. were  intimately  con- 
nected with  agriculture.  It  was  com- 
plained that  foreign  agricultural  produce 
could  be  brought  to  this  country  by  steam 
very  cheaply,  and  then  the  Railway 
Companies  brought  it  from  the  ports  to 
the  various  towns  at  equally  cheap  rates. 
The  comj)anies  urged  that  this  produce 
was  collected  for  them,  and  given  to 
them  in  large  quantities.  That  was 
true  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  a 
great  hardship  upon  the  English  agri- 
culturist that  he  was  not  able  to  have 
his  goods  collected,  and  then  sent  by  the 
Railway  Companies  in  a  similarly  cheap 
way.  He  recognised  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  already  given 
some  assistance  in  this  matter,  and  he 
hoped  he  would  do  more.  A  Resolution 
had  been  unanimously  passed  by  the 
House  declaring  that  these  high  rates 
were  prejudicial  to  trade,  and  required  to 
be  altered.  A  Committee  of 'the  House 
had  inquired  into  the  question  of  railway 
rates.  It  had  reported,  and  that  Report 
now  required  consideration.  He  quite 
understood  the  difficulty  in  proposing  at 
this  early  period  of  the  Session  any 
legislation  on  a  matter  which  required 
such  serious  consideration,  but  the  House 
was  entitled  to  ask  that  the  matter  should 
receive  the  careful  attention  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade.  They 
desired  for  tlic  agriculturist  and  trading 
communitv  that  there  should,  bv  legisla- 
tion,  be  established  some  cheap  and 
possible  tribunal  wliicrh  could  decide  as 
to  whether  a  rate  was  reasonable  or  not 
reasonable.  As  to  the  Amendment,  he 
desired  to  ask  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
whether  they  thought  any  useful  purpose 

J/r.  Dodd 


would  be  served  by  carrying  it  to  a 
Division.  Upon  the  plain  facta  of  the 
case  there  was  reallv  no  division  of 
opinion  in  the  House.  All  Parties 
sympathised  with  the  depression,  and  were 
anxious  that  remedies  should  be  found. 
But  he  would  observe  that  to  take  a 
Division  meant  a  censure  on  the  Govern- 
ment, which  the  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment disclaimed,  and,  under  these  circum* 
stances,  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man not  to  go  to  a  Division. 

•Mr.     W.     FIELD     (Dublin,     St. 
Patrick's),     as     a     Representative      of 
Irish  labour,  desired  for  a  few  moments 
to  intervene  in  the  Debate.      He  con- 
sidered,  with   the  gentlemen    who   had 
raised   this  discussion,    that   it  was  re- 
markable  that   in    Her   Most   Gracious 
Majesty's  Sj)eech  the    cause  of   labour 
did   not  receive  some  notice.       It  was 
quite  evident  to  those  who  studied  the 
social  conditions  of  the  country  that  the 
working  classes  were  the  mainstay  of  its 
prosperity,  and  it  was  therefore  strange 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  hiid 
prepared  Her  Majesty's  Speech  should 
have  overlooked  the  fact  that  there  was 
a  lamentable  want  of  employment  over 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  country. 
In  this   matter   the   policy  of   the    Go-  ■ 
vemment  seemed  to  be  that  of  masterlj   ,, 
inactivity.      We    had   in    this    country   j 
nothing  approaching  the   system  which.  \ 
existed   in   most   Continental  countries,  \ 
whereby  labour  could  be  removed  from  i 
one  place  to  another  in  accordance  with  i^ 
the  necessities  of  the  case.      The  Home-  i- 
Government  had  apparently  not  come  to   . 
that   state    of    perfection    as    regarded 
labour.     In   these   countries  the  people 
were  crowding    into    towns   whilst    the 
land  was  idle.     In  addition  to   this  w6 
had  food   importations  pouring  in  from 
all    parts     of     the     world.       In    1886- 
£28,500,000  of   food  products  were  ira^ 
ported  into   this  country,  and    in    1894' 
nearly  £125,000,000.     Yet,  in   face    of 
these  facts,  hon.  Gentlemen  who  owned 
land  expected  rents  to  be  paid  and  com- 
merce to  be  prosperous   whilst    all    th^ 
time  the  Government  were  blind   to  this' 
extraordinary  position  of  aifairs«  vvhicK 
was  really    the   kernel    to   the  uatiou'*^ 
prosperity.     They  ought  to  strive  to  goA 
the  people  back  to  the  land,  and  to  ^i*aiB^ 
allotments  to  the  working  men  in  whieb 
to  use  their  spare  time  and  labour.     Tho 
Government  were  responsible  for  maojT 
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other  mistakes.     He  found  tliiit  in  1892 
ovtT     £43,000,000      of     mannfacturea 
articles      were       imported        into      the 
Three    Kingdoms  ;     of    textiles,    over 
£2^,000,000  beiu^  so  imported.     There 
was    a      prefereutial     rate      given     to 
oearlj    everj    class    of    foreign    goods 
brooght  into  the  country,  and  that  was 
a  great  and  most  unfair  disadvantage  to 
the  home  manufacturer  and  producer.  He 
believeil  in  Free  Trade,   but  he  did  not 
believe  in  protection  for  the  foreigner  at 
the  expense  of  the  native  producer.  The 
Mc-rchandise  Marks  Act  was  at  jircsciit  a 
Statute    existing   on    paper   only.      lie 
betieveti   it   might  bo  made   useful   and 
beneficial  to  the  trade  of   the   countrv, 
bat  it  was  not  made  applicable  to  the 
parposcs  for  which   it   was  passed,  and 
WES  by  no  means  enforced  to  the  extent 
it  ought  to  be.      He  had  sent  a   news- 
paper the  other  day    to    the   right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Tniie,  which  contained  a  very   remark- 
abfe  iitatemeut.     It  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  pTfMluce  of    German  convict  labour 
WW  imported    into   this  country,  while 
tkonsaiuls   of    our    own    artizans    wore 
mrviug  for  want  of  work.     Was  it  not 
iWdnij  of  a  Government  to  have  regard 
li  bets  like  these  ?      The  President  of 
At  Board  of  Trade  appeared   to  think 
ifcube  (Mr.  Field)  was  joking,  but  he 
mU  assure   the   right  hon.  Gentleman 
An  be   was   in   earnest.     Whether  the 
G««rement  was  Liberal  or  Conservative 
tkiiae  was  coming  when  it  wouhl  have 
toeowider  these  matters  that  were  ex- 
wwuj  the  brains  of  the  working  men 
^  ibe  country   or   go    out    of    Office. 
"Awtber  thing  to  be  borne  in  mind  was 
tktf  technical  education  was  fostered  in 
fattpi  countries  far  more  than   it  was 
Wk.    We  were  100  years  behind  such 
wiitries  as  France,  Belgium,  and  Ger- 
■anr  in  this  respect.  Thou,  as  to  strikes, 
■t  bad  a  great  deal  to  learn  from  foreign 
^wjirie-*.     There  were  far  fewer  strikes 
*tue  Continent  than   in  this  country. 
Wht  wa:*  that  ?     Because  on   the  Con- 
•  '■eni  the   Government    had  organised 
vneiliation  Boards  to  meet  emergencies, 
■•idid  not  allow  matters   to  drift  into 
•■■lercial  war  before  endeavouring  to 
viofraUiUt  i>eace.     They  seemed  to  be 
•fcep   in    tlie    countrv.       Trade     Avas 
*nog     US,    our     artizans     were     not 
^iojed,  and  matters  had  drifted  into  a 
*te  Krf  chaos.     With  regard  to  labour  . 


bureaux,  ho  did  not  see  why  wo  should 
not  have  them  here  as  they  had  them  iu 
France  and  elsewhere.  The  .President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  might  say  that  all 
these  were  matters  of  detail,  but  it  was 
attention  to  matters  of  detail  which  made 
Governments  perfect,  and  enabled  them 
to  face  foreign  competition.  He  trusted 
this  Delwite  would  bring  the  Government 
to  a  sense  of  their  responsibility  in 
approaching  this  question. 

•SiuF.FITZWYGRAMrSouth  Hants, 
Fareham)  said,  he  sharetl  very  strongly 
the  regret  oxprosseil  by  hon.  Members 
that  there  had  been  no  mention  made  of 
these  matters  in  the  Queen's  Speech. 
He  did  not  ask  for  Protection,  believing 
it  to  >>e  deiul  and  gone.  ["  No,  no  !  "] 
Yes  ;  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word, 
and  for  the  rea'^^on  that  they  had  more 
consumers — more  mouths  to  feed — than 
they  had  prmiucers  ;  and  the  greater 
number  always  won  the  victory  at  elec- 
tions. He  did  not  believe  in  Protection, 
nor  did  he  believe  that  Protection  would 
be  necessary  if  other  proper  measures 
were  adopted.  The  great  burden  on 
agriculture  was  the  crushing  amount  of 
rates  and  the  extremolv  unfair  diiferenco 
in  taxation,  relatively,  between  real  and 
personal  property.  In  most  parishes  the 
assessment  came  to  about  20  per  cent,  on 
the  value  of  the  land,  and  in  some  cases 
where  the  tithe  had  not  fallen  as  much 
as  the  value  it  amounted  to  50  per  cent. 
The  tax  on  personalty  was  only  3  per 
cent.  If  a  man  had  £5,000  a  year  in 
land,  he  would  have  to  pay  £1,000  a 
year  in  local  taxation,  and  perhaps  a  good 
deal  more,  whereas  if  he  had  £5,000  a 
year  in  personalty,  he  would  only  pay  3 
per  cent,  on  it  plus  the  local  taxation  on 
the  house  ho  lived  in,  or  about  £60 — 
£210  a  vear  in  all.  He  believed  that  if 
there  was  a  fair  readjustment  of  local 
taxation  agriculture  might  be  again 
made  to  flourish  in  this  countrv,  and  that 
in  this  direction  the  njal  remodv  for  the 
present  distress  was  to  be  found.  l\'r- 
sonalty  at  the  present  day  excee<lod 
realty  by  five  or  six  to  one,  so  that 
one-sixth  of  the  wealth  oF  the  countrv 
paid  20  per  cent,  in  taxation  and  th(» 
other  five-sixths  paid  only  3  per  cent. 
The  distribution,  tlierefore,  was  noto(|nal 
and  not  what  it  ou«rht  to  be.  Wliv 
should  not  the  man  with  t*.'>.()')()  a  vi-nr 
personalty  pay  as  nuK^h  for  the  main- 
teuauce  ol  the  poor,  for  the  maluvcvwtu^vi 


95 


Address  in 


{COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Her 


96 


of  the  roads  he  used,  and  for  police  pro- 
tection as  the  man  with  £o,(>00  a  year 
realty  ?  This  was  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion. The  subject  of  the  prosperity  of 
agriculture  concerned  more  millions  of 
working  men  in  the  country  than  the 
prosperity  of  any  other  industry,  and 
they  would  do  more  to  bring  about  a 
restoration  of  that  prosperity  by  a  fair 
readjustment  of  local  taxation  than  by 
any  other  step  they  could  take. 

•Mr.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow)  joined  in  the  expression  of 
regret  that  the  Government  had  not 
referred  in  the  Address  to  the  question  of 
the  unemployed  or  to  the  depression 
in  trade.  But  though  he  joined  in 
that  expression  of  regret,  he  could 
not  support  the  Amendment,  because 
in  that  Amendment  there  was  a  special 
emphasis  laid  on  the  question  of  the 
immigration  of  the  foreign  pauper,  and 
the  Mover  of  it  had  pointed  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  foreign  pauper  as 
a  remedy  for  the  unemployed  difficulty. 
For  his  own  part,  he  believed  the  immi- 
gration of  the  foreign  pauper  had  really 
little  to  do  with  the  present  condition  of 
labour  in  this  country.  Indeed,  he  was 
confident,  from  his  knowledge  of  the 
state  of  things  in  the  East  End  of 
London,  that  if  they  excluded  every 
foreign  pauper  immigrant  to-morrow, 
they  would  have  done  nothing  for  the 
solution  of  the  question  of  unemployed 
labour,  and  for  that  reason  he  could  not 
consent  to  vote  against  the  Government. 
The  facts  were  simple,  though  the  problem 
that  sprung  out  of  them  was  probably  as 
intricate  and  as  difficult  as  any  problem 
this  country  ever  had  to  face.  They  had 
on  the  one  hand  a  vast  amount  of  un- 
employed capital,  and  on  the  other  a  vast 
amount — an  unknown  amount — of  un- 
employed labour,  and  they  had  also  a 
large  umount  of  raw  material.  They  had 
at  their  hand  the  factors  that  produced 
wealth,  and  yet,  for  some  reason  or  otber, 
the  country  was  unable  to  make  use  of 
them.  He  did  not  believe  they  would 
ever  solve  cither  the  question  of  de- 
pression of  trade  or  of  unemployed 
labour  until  they  found  why  it  was  that 
with  the  factors  of  wealth  placed  at  their 
disposal  they  were  unable  to  create  it. 
The  conditions  under  which  capital  was 
used  were  the  same  as  those  having 
reference  to  the  employment  of  labour. 
'Thejr  bad   capital  competing  for  use  in 
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precisely  the  same  way  as  they  had  labour 
competing  for  employment,   and    unless 
they  could  see  a  means  by  which  capital 
and    labour  could    be  brought  together, 
they  would  never  arrive  at  a  satisfactory 
conclusion  of  the  present  difficulty.  There 
had  been  suggestions  made  to  the  effect 
that    the     unemployed    problem    really 
sprang  from  the  condition  of  agriculture* 
There  could  be  no  question  that  if  agri- 
culture   could    be    made    prosperous    it 
would  do  a  great  deal  towards  absorbing 
the  unemployed   labour  of  the  country, 
but  the  cause  of  the  depression  iu  agri- 
culture seemed  to  him  precisely  the  same 
as  that  of  the  general  depression  of  the 
country.     The  view  had  been  advanced 
that  they  had  to  increase  the  power  of 
demand  by  altering  the  currency  of  the 
country.     That  had   been  mentioned  by 
the    hon.    Gentleman    who    moved    the 
Amendment,  but    he    (Mr.    Macdonald) 
confessed  that  if  the   alteration  of   the 
currency   tended   to   alter   the  prices  of 
commodities,  he  could  not  for  the  life  of 
him  see  how  the  alteration  could  in  the 
slightest  degree  affect  the  actual  demand 
for  labour  or  for   ccynmodities.     But  lie 
had  risen  for  the  purpose  of  saying  that 
he  would  be  contented  if   the  Govern- 
ment would  promise  to  bring  in  a  popular    '', 
Budget,  because  there  was   no   remedy 
which  was  so  likely  to  improve  the  trade! 
of  this  country  as  the  removal  as  far  as 
possible  of  taxation  from  the  shoulders 
of  the  ])oor  to  the  shoulders  of  the  richer 
members  of  the  community.     What  they 
hud  to  do  was  to  increase  the  power  of 
the    poorer    classes     to    demand    com-, 
modities,   nnd    to   check    the    enormous 
saving  powers  which   were  given  under 
existing   conditions    to    those    who  pos- 
sessed large  incomes.      If  the    Govern* 
ment  did  not  promise  improvements  in; 
this     direction     it     was    possible     thsi 
another  o]>portunity  would  arise  to  divide 
on  an   Amendment   more  in  accordance 
with  his  own   view,  and  he  should  cer- 
talnlv  divide  on  that. 

•Mr.  KOU^D  (Essex,  N.E.,  Harwich)" 
said,  he  rose  to  support  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mai  don-  (Mr.  Dodd)  in  the  appeal  be  .. 
had  made  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemas  ^ 
the    President   of   the   Board  of   Trade," 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.   Gentle-!^ 
man   would    see   that  in    regard    to   thfi'^ 
question  of  railway  rates  the  interests  ol^ 
British    farmers  were   safeguarded,   and    • 
that  there  was  a  tribunal  established  ts  T 
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sav  whether  rates  were  rcasouablo  or  not. 

m 

He  joiiieil  id  the  trihute  paid  to  the  late 
Mein))er   for    Koinford,  whose   untimely 
ileath    was  to   be   deplored.      Everyone 
would  admit  that  he  was  a  most  diligent 
Member,  and  took  the  greatest  interest 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  House.     Wjth 
reji^ard   to   the   Amendment    before   the 
Hoii&e,  he  thanked  the  hon.  Member  for 
{Sheffield  for  introducing  it ;  and  heartily 
agreed  with  those  who  deploreil  the  omis- 
sioD  from  the  Queen's  Speech  of  the  sub- 
ject of  the  depression  in  agriculture.    He 
regretted  that  nothing  had  been  heard  on 
the  subject  from  the  Mover  or  Seconder 
of  the  Address,  or  from  the  Leader  of 
the  House.      They  all   knew  that  that 
depression   existed   in   a    very    extreme 
d^ree,  aud   they  knew   it  had  reached 
a  very  acute  crisis  in  the  wheat-growing 
eooocies,    and     he     was    sure    that    in 
sajing  this  the  Minister  for  Agriculture, 
vbom  he  saw   opposite,  would  not   dis- 
t^ree  with  him.     The  Government,  as 
ther  knew,  had  appointed  a  Koyal  Com- 
■HibQ   to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and 
it  vas  to  be  hoped  that  the  investigation 
vwld  soon  terminate.     A  great  deal  of 
tndeuce  had  been  taken  by  the  previous 
CoBmiBsion,  appointed  in  1878,  and  ho 
Mnogly  felt  that  it  was  not  so  much 
taher  evidence    of    the    existence    of 
iipession   that    they  required  as  some 
Maliea   for   the   improvement    of    the 
wob^  state  of  things.  '  He    thou^^ht 
teaore  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
pirioas  Commission  should  have  been 
ttmad  out  before  this.     The  charge  for 
tkiidoor  poor,  for  instance,  might  have 
ha  Bade  an  Imperial  rather  than  a  local 
^uA  that  facilities  should   have  been 
pm  for   the   redemption  of   tithe    on 
i^Btible  terms.     He  trusted  that  in  the 
Mv  future  something  would  be  done  to 
%beQ  local  burdens.     There  were  many 
«ij0  10   which  the  Government   could 
■bmte  the  agricultural  depression  that 
■M*  existed  if  they  set  their  hands  to  the 
tkik,  and   he  called  upon  the  Minister 
tor  Agriculture  to  explain  the  omission 
iiUie  Queen's  Speech. 
•Me.  RADCLIFFE   COOKE  (Here- 
Mjftaid,  there  was  one  subject  germane 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Geutle- 
iao  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  which  had 
IOC  been  referred  to  in  the  course  of  the 
IWiate.    It  was   a   subject   which   the 
Africtn  people  thought  to  be  a  great 
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cause  of  the  depreciation  in  prices  in 
that  country,  and  they  had  already  taken 
steps  to  remeily  it  by  bringing  forward 
Bills  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  in  the  Senate.  He  referred  to  the 
practice  of  speculating  in  produce.  It 
was  alleged  with  considerable  force  of 
argument  that  the  result  of  speculating 
in  wheat,  for  instance,  was  to  create  an 
entirely  false  price  for  that  article — that 
though  the  value  of  wheat  as  it  reached 
the  consumer  was  the  same,  the  Clearing 
House  in  New  York  fixed  an  artifi- 
cial price  which  was  telegraphed  all 
over  the  world,  and  regulated  the 
English  producer  in  the  English 
market  irrespective  of  whether  the  price 
was  remunerative  or  not.  A  gentleman 
who  was  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
this  subject^  and  who  had  written  a  book 
upon  it,  had  been  summoned  to  give 
evidence  before  the  Royal  Commission  ; 
therefore  the  subject  would  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
whether  he  had  devoted  attention  to  it 
as  yet  or  not.  And  not  only  was  the 
price  of  wheat  affected  in  this  way,  but 
the  price  of  silver  too,  which,  of  course, 
alfected  other  industries  besides  agricul- 
ture. The  price  of  silver  had  not 
fallen  through  the  breaking  of  the 
Latin  compact — it  was  years  after  the 
demonetization  of  silver  that  the  fall  took 
place.  It  was  to  be  traced  first  to  "  corners ' ' 
in  America,  and  afterwards  to  the  action  of 
speculators.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
Government  should  take  a  leaf  out  of 
the  book  of  the  American  Legislature^ 
and  introduce  legislation  directed  against 
*'  time  bargains  "  in  produce.  Should  the 
subject  be  dealt  with  in  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  so  as  to  make  itt 
clear  that  these  "  time  bargains,"  on  pro* 
duce  had  a  material  effect  on  the  English 
grower,  he  thought  they  ought  to  have 
some  statement  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Presiilent  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  the  effect  that  it  was  a 
matter  worthy  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Central  Division  of 
Shetfield  had  moved  his  Amendment  in 
a  very  thin  House,  and  had  mainly 
fbddressed  his  speech  to  him  (Mr,  Muu- 
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della).  Had  the  boD.  Gentleman  done 
him  the  honour  of  giving  him  notice  of 
what  were  to  be  the  terms  of  his  Amend- 
ment he  might  have  been' better  prepared 
to  answer  the  remarkable  statistics  and 
arguments  he  had  addressed  to  the 
House.  Ho  was  bound  to  say  that  some 
of  them  were  startling.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  last  spoken  had 
asked  them  to  say  something  about 
"  time  bargains  "  and  "  futures."  It  wab 
true  that  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  subject 
had  been  introduced  into  the  American 
Senate,  but  it  had  never  become  law. 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  had  paid  some  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  and  when  appealed 
to  with  reference  to  it  had  said  that  if 
time  bargains  were  left  alone  they  would 
cure  themselves.  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  had 
been  wise  in  what  he  had  said.  The 
House,  he  thought,  would  have  been 
startled  if  the  Government  had  said  in  the 
Queen^s  Speech  that  they  proposed  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  prevent  time  bargains  in  future. 
He  did  not  know  what  would  happen  in, 
say,  Liverpool,  or  what  would  be  said  of 
an  attempt  to  deal  with  ships  arriving 
there  with  corn.  He  thought  the  less 
they  interfered  with  trade  the  better. 
The  more  they  lightened  the  springs  of 
industry  by  making  the  burdens  lighter 
and  leaving  men  to  find  out  the  best 
methods  themselves  the  better  it  would 
be.  In  the  Amendment  which*  had  been 
moved  there  was  enough  for  a  Quoen^s 
Speech  itself.  His  hon.  Friend  enu- 
merated a  number  of  measures  in  moving 
his  Amendment  sufficient  to  comprise 
such  a  Speech,  and  other  speakers  had 
urged  the  adoption  of  as  many  measures 
as  would  form  the  subject  of  legislation 
for  a  whole  Parliament.  He  himself  did 
not  profess  to  speak — it  would  bo  pre- 
sumption on  his  part  to  speak — with  any 
authority  on  the  depression  of  agricul- 
ture ;  but  he  carefully  watched  all  the 
lieturns  and  lieports  and  the  effects  of 
measures  for  the  benefit  of  agriculture, 
and  this  he  did  know,  that,  although  wc 
had  great  depression  in  this  country,  it 
was  no  less  in  France.  He  thought  it 
was  even  worse  in  that  country.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Sleaford  Division  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
were  present  he  should  appeal  to  him, 
because  he  had  investigated  the  state  of 
things  in  France,  and  had  found  the 
agricultural  depression  very  great.       It, 

Jfr.  Mufidella 


was  the  same  in  Germany,  and  there 
was  a  struggle  now  going  on  in  the  Reich- 
stag about  it.  It  was  the  same  in 
Austria-Hungary.  It  was  the  same,  or 
even  worse,  in  America.  Again,  take 
the  Australian  Colonies,  and  what  were 
the  conditions  there  "^  Notwithstanding 
that  they  had  in  Australia  land  almost 
at  a  nominal  value,  the  last  Keports 
showed  that  there  had  been  such  a  large 
influx  of  the  unemployed  from  Australia 
to  the  Cape  that  the  authorities  at  the 
Cape  were  warning  Australia  and  all  the 
Colonies  not  to  encourage  emigration  to 
the  Cape,  because  there  was  no  employ- 
ment for  them  there,  and  if  they  went 
there  they  would  find  great  distress.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  been  making  a  journey 
not  quite  round  the  world,  but  half 
round  it,  and  he  should  like  to  know 
where  he  had  found  prosperity. 

Colonel   HOWARD     VINCENT: 
In  the  West  Indies. 

Mr.     MUNDELLA:      The   British 
W  est  Indies  ? 

Colonel    HOWARD    VINCENT: 
Yes. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  Jamaica,  J  sup- 
pose ? 

Colonel    HOWARD    VINCENT: 
Yes. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Jamaica,  where 
they  were  growing  fruits  for  the 
American  markets,  where  the  negroes 
had  got  possession  of  the  land,  and  put  it 
up  into  small  patches  for  growing  fruits 
of  all  kinds  for  the  American  markets. 
He  believed  that  was  really  the  ground 
of  the  prosperity  in  the  West  Indies.  He 
(Mr.  Mundella)  had  read  some  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gcntleman^s  '  speeches 
with  regard  to  his  journey  partly 
round  the  world,  and  more  dismal  read- 
ing it  would  bo  hard  to  find.  Instead  of 
finding  people  trading  in  South  America 
and  the  Brazils,  he  had  found  them 
fighting.  He  seemed  to  have  found  no 
prosperity  anywhere,  and  to-night  he 
had  not  given  them  the  slightest  glimpse 
of  any  measure  which,  if  introduced  by 
the  Goverinncut,  would  be  likely  to  cure 
the  depression  of  trade  or  agriculture. 
He  had  thrown  out  some  rather  dark 
hints  about  Protection,  but  nothing 
more.  What,  he  should  like  to  ask  tho 
hon.  Member,  had  Protection  done 
for  atjriculturo  anywhere  ?  Wba^ 
had   Protection  done  for  America  ?     In 
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America,  although   they  had    enormous 
halances   in    the    Exchequer,  what   was 
the  cooditioD    of  industry   according   to 
the  description  of  Chauucey  Depew  in  a 
recent  article  ?     Many  of  the  mills  were 
now  closed,  and  many  were  working  short 
time;  whilst  in  the  mining  districts  there 
was  such  a  state  of  things  as  no  English 
workman  would  tolerate,  the  men  work- 
ing half-time,  and  two  sets  of  hands  heing 
employed  in  order  that  two  sets  of  fami- 
lies might   live,  and   the   truck  system 
prevailing  to  an  extent  that  was  never 
experienced  in  this  country  at  any  period. 
No ;  the  British  workman  was  hotter  off, 
after  all,  than   the  American  workman, 
and  this  country  had    no  conception  of 
the  sofieriug  there  had  been   for   some 
time    among    the    working    classes    in 
America.       With    respect    to     agricul- 
ture, a  complaint  was  made  last  Session 
that    the     Queeu^s     Speech     was     not 
specific  enough  with  reference  to  agficul- 
toial  depression.      The  Prime  Minister 
then  proposed    that  there   should   be  a 
Committee  of  the  House  to  inquire  into 
the  matter,  but  that  offer  was  refused. 
At  last  the  Government  took  on  them- 
felfes  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission — 
ud  a  very  good  Commission — who  were 
■akiog   most   valuable   and   exhaustive 
iaqniries.     It  was  said  that  the  Commis- 
M  had  as  yet  done  nothing,  but  how  a 
Conmission    which    had    only   sat    six 
Moths,  and  which  had  such  a  large  sub- 
)Kt  to  deal  with,  could  have  done  more 
W  lailed  to  see.     He  was  a  member  of 
lieLaljour  Commission  which  had  been 
Atting  for  three  years  and  had  not  yet 
Afoited. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
^bf  not  ? 

*Mi.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  anyone 
Ho  asked  that  question  could  not  under- 
■toil  the  enormity  of  the  subjects  to  Ikj 
Mt  with.  If  the  hon.  Member  wished 
^  further  information  he  had  belter 
^res^i  himself  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
Lommission.  With  respect  to  the  do- 
F>H«ed  conditiou  of  our  industries,  the 
^  Member  spoke  of  a  fall  in  the 
htams,  and  tx>ok  great  care  to  put  this 
Wlon  the  Government. 

Colon-el  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Hear,  hear  ! 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  the  hon. 
•ember  cheered  that,  and  when  he  went 
^  \u»  eoDStituents  he  put  the  whole  re- 


sponsibility for  the  depression  of  trade 
on  the  Liberal  Government.  ["  Hear, 
hear  !  "  and  laughter,']  No  doubt  that 
was  very  amusing.  It  was  all  very  well 
for  the  country,  but  they  knew  better  in 
that  House,  and  the  hon.  Member  knew 
better  himself.  Every  falling -off  of 
£5,000,000  in  our  exports  caused  depres- 
sion, and  every  increase  of  £5,000,000 
made  a  considerable  increase  in  the 
amount  of  employment  and  prosperity. 
What  had  happened  since  1890  ?  There 
had  been  a  falling-off  in  our  exports  of 
nearly  £45,000,000  from  the  highest  point 
we  had  ever  reached,  but  £30,000,000  of 
that  fell  off  before  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  power. 

Colonel    HOWARD    VINCENT: 
It  was  because  you  were  coming. 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  had  heard 
some  bold  excuses  in  his  life,  but  that 
exceeded  anything  he  had  ever  heard. 
Coming  events  sometimes  cast  their 
shadows  before,  but  not  two  years  be- 
fore. Was  it  because  the  present  Go- 
vernment were  coming  in  in  August, 
1892,  that  the  Baring  crisis  occurred 
in  the  autumn  of  1890?  Was  it 
because  the  present  Government  were 
coming  in  in  1892  that  the  exports  of 
British  and  Irish  products  fell  off  by 
£17,000,000  in  1891,  and  then  fell  off 
another  £13,000,000  before  the  late  Go- 
vernment left  Office,  makinga  total  falling- 
off  of  £30,000,000  under  the  late  and 
£15,000,000  under  the  present  Govern- 
ment ?  They  all  retfrettetl  this  falling-off, 
but  it  was  not  fair  to  use  such  arguments 
as  the  hon.  Member  had  used  and  to 
mislead  working  men  on  these  questions. 
It  was  not  creditable  to  go  on  to  platforms 
in  the  country  with  an  untruth  in  their 
mouths.  The  proper  Avay  to  deal  with 
working  men  was  to  try  to  tell  them  the 
truth.  The  hon.  Member  had  referred 
to  7V/r  Labour  Gazette^  which  was  au 
admirable  organ  the  like  of  which  was 
not  published  in  any  other  part  of  the 
world,  but  he  was  sorry  to  say  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  read  it. 

Colonel    110 WARD    VINCENT  : 
1  do  read  it. 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  being 
the  case,  he  was  sorry  to  find  that 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  understand 
it.  One  thing  or  the  other.  If 
the  hon.  Member  would  look  at  the 
general  summary  in  the  first  article  ou 
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the  first  page  of  the  last  number  of  The 
Labour  Gazette  he  would  fiud  the  fol- 
lowing passage  : — 

"  The  Returns  received  oy  the  Labour  De- 
partment for  January  point  to  an  appreciable 
improvement  in  the  state  of  employment 
during  the  month,  and  the  general  outlook  is 
more  hopeful  than  for  some  time  past.  The 
Returns  from  Tra<le  Societies  show  a  diminu- 
tion in  the  proportion  of  unemployed  members 
at  the  end  of  January,  as  compared  both  with 
the  previous  month  and  with  the  corresponding 
period  of  last  year," 

The  article  went  ou  to  show  exactly  iu 
what  proportion  the  improvement  was 
apparent.  A  Return  made  by  37  Trade 
Societies  showed  that  out  of  353,000 
men  7  per  cent,  were  in  receipt  of  unem- 
ployed benefit  in  January,  as  compared 
with  7*9  per  cent,  in  December  last. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  kindly 
read  the  figures  respecting  the  un- 
employed ?     Will  he  read  straight  on  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  am  reading 
straight  on.  In  the  23  Societies  from 
which  Returns  were  also  received  in 
January,  1893,  the  percentage  of  unem- 
ployed was  7*7  last  month  as  compared 
with  9*9  on  the  corresponding  date  last 
year,  so  that  it  is  20  per  cent,  better 
than  at  the  same  time  last  year. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
am  very  loth  to  interrupt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  but  as  he  refers  so  often  to 
me  I  am  bound  to.  He  has  compared 
last  month^s  figures  with  those  of  1889, 
when  only  1*5  were  unemployed. 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  would 
not  do.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
nothing  about  1889,  but  had  stated  that 
the  want  of  employment  was  worse  than 
last  year.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  20 
per  cent  better,  and  there  was  an  im- 
provement in  trade  generally.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  there  had  been 
a  great  reduction  iu  wages.  He  (Mr. 
Mundella)  rejoiced  to  believe  that,  ou 
the  whole,  England  had  never  passed 
through  a  time  of  depression  with  fewer 
reductions  of  wages  than  there  had 
been  during  the  last  three  years. 
Whether  this  was  due  to  the  state 
of  organisation  among  the  working 
classes  or  to  a  better  feeling  betwixt 
employers  and  employed  he  would  not 
say,  but  he  was  certain  that  never  had 
England  during  his  lifetime  passed 
tijrough  a  period  of  such  depression  with 
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such  small  reductions  in  wages.  There 
was  no  reduction  during  the  coal  strike 
of  last  year.  The  40  per  cent,  had  been 
maintained,  and  throughout  the  mining 
districts  there  had  been  an  increase,  and 
not  a  reduction,  iu  wages.  The  Labour 
Gazette  showed  that  this  was  the  case. 
On  page  34  of  the  last  number  it  would 
be  found  that  about  110,000  miners  had 
during  the  month  received  a  rise  in 
wages.  About  90,000  Welsh  miners  had 
had  their  wages  raised  under  the  sliding 
scale,  whilst  20,000  Northumberland 
miners  had  also  received  an  increase. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  asked 
whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that  where  the 
sliding  scale  operated  the  wages  were 
reduced  during  the  early  part  of  the 
year,  and  that  the  increase  meant  only  a 
return  to  the  former  condition  of  things  ? 
Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  suppos- 
ing that  was  the  case,  he  was  only  show- 
ing that  there  had  been  increases  rather 
than  decreases  during  recent  months. 
As  to  the  shipbuilding  industry,  the  first 
page  of  The  Labour  Gazette  showed 
that  the  unemployed  members  of  Unions 
had  fallen  from  17  per  cent,  to  13*8  per 
cent.  If  there  had  been  any  industry 
which  had  been  subjected  to  vast  ex- 
pansion in  recent  years  it  had  been  the 
shipbuilding  industry.  Shipbuilders  had 
not  erred  in  building  too  little,  but  had 
rather  erred  in  building  too  much.  There 
had  been  an  excess  of  production  over 
the  requirements,  and  the  growth  of 
British  shipping  had  been  one  of  the 
marvels  of  our  industry.  As  to  the 
number  of  artizans  and  labourers  out  of 
work,  he  thought  the  House  must  see 
that,  so  far  from  going  from  bad  to 
worse,  we  had  gone  through  a  period  of 
intense  depression,  which  was  slowly 
mending.  He  was  afraid  it  was  but 
slowly  ;  but,  taking  it  for  all  in  all,  the 
condition  of  the  British  workman  was  as 
good  as  that  of  any  other  workman  in 
the  world.  Recent  inquiries  showed 
that  the  length  of  the  working  day  and 
the  low  rates  of  wages  in  Germany  were 
so  remarkable  that  it  was  very  difficult 
indeed  for  England  to  hold  her  own  iu 
competition  with  that  country.  He  was 
assured  last  mouth,  also,  by  the  highest 
authorities  that  France  had  not  shown 
such  a  period  of  severe  depression  and 
misery  for  more  than  half  a  century  as 
during  the  past  year.     As  to  agriculture, 
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hoD.  Uembera  were  awaro  tliat  Fraucf 
hid     incrMsed     the     duties  oa    grain. 
MoDsienr  Lesage,  a  peasaot  proprietor, 
in  opposing  the  impositioo  of  the  highei- 
ilnties  oa\y  a  abort  time  ago,  said  those 
duties    trere  unjust  aDd    iuh 
he  drew  a  deplorable  contrast  between 
agriculture  and  wages  20  jeani  ago  au<) 
10  rears    ago  and  their  conditiou 
stating  that  at  the  present  time  wages 
■reraged  less  than  half  their  former  rate, 
The    effect    of   the     inereased   duty    on 
wheat  in  France    wan  to  impose  ou  tlie 
bread  consumers  a  tas  of  720,000  francs 
■  year.     When  ono  was  acquainted  with 
the  burden  of  taxation    in    France  ai 
the  enormous    loads    which    had  to 
earned  in   every  bmncii  of  agrionltiii 
the  effect  of  the  additional  taxation  < 
brwd  must    be  frightful.     It   must 
borne  in  mind  that  the  French  labourer 
■le    very    little  else    but  bread, 
arerage  conatimptton  of  wheat  in  Francp 
wat  nine  bushels  per  head,  as  against 
bosheb  per    head    in    England.       " 
iwolt  waa  that   a  doty  of  nearly  £3  per 
■BDiun    had  been  imposed    upon    every 
t»aiily  in  Fmnco  for  bread.      There 
only  one  more  point  to  which  he  wii 
to  refer — namely,    the  continued  ir 
ruioD  of  pauper  aliens.       He  had  beeti 
WT  glad  to  hear  the  speech  of  his  li 
Friend     the    Member    for    the    Tc 
Biffllets  (Mr.  J.  A.    Macdonald), 
i*.  Friend,    who   had    thorongbly 
tnigated    the  question,  had 
■Im  opinion  that  pauper  aliens  did   not 
*«t  the    industrial    problem  in   East 
Uodon,  and  he  (Mr.  Mundella)  thought 
All  was  becoming  more  and 
pmnt  to  every  one  who  inveiHigiited  the 
fienion.     The  term    "pauper    uliens" 
ler.       The  aliens  were  not 
the   remnrknlilo   f:iet    wiin 
■HI  tncy  never  became  pauper;*. 

An  hon.  Memker:  They  take  the 
•»(B«of  Englishmen. 

Mb,  mundella  said,  they  did  not 
take  the  wages  of  Euglishmen.  Ou.thc 
witrary,  the  evidence  given  licfore  the 
I^ODr  Commission  was  that  tliey  started 
vA  developed  new  industries,  such  as 
ibe  shoddy  slip|>cr  industry  in  York- 
diire.  Asa  matter  of  fact,  England  had 
fn-er  aliens  than  almost  any  other 
nation  in  Europe.  For  every  alien  in 
England  there  were  five  in  France.  An 
ixNi,  Ueinl>er  opposite  had  snid  that  we 
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wore  the  ouly  nation  that  did  not  keep 
aliens  out.  He  (Mr.  Mundella)  could 
only  say  that,  aided  by  the  preaent 
Prime  Minister  (Lord  Kosebery),  ho  had 
done  everything  in  his  power  to  make 
it  known  throughout  Europe,  and 
especially  in  Poland  and  Russia,  that 
thore    was  no   room    for   aliens    in    this 

•SiK  A.  ROLUT  said,  his  remark  was 
that  Euglnnd  did  not  keep  mere  }>auper 
aliens  out  as  other  nations  did,  by  legis- 
lation, so  as  to  prevent  their  coming  on 
the  rates. 

Mk.  mundella  said,  they  might 

get  a  taste  of  sudi  legislation  themselves 
if  they  did,  anil  then  who  would  be  the 
sufferers  ?  The  recent  Census  had 
shown  that  in  Great  Britain  there  were 
Ices  than  200,000  aliens,  whilst  France 
had  neariy  1,100,000.  He  appealed  to  the 
House  to  say  whether  it  was  necessary, 
under  these  circumstances,  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  on  the  subject  ?  The  late  Govern- 
ment knew  better  than  to  do  it.  They 
were  pressed  very  much  by  their  sup- 
porters on  the  subject,  hut  they  very 
wisely  refrained  from  doing  it,  and  he 
was  quite  sure  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment wonid  have  to  look  very  carefully 
into  the  question  before  they  ventured  to 
do  it.  Id  a  Report  made  to  the  United 
States  Government  it  bad  been  shown 
that  during  the  last  10  years  the  Unit«d 
States  had  received  over  400,000  foreign 
Jews.  He  thought  he  had  answered  the 
whole  of  the  points  raised,  and  it  was 
only  because  he  did  not  wish  to  weary 
the  House  that  he  had  not  gone  into 
them  at  greater  length.  Although  these 
matters  were  not  all  put  into  the  Queen's 
Speech,  they  were  by  no  means  over- 
looked. Did  hon.  Members  want  them 
to  put  all  their  goods  into  the  siiop 
window?  The  Bill  with  regard  to 
railway  rates  was  preparoil ;  but  hou. 
Gentlemen  would  understand  that  he  had 
to  submit  it  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  and  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
he  hoped  to  have  it  introduced  and 
referred  to  the  Grand  Committee  on 
Trade  before  Easter.  He  could  promise 
the  House  that  there  should  be  no  delay 
proceeding  with  the  Bill  so  far  as  he 
WAS  concerned,  and  that  the  Government 
would  not  fall  short  of  any  pledges  they 
had  mode. 
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Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet)  said,  he,  for  one,  must  confess 
that  he  had  listened  with  feelings  of  dis- 
appointment to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade.  ^  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  the  Government  could  not  he 
expected  to  put  all  their  goods  into  the 
shop  window.  He  was  expecting  tbat  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  go  on  to  say 
that  if  they  only  waited  a  little  while, 
and,  as  it  were,  allowed  him  to  arrange 
his  counter,  he  would  find  some  measure 
which  would  he  of  advantage  both  to 
the  commercial  and  agricultural  commu- 
nities. Not  only  had  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  not  allowed  them  to 
hope  that  much,  Imt  he  had  dis- 
tinctly told  them  that  nothing  was 
to  be  done  in  the  way  of  legisla- 
tion, and  he  had  gone  round  the 
world  in  order  to  show  how  little  could 
be  done  by  legislation  to  obtain  the 
object  sought.  One  word  upon  the 
subject  of  the  alien  immigrant.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  quoted  statistics, 
but  he  did  not  quote  the  Returns  for 
January,  1894.  Why  was  that? 
Because  they  had  been  withheld  from 
Parliament.  [Mr.  Mundella  :  No.] 
Yes,  they  had  been  withheld  from 
Parliament.  He  challenged  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  deny  his  statement. 
The  Return  did  not  reach  him,  and  he 
thought  it  was  through  some  inadver- 
tence. He  made  personal  inquiry  at  the 
Votd  Office,  and  he  was  told  that  the 
Returns  had  not  been  furnished  for 
distribution.  He  dared  say  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  make  a  note  of 
that. 

Mr.  mundella  :  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  put  a  question 
upon  the  Paper. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  quoting 
statistics,  and  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  had 
directed  his  attention  to  those  suppressed 
Returns.  The  latest  Returns  he  hjid 
before  him  on  this  subject  were  those  of 
1893,  and  they  showed  a  marked  increase 
in  the  arrivals  of  aliens  who  desired  to 
make  this  country  their  home.  The 
right  h(m.  Gentleman  differed  very 
widely  from  the  present  Prime  Minister 
upon  the  subject  of  alien  immigration. 
The  ritjhthon.  Gentleman  had. heard  the 


Member  for  Central  Sheffield  quote  a 
speech  delivered  by  the  Prime  Minister 
upon  the  subject  of  alien  immigration,  in 
which  he  recognised  the  fact  that  a 
system  of  immigration  which  brought 
large  numbers  of  workpeople  into  com- 
petition with  native  industry  was  a  state 
of  affairs  which  would  be  calculate  to 
raise  very  grave  industrial  disturbance 
and  would  demand  consideration  in  any 
country  in  which  they  occurred.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  actually  boldly 
announced  himself  as  an  advocate  of  free 
trade  in  sweating.  [Mr.  Mundella  : 
No.]  That  was  what  his  statement 
actually  amounted  to.  He  had  told  them, 
in  effect,  that  not  only  did  not  alien 
immigration  deprive  Englishmen  of  their 
employment,  but  that  it  was  actually  an 
advantage  to  the  industry  of  the  country. 
He  should  like  to  see  him  argue  that  out 
with  a  deputation  of  working  men.  He 
himself  had  had  interviews  on  the  subject, 
and  it  had  been  shown  to  him  that 
thousands  of  working  men  were  kept  out 
of  employment  by  foreigners,  and  tbat 
thousands  on  thousands  were  landed  on 
these  shores  to  take  up  employment 
which  our  own  people  were  unable  to 
obtain. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  complained  that  the 
numbers  of  alien  immigrants  who  arrived 
in  this  country  in  January  last  had  not 
been  included  in  the  Return  which  had 
been  furnisheil  to  hon.  Members,  but  he 
would  find  the  figures  fully  set  forth  in 
The  Labour  Gazette. 

Mr.  JAMES  LOWTHER  said,  it 
would  not  be  respectful  to  the  House 
that  he  should  detain  it  while  he  endea- 
voured to  master  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
mau^s  journalistic  venture  which  he  had 
taken  so  many  opportunities  that  evening 
of  exploiting,  but  it  was  clear  that  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  hail  made  his 
stAtement  at  second-hand.  He  thought 
that  he  was  fully  justified  in  saying  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  repre- 
sented the  great  Trade  Department  of 
the  country  saw  no  objection  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  alien  immigration,  and 
certainlv  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  had 
hold  out  no  hope  that  legislation  on  the 
subject  would  1x3  initiated  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  who  were  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  things  as  they  were. 


109 


Majesty's  Most  {12  March  1894}  Gracious  Speech.  110 


When  be  himself  had  spoken  ui>on  this 
f|tie<»tioD    he    had  always  takcu  care  to 
stAte  that  nothing  could  bo  further  from 
hl»  Wish  than  to  fonterraoial  or  religious 
aiiiiiiositj^.     He,  however,  did  not  think 
it  ri^ht  that  the  charitable  contributions 
of  the  wealthy  Jewish  community  should 
be   expended    in    supporting    here    the 
panpers    of    foreign    nations.       In    his 
opinion,  public  feeling  was  fully  ripe  for 
comprehensive  legislation  upon  the  sub- 
ject.    The    right    hon.    Gentleman    had 
referred  to  the  legislative  action  of  the 
tJnited  States  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion, bat  it  should  bo  remembered  that 
that  legislation   was  prohibitive   as   re- 
gmnied  the  immigration  of  many  classes 
of  persons,  and  that  there  was  a  strong 
popular  movement  in  favour  of  curtailing 
undesirable    immigration.      He    trusted 
that  when  the  subject  of  alien  immigra- 
tion was  raised  in  that  House   in  a  more 
definite  form  they  would  receive  a  more 
Mtisfactorpr  reply  from  the  Government 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
tb^m  that  night.     He  thought,  however, 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would 
be  wise  in  not  taking  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  the  subject  on  that  occasion. 
As    to     the     more     general     question 
ihat  Lad    been   raised  by    the   Amend- 
■ent  of  the   hon.  and  gallant    Member 
— Mmely,    that    which    related    to    the 
inemployed — the  right   hon.  Gentleman 
lad  delivered   himself  of  an  old  lecture 
<<the  Cobden  Club.      The    right    hon. 
Gentleman    could    not    deny  that   every 
WTier  of  the  world  except  Great  Britain 
n*  Protectionist.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tt-Tiiau  had  referred  to  a  spee(di  that  hsid 
^-wa  delivered   in  the  French  Assembly 
itfiTour  of  Free  Trade;  but  the  right 
l»a.  (jentleman  had  forgotten  to  look  at 
tbe  Division  List  on  the  occasion,  because 
M  he  done  so  he  would  have  found  that 
the  great  majority  of  the  French  Mcm- 
inn*—about    two    to  one — had  voted  in 
ftTonr    of    Protectionist     views.      The 
proposed  new  tariff  of  the  United  States 
»i*  moch  more  protective  than  anything 
that  would  ever  have  been  suggested  by 
«i  English    Protectionist,  and   the   elec- 
tioa'*  showed   that  there  was  no  popnhir 
^jmpathy   with    Free  Trade.     But  Pro- 
twtion      was     not     the      only     remedy 
HiUgcsted  to  the  Government.     Another 
^Uj^gestion   was   that    there  should  be  a 
more  close   commercial    connection   be- 


tween the  Mother  Country  and  the  Colo- 
nies, on  a  preferential  basis — a  commer- 
cial union  which  would  enclose  one-fifth 
of  the  whole  surface  of  the  earth  and 
which  would  remove  inducements  to  the 
colonists  to  foster  trade  outside  the 
British  Empire.  Opinion  on  the  subject 
of  Free  Trade  was  being  merely  nicKlified 
in  this  country,  and  measures  to  promoto 
a  truly  Imperial  poli(jy  would  be  mneh 
more  welcomed  by  the  people  than  BilF?« 
to  promote  electoral  arrangements  and 
Party  objects,  which  did  not  commend 
themselves  to  those  who  had  at  heart  the 
good  of  all  classes  in  this  country. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  they  had 
had  an   interesting  discussion  upon  this 
Amendment,  and  he  hoped   they  might 
now  come  to  a  decision  upon  it,  as  he 
had  already  pointed  out  how  limited  tbo 
time   of    the    House    was.     He   always 
listened  with  pleasure  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  was  clear  and  incisive  in 
his  opinions  and   constant   in  his  convic- 
tions, and  who  generally  managed  to  lift 
the  veil  and  to  reveal  what  others  more 
prudently  concealed.     The  true  meaning 
of  the  Amendment  had  been  made  known ; 
the  British   had  been   exhibited  as    the 
only  Free  Traders  in  the  world.     The 
object  of  the  Amendment  was  to  obtain 
from  the  House  of  Commons  a  declara- 
tion in  favour  of  a  return  to  Protection. 
Well,  nothing  could  be  more  clear  than 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Protectionist  Governments  found  that  the 
dose  of  Protection  did   not   satisfy,  but 
had  to  be  doubled.     That  had  happened 
in    a    neighbouring  country   where  they 
had  high  duties  on  corn  and  the  food  of 
the   people.      At    the   present  time  the 
duty  on   corn   there   was   13s.  or   14s.  a 
qunrter,  and  the  agricultural  interest  still 
declared  it  to  be  wholly  insufticient.     Ho 
Avonid    not    argue  the  question   of  Free 
Trade  and  Protection  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  that  moment.     Most   hoii. 
Members  had  made  up  their  minds  on  the 
subject  on  one  side  or  the  other,  and  the 
great     majority    of    the    people   of    the 
country  had  also   made  up   their  minds. 
At   all    events,   Her  Majesty's   Govern- 
ment had  no  hesitation  on  the  question, 
and,  regarding  the  Resolution  as  one  in 
favonr   of  Protection,   they    would   vote 
against  it.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  had 
referred  to  the  present  Prime  Minister.  He 
would  refer  him  to  the  late  Conservative 
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Prime  Miuister,  who  had  more  than  onco 
stated  to  his  Party  that  a  return  to  Pro- 
tection in  this  country  was  impossible. 
That  was  an  issue  which  was  very  plain 
on  the  present  occasion,  and  certainly 
the  Party  on  the  Government  side  of  the 
House  wouhl  give  no  vote  which  would 
favour  the  idea  of  a  return  to  Protection. 
No  doubt  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  the  Leader  of  a  great  Protec- 
tionist majority  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons he  would  be  able  to  give  effect  to 
his  views,  but  he  would  suggest  that  for 
the  present  the  House  might  leave  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  and  come  to  a 
decision  upon  the  Resolution. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  the  Chan- 
cellor  of    the   Exchequer   had   pursued 
a  method  with   which   they  were   very 
familiar.      It  was    not    the    first    time 
they  had  heard  him  telling  them  that  a 
particular  vote  was  to  be  construed  in  an 
unnatural  sense,  and  that  they  were  to  go 
into  the  Lobby  not  upon  the  question  they 
were  discussing  and  had  to  decide,  but  upon 
some   esoteric  question  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  evolved  from  his  inner 
consciousness.     They  were  told  this  was 
a  question  of  Protection.     In  his  view, 
it  did  not  affect  the  question  of  Protec- 
tion at  all.     He  did  not  know  whether 
the   right   hon.   Gentleman    was  in  the 
House  when  the  Amendment  was  moved. 
It  stateil  that  the  House  desired  to  repre- 
sent that  the  dej)ressed  condition  of  trade 
and  agriculture,  the  reduction  of  wages, 
the    large    numbers     of     artizans    and 
labourers   out   of   employment,  and    the 
immigration  of  aliens  were  matters  for 
the  immediate   attention  of  Parliament. 
Where  was  there  a  word  relating  to  the 
question  of  Protection  ?       It  was  very 
convenient  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  other  Members  of  the  G  overnment 
to  ignore  altogether  all  reference  to  want 
of  employment  and  these  other  matters 
contained     in     the     Amendment.       He 
thought  if  they  looked  at   this  question 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  interests  of 
Party  there  wad  nothing  they  could  wish 
better  than  that  the  Government  should 
treat  it  in  this  manner,  but  it  was   their 
duty  to  look  at  the  facts  and  to  do  what 
could  be   done  in  order  to  remedy  the 
existing  state  of  things.      There  was  a 
large  number  of  unemployed,  and  it  was 
more  and  more  difficult  to  get  work  even 
in  places  where  the  most  favourable  qon- 
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ditions  prevailed.  He  would  take  Liver- 
pool, for  instance.  He  had  recently  been 
told  that  in  Liverpool  for  years  past  the 
times  were  never  known  to  be  so  bad  and 
so  much  want  of  employment  to  prevail. 
The  question  of  the  want  of  employment 
was  the  first  and  foretoost  raised  by 
the  Amendment.  Then  there  was  the 
question  of  pauper  immigration.  What- 
ever the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
might  think,  this  was  a  serious  thing  for 
consideration.  They  were  told  there 
would  be  occasion  at  some  future  time 
for  dealing  and  speaking  more  fully  upon 
it,  and  he  did  not  propose  to  pursue  it 
now.  But  there  was  one  question  which 
had  been  alluded  to  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  that  was  his  prin- 
cipal reason  for  rising — that  was,  the 
method  in  which  he  proposed  to  deal 
with  this  great  question  o^  the  railway 
rates.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  he  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  wa8  a 
member  of  a  deputation  which  waited 
upon  him  in  regard  to  the  subject  some 
time  ago.  It  was, perhaps, no  information 
to  him  that  that  deputation  went  away 
very  scantily  satisfied  with  the  remarks 
he  made  ;  and  he  was  very  sorry  that  that 
night  his  declarations  did  not  point  to 
any  satisfactory  settlement.  What  he 
said  was  that  the  Government  intended 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  lines  of  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  said  nothing 
of  the  sort.  I  said  that  the  Bill  would 
fully  satisfy  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee. 

•Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  the  question 
they  had  to  consider  Avas  not  whether 
the  Bill  satisfied  the  recommendations  of 
the   Select   Committee,  but  whether   it 
was  satisfactory  to  the  country.     What 
he  was  coming  to  was  this — the   right 
hon.   Gentleman  talked  about  referring 
that  Bill  to  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Trade  before  Easter.     There  was  only 
one  way  in  which  that  could  be  done« 
and    that    was    by   taking   the    Second 
Reading  without  discussion.     If  the  Bill 
went    to    a    Grand    Committee    liefore 
Easter   they   could    not    have   any  dis- 
cussion in  that  House,  and  that  was  a 
mode  of   dealing   with   important  ques- 
tions against  which  he  must  protest.     It 
was  idle  to  minimise  the  importance  oE 
it.     Then    the   Resolution    dealt    witb 
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agricultural  depressiou  as  well  as  with 
trade  depression.  Ho  was  oue  of  those 
who  thought  that  the  excessive  proportion 
of  railway  rates  levied  upon  the  agri- 
cultural produce  of  this  country  was  one 
factor  which  materially  contrihuted  t^ 
that  depression.  He  protested  again 
against  the  idea  that  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee ou  Trade  should  be  treated  as 
equivalent  to  a  Second  Reading  Debate 
as  well  as  the  Committee  stage.  If  the 
GoTemment  consideretl  their  Bills  of  im- 
portance they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  l>e 
debated  in  the  House  of  Commons  as 
well  as  by  a  Grand  Committee.  He 
should  endeavour,  with  the  support  of 
other  Members,  to  prevent  any  Bill  of  so 
much  importance  from  being  smuggled 
through  the  House. 

CoLoxEL     K  E  N  Y  0  N-S  L  A  N  E  Y 
(Shropshire,  Newport)  said,  he  must  ex- 
press the  indignation  which  he  felt   at 
finding  that  the    appeals    made  to    the 
Minister  for  Agriculture  were  addressed 
to  deaf  ears.  They  agriculturists  did  not 
tbiok  that  so  important  a  subject  as  that 
of  agriculture  ought  to  l)e  treated  in  the 
Hoose  of  Commons  with  a  laugh  and  a 
■ner  from  the  Minister   who   was    sup- 
fsse*!  to  represent  its  interests.     It  must 
W  the  absolute    opinion   of   everybody 
^aoknew  anything  of  it  that  their  qucs- 
tao  was  not  a  petty  one,  nor  a  fictitious 
•  fcogus  one.     They  were   very  much  in 
•test,  and  were  endeavouring  to  i)re8s 
Bfn  that   House  that  the  condition  of 
•friealiure    was    such    as   required  ten 
(■fe more  attention  than  even  the  matters 
■atuned     in    Hor    Maji^sty's    Sjicech. 
«did  not  want  to  see  time  wasted  upon 
■Ben  which  did  not  immetliately  affect 
•it  welfare  of  the  country.     At  the  same 
^  they  knew  perfectly  w*ill  that  their 
**re»t  and  industry  must  take   its  part 
**i»harc  with  the  other  industries  and 

■ 

■•ffttts  of  the  country.     They  did  not 

**ai»l  any  excessive  share  of  attention. 

TW  did  not  ask  for  any  royal  road    to 

*W,  but  they   thought  it   was  not  too 

>Mh  to  ask  that  there  should  be  some 

ttfRssion  which   showed  that  the  Go- 

^vmeat  were  awake  to  the  situation. 

^  hail  liad  nothing  in   the  miserable 

■ttb:^  of  the  last  Session  to  help  them. 

"*  knew  it    was    impossible    for    the 

■«i?ter  for  Agriculture  not  to  shadow 

**b  iny  great  scheme,  but  he   thought 

■M  >ome  iittle  should  l)e  done  to  relieve 

■*  prewure  which  bore  u|)on  them  at 
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this  moment.  He  did  not  know  that 
they  ought  to  treat  the  matter  from  an 
electioneering  point  of  view  ;  but  if  they 
did  so'  he  would  tell  the  Minister  for 
Agriculture  that  ho  would  take 
nothing  by  his  policy  of  silence, 
which  might  l)e  construed  into  a 
|)olicy  of  indifFerence.  ['*  Oh  ! "]  "  That 
was  an  accustome<l  sound  to  hear  from 
urban  Meml>ers  when  a  rural  Meinl)er 
was  speaking,  but  cheap  sneers  did  not 
help  them.  If  the  real  interests  of  the 
country  were  taken  into  consideration 
it  would  be  found  that  the  interests 
represented  by  the  agricultural  Members 
was  largely  in  excess  of  that  representeil 
by  those  who  had  jeered  at  him  at  that 
moment.  He  was  willing  that  it  should 
go  forth  to  the  country  that  while  the 
urban  Meml>ers  jeered  him,  they  on 
that  side  of  the  House  at  all  events  were 
anxious  to  make  it  clear  that  there  some 
interest  was  taken  in  the  industry  of 
agriculture.  He  would  like  to  urge  that, 
although  this  Amendment  might  deal 
principally  with  the  depression  of  trade, 
there  did  exist  also  a  depression  in  agri- 
culture at  least  as  deep  and  severe. 
Such  a  state  of  things  should  not  be 
disregarded  by  the  Government  because 
it  affecte<l  other  branches  of  industry, 
and  he  thought  they  had  a  right,  con- 
sidering that  they  had  been  struggling 
for  years  to  try  and  l)etter  their  position, 
to  expect  that  any  practical  and  respon- 
sible Government  should  preface  the 
work  of  the  Session  with  at  least  some 
indication  of  their  wish  to  do  what  could 
be  done  to  relieve  their  depression  and 
help  them  in  their  necessity. 

•The  president  ok  the  BOARD 
OK  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  Gaiidnek, 
Essex,  Saifron  Waiden)  said,  ho  could 
not  allow  tliesc  remarks  to  pass  un- 
answered, it  was  absolutclv  untrue  to 
say  that  \{\{\  prcMMit  (Hivcrnincnt  had 
taken  no  interest  in  agriculture  during 
the  past  year,  as  wjus  sujjgesteil  by  the 
hon.  Member.  The  sympathy  of  the 
Government  was  as  deep  in  that  direc- 
tion as  that  of  anv  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  Thev  had 
exhibited  their  sympathy  with  agri- 
(Miltural  depression  by  evory  means  in 
their  power,  an<l  although  he  had  listened 
with  the  greatest  attention  to  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  he  had  failed  to 
gather  what  remedies  ho  proposcsV.     W 
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there  were  any  remedies  for  the  pre'jent 
regretUihle  position,  hou.  Members  op- 
posite who  represented  the  agricultural 
interest  in  that  House  had  kept  those 
remedies  most  unpatriotically  locked  in 
the  depths  of  their  own  breasts.  They 
were  tohl  that  something  must  be  done, 
but  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  had  told 
them  he  had  not  the  slightest  idea  what 
that  something  was. 

Colonel  KENY'ON-SLANEY  :  I 
did  not  say  I  had  no  idea.  I  suggested 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no 
idea. 

•Mil.  GARDNER,  continuing,  said,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  every  suggestion  made 
from  the  opposite  side  had  been  carried 
out.  There  was  no  roval  method  of 
bringing  about  a  restoratii>n  of  agricul- 
tural prosperity.  Agricultural  depres- 
sion existed  quite  as  much  in  other 
countries  as  at  home — quite  as  ranch  in 
France,  Austria-Hungary,  and  elsewhere. 
In  America  nearly  4,()00,0CX)  acres  of 
wheat  had  gone  out  of  cultivation.  In 
these  circumstances,  what  was  it  that 
hou.  Members  wished  the  Government  to 
do,  and  what  did  he  accuse  them  of  ? 
As  far  as  the  Government  were  con- 
cerned, they  thoroughly  recognised  the 
lamentable  position  of  agriculture  in  some 
parts  of  the  country  ;  but  it  was  not  the 
same  all  over  Great  Britain.  In  Scot- 
land this  year  the  harvest  had  been 
above  the  average  ;  and  in  Ireland 
the  harvest  had  been  one  of  the 
best  on  record.  While  admitting, 
therefore,  that  on  the  whole  the 
present  state  of  agriculture  was  not  a 
satisfactory  one,  he  recommended  the 
hon.  Member  to  turn  t^  the  prices,  where 
he  would  find  that  with  the  exception  of 
wheat  agriculturists  were  not  so  badly 
off  as  last  year.  Barley  had  increased 
in  price,  and  oats  also  showed  a  small 
increase ;  and  viewing  the  country 
as  a  whole,  they  were  not  worse  off  in 
this  country  than  in  other  countries. 
The  Government  had  given  the  most 
anxious  consideration  to  the  subject  in 
the  past,  and  any  practical  suggestion  to 
benefit  the  agricultural  interest  would  be 
considered  with  a  desire  and  anxiety  to 
give  effect  to  it. 

*Mu.  CHAPLIN   (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 

furd)  said,  he  rose  to    vindicate  his  hon. 

Friends    behind    him    from    the    attack 

made  by   the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

Jliiiwtar  for  Agriculture.     Surely  uo  one 

J/r,  Gardner 


who  was  really  interested  in  the  agricuU 
ture  of  the  country  could  be  surprised 
that  hon.  Members  on  either  side  of  the 
House    should   rise  and    express  their 
amfizement  that  in  the  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne  not  one  single  word  had 
been  directed  to  the  extremely  deplorable 
condition   of   that  interest.     What  was 
the  reply,  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opj>osite  ?     He  says — "  True  it  may  be 
that   your  agricultural  condition   is  de- 
pressed, but  we  are  no  worse  off  than 
foreign  countries.*'  Did  he  not  know  that 
the  depression  in  every  foreign  country 
was  worse,  if  possible,  than  it  was  at  home  F 
Surely,  then,  that  was  no  answer  to  the 
entire  neglect  of  the  agricultural  Interest 
shown  in  the  Speech  addressed  to  the 
House  of   Commons   that   night.      His 
hon.    Friend   pointed  out   that  a  Royal 
Commission    had   been   appointed ;    and 
that  reminded  him  of  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Government  in  the  last  Session.    • 
When  they  met  last  Session,  the  depren- 
sion  being  the  same  as  now,  they  were 
informed  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  appoint  a  Select  Con" 
mittee  to  inquire  into  the  oircumstancet 
of  the  depression,  and  to  propose  such 
remedies  as  might  in  their  judgment  be 
available.     What   was    the  course  pur- 
sued by  the  Government  ?     The  desire 
of  those  sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House 
was  that  they  might  have  a  day  or  half 
a  day,  or  only  a  few  hours,  to  consider  ^ 
and  discuss   this  question.      What   WM 
the  reply  of  the  Government  ?      **  W# 
won't  give  you  an  hour."     That  was  the 
encouragement   they  received    from  thtt 
Government   at   that  time.       Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Minister  f6r 
Agriculture    told   them    that,    with    the 
exception  of  wheat,  prices  were  better, 
and  he  ({noted  the  prices  of  barley  ;  hiHb 
when,  and  where,  and  in  what  markets  ? 

Mk.  GARDNER  said,  that  what  ho 
had  stateil  was  information  contained  iiM 
Retimrs  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  :  What  kind  andl 
what  character  of  barley  was  this  ?  They 
always  had  good  prices  for  the 
samples  of  barley  ;  but  how  many 
samples  were  there  in  this  countr/" 
Under  exceptional  circumstances  thoi 
might  bo  no  great  cause  for  complaint  ' 
but  if  they  went  beyond  that,  he  thoug"!*' 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  » 
very  difficult  indeed  to  support  the  9X^ 
ment   that,   with   the  exception  of 
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prices  of  wheat,   the  prices   of  agricui- |  the  agriciiltiiral  interest  until  the  Com- 
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tural  produce  at   the  present  time  wore 

generally  more  satisfactory 

Mr.  GARDNER  :  This  last  year  ? 
•Mr.    CHAPLIN  :    Than    last    year, 
when      thev      were     already     in      the 
depths  of  depression,    and   were   suffer- 
ing   more    than    ever    hcfore.      Ho    was 
sm-prised    that    the   right   lion.    Gentle- 
man  shouhi    refer    to    that.     The   right 
hon.  Gentleman  askeil  his  hou.  Friends 
to  point  to  a  single  suggestion  in  support 
ol  the  agric'iltural  interest  which  had  not 
met  with  a  fayourable  reception  from  the 
Goyernment.      Last   year   they    pointed 
out    that    what    agriculture    was    really 
suffering  from  was  the  great  fall  in  the 
prices  of  agricultural   produce  of  every 
kind,  and  on  that  side  of  the  House  they 
Miggested  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
vhat  was  the  proper  remedy.     In  their 
optnioD,   the  fall  in    prices   was  due  to 
monelary  causes.     That  was  one  of  the 
ngirestions     they     made.       Had     that 
««  with  a  favourable  reception  ?      It 
bid  been    pointed  out  that  if  the  Go- 
▼emmeut  could   not  accept  that  proposi- 
tiw  they  could  do  something  in  the  way 
cleoDsidering  whether  it  was  not  possible 
M  remoTo     from    the    land    the   great 
Vmien  of  rates  which  fell  upon  it  so  un- 
JKtijand  heavily.     If  the  Government 
B^ld  not  accept   the  proposal   in  regard 
•■oneiary  changes,  they  might  consider 
'feher  it  was  not  possible  1o  relieve  the 
1*1  from    the    rates    which    fell    most 
k^nJT  upon  it.      How  were   they  mot 
Wiike Chancel  lor  of  the  Exchequer  ?  "  If 
Jt  will    divest     yourselves      of     any 
■*  of    relief    from    the    question    of 
•euUism,   and   if  you   will    point  out 
■•the  taxation  necessary  to  relieve  rhe 
"te"  U  to    be  raised  without  affecting 
•iff  people,  then  you  can  outer,"  said 
*6  Chancellor     of      the     Exchequer, 
*•»  the  work   of  your  Committee  with 
■•eprospect  of  success.**  Ho  could  only 
•j  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchc(iiicr 
^Tbink  you  for  nothing.**     One  of  the 
•jWHing  which    they  on  that  side  of 

•  House  took   to  the  appointment  of 

•  Commission  at  that  time  was  tiiat 
'•••ever  they  might  attempt  to  raise 
■  qoe^tion  of  agricultural  depression 
■•^  that  the  Commission  had  Ikhmi 
•P^^wteil  would  be  thrown  in  tlioir 
^whI  it  would  furnish  the  Govern- 
*Wwith  aq  excuse  to  do  nothins:  for 
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mission  had  made  its  Report. 

Sir  mark   STEWART   (Kirkcud- 
bright)  said,  they  were  offerecl  a  Com- 
mittee  last    snmmer,   but  (showing   the 
amount  of    confidence    the   Government 
had  in  the  pro})osition  they  were  placing 
before  the  House)  Members  interested  in 
this   question  were    not   given   an    hour 
during   the   whole  of   that  Debate.     At 
last,  when  the  Committee  was  appointed, 
it  was  too  late  in  the  Session   for  any 
useful  result  to  follow  from  its  labours. 
Legislation  on   the  important  subject  of 
agricultural  depression   should  not  be  in- 
definitely postponed.     Prices  were  never 
lower   than   at    this    moment   in   every 
branch  of  agriculture.      Grain,  mutton, 
beef,  and  other  products  were  certainly 
lower  than   they   were   last    year  ;    and 
what  farmers  complained    of    was  that 
their  products  were  handicapped   in  the 
markets    by    the    extraordinary    railway 
rates.     The  efforts  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to    railway  rates    had    not  been 
successful,  as  the  new  rates  were  not  one 
bit  better  than  the  old  ones.     He  wanted 
to   know   what   was  the  meaning  of  all 
this   legislation  foretold   in   the  Queen*s 
Speech.     Was   it  really  intended  for  the 
good   of  the  country,  or  was   it  merely 
for     Party    purposes     that     all     these 
sensational    matters    hml    been    put  into 
the  Speech  of   Her  Gracious  Majesty  ? 
It  was  to  be  hoped,   when   the  promised 
Committee  was   formed,   that  something 
tangible    would    come    of    it ;    that    the 
Government  would  not   run   away  from 
their  guns,   but   would   come  up   to    the 
scratch  and  introduce  some  useful  legisla- 
tion upon  this    important    subjoot,   wliioh 
should  no  longer  be  put  off. 

Mu.  MLJNTZ  (Warwi<'ksliire,  Tnin- 
Avorth)  said,  the  Loader  of  the  House 
had  atfemptetl  to  (iniw  ji  rod  herring 
across  their  path  by  talking  ab()?it  Pro- 
tciotion  and  Froe  Travlo.  It  was  not  a 
(piestiou  of  Protection  or  Free  Trade. 
That  was  not  what  they  ooinpluinod 
about  on  that  side  of  the  House.  What 
they  did  complain  about  was  that  the 
(lovernment  had  introduced  into  the 
Quo»Mi*s  Speech  the  promise  that  they 
would  hriuij  iu  at  an  <}arlv  date 
various  measures,  all  of  them,  in  his 
o]>inion,  relating  to  very  trivial  mat  tors 
indeed  when  ooui pared  with  those*  needed 
h^gislative  reforms  upon  which,  he  con- 
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tended,  the  future  prosperity  of  the 
country  depended.  So  far  as  he  could 
see,  the  Government  intended  to  ignore 
altogether  those  great  reforms  which 
affected,  not  a  claus,  but  the  material 
prosperity  of  the  community  as  a  whole. 
They  had  omitted  altogether  to  recognise 
or  mention  the  depression  existing  from 
which  the  labouring  population  and 
capitalists  alike  suffered  so  severely. 
Wliatever  considerations  might  influence 
the  action  of  the  Government  in  the 
future  he  gave  his  fellow-countrymen 
credit  for  possessing  suiRcient  sagacity 
to  recognise  those  who  looked  after  their 
interests  and  those  who  failed  to  do  so. 
Heroic  remedies  were  not  wanted  for  the 
depression  in  agriculture  and  commerce. 
What  they  required  was  to  get  higher 
prices  for  products — prices  which  would 
remunerate  the  capitalist  and  pay  the 
labourer.  Blame  was  not  cast  on  the 
Government  for  not  telling  them  how  all 
this  was  to  be  brought  about,  but  they 
wore  blameable  for  having  altogether 
failed  in  the  Queen's  Speech  to  make  any 
mention  of  the  lamentable  depression 
existing  at  present  in  both  agriculture 
and  tradp 

•Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  said,  that  all  the  foreign  coun- 
tries which  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  pictured  as  l)eing  so  distressed 
were  gold  standard  countries,  were  coun- 
tries which,  instead  of  keeping  their 
Mints  open  to  both  the  precious  metals  as 
formerly,  had  excluded  the  use  of  one  of 
them,  and  had  so  contracted  the  currency 
and  forced  down  prices.  If  they  wanted 
a  remedy  for  the  continuing  and  deepen- 
ing depression,  they  must  alons:  with  free 
ports  have  free  Mints.  The  heavy 
agricultural  depression  which  unhappily 
existed  in  this  country  to  a  degree  which 
had  left  many  parts  of  it  not  far  from 
general  bankruptcy  extended  not  only  to 
nioht  of  the  European  countries,  but  to 
our  Colonies  and  to  the  United  States, 
and  the  cause  of  the  depression  was 
the  fall  in  prices,  which  fall  was 
abundantly  explained  by  the  great  rise 
in  the  value  of  that  one  commodity 
(gold)  by  which  the  prices  of  all  the 
others  were  measured.  Protection  had 
never  brought  prosperity  to  agricul- 
ture, but  the  periods  of  agricultural 
prosperity  in  the  past  had  always 
l)een    periods    of    expanding    currency; 

y^r,  Muntz 


while  agricultural  and  industrial  depres- 
sion had  always  been  coincident 
with  contracting  currency.  Those 
countries  which  had  by  legislation, 
instead  of  keeping  their  Mints  open  as 
they  used  to  be  to  both  the  precions 
metals,  excluded  one  form  of  currency 
had  contracted  their  currency  and  so  forced 
down  prices.  The  fall  in  prices  swept 
away  the  employers'  profit  and  led  to 
loss  of' employment  to  the  workmen  and 
the  depreciation  of  property  which  was 
now  seen  everywhere  among  individuals 
and  nations.  All  those  consequences 
followed  naturally  from  the  contraction  of 
the  currency.  It  was  impossible  at  so  late 
an  hour  to  detain  the  House  by  going 
into  this  greatest  of  all  questions  now 
before  the  world,  but  he  had  ventured 
to  point  out  the  plain  cause  of  the 
trouble  and  that  the  remedy  for  it  was 
free  Mints.  People  in  this  country  had  ' 
no  objection  to  moneys  of  either  gold  or 
silver,  and  a  free  supply  of  both  should 
be  afforded. 

Mr.    JEFFREYS    (Hants,    Basing- 
stoke) said,  the  Minister  for  Agriculture    • 
had  asked  for  suggestions  of  remediety  :; 

and  he  would  suggest  as  one  remedy  for  J 
the  present  agricultural  depression  that  ^ 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Agricuiturt  s 
should   try  the  effect  of  marking  foreign 
and    colonial    meat   imported    into    thif  - 
country,  so  that  people  might  get  home*  '! 
produced  meat  when  they  paid  for  it.  Il6  " 
had  quite  lately  heard  of  a  butcher  wIm  "^ 
professed  to  a  customer  that  he  did  not .'. 
sell  frozen    mutton,  but   who  was  snb-    . 
sequently  proved  to  be  a  large  purchaser  ^^ 
of  that  commodity  from  a  wholesale  pov^   . 
veyor.  Why  not  pass  a  measure  analogoiril^:*; 
to  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  for  thf^ 
purpose  of  preventing  the  fraudulent  sal^^:: 
of  foreign  meat  as  English  ?      Remedtttlf 
legislation  on  this  subject  was  demandi^- 
unanimously    by    the    farmers     of    tli^ 
country,   for    there    could    not    be    thtt'' 
slightest  doubt  that  when  butchers  wer*^. 
asked  for  home-grown  beef  and  muttofliiju 
foreign  or  colonial  meat  was  palmed  ObK 
by  them   on  the  public.     The  fact  W<Pfc 
abundantly  proved  before  the  Commissiop^ 
which  sat  on  the  subject,  and  the  pracll 
was   most  unfair  both  to  the  public 
the  proilucer.     The  remedy  he  suggest 
was  universallv  demanded  by  the  farmei 
at  every  meeting  they  attended,  and  3 
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high  time  some  legislation  should  l>o 
p»ssfed  ou  the  subject. 


Question  put. 

The     House     divided  : —  Ayes 
Noes  192.— (Division  List,  No.  1.) 


86; 


n  Question  again  proposeil. 

•SiK  J.  FERGUSSON    (Manchester, 
N.£.)  said,  that  before  the  Debate  closed 
he  desired  to  draw  particular  attention  to 
one  subject  which  he  thought  ought  not 
to   pass   without   some   comment.     Her 
Majesty^s  Speech  proposed  for  the  cou- 
sidenUion  of  the  House  a  great  number 
of  topics.     There  were  six  paragraphs  in 
which  notice  was  given  of  the  introduction 
of  large  measures,  several  of  which  were 
Ukely  to  cause  very  prolonged  discussion. 
Indeed,    it   was  very  doubtful   whether 
■aor  of  them  would  come  before  Parlia- 
ment in  the  form  of  Bills,  and  still  more 
dnbtfal   whether  they  would  pass  into 
kw.    He   thought  that  when  a  subject 
«w  mentioned  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Tkrooe  which  deeply  touched  the  interests 
4  %  great  number  of  people,  and  created 
■  the  minds  of  those  whose   interests 
wi  attacked  a  sense  of  cruel  wrong,  it 
VM  most   uujust  that    such   a   subject 
4nld  be  submitted  in  successive  years 
tti  that    Parliament   should    have    no 
ifprtaoity  of  dealing  with  it.     He  rc- 
w«d  especially  at  that  moment  to  the 
■Maeement  that  a  measure  would  be 
"Hotfced  dealing  with  the  Established 
Chnh  in  Scotland  and  in  Wales.     Pre- 
httee  in  this  case  was  given  to   Wales, 
^  be  did  not  suppose  that  his  fellow- 
■Wi J  men  would  feel  any  great  auioinit 
if  jaloosy  at  the  fact.  He  had  no  doubt 
fa  cren  an  attack  on   the   Cliurch  in 
Viki  would  cause  a  great  deal  of  iucou- 
'•■Bee  to  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
liitvas  intolerable  that  an  Institution 
fcbrt  in  itself — so  ancient,  so  venerable, 
■iieiiseful  as  the  Church  of  Scotland — 
^Id  be  menaced  in  successive  years, 
IfMeatly  only  with  the  effect  and  in- 
WoQ  of  disturbing:    the  minds  of  the 
d  Meud  of  satisfying  pledges  that  hail 
■■  given.     It  was  well  understood  hist 
■■ioft  what  were  the  reasons  for  pro- 
WH  ^^6     Disestablishment     of     the 
^^H  ^^^  in  Scotland.      A  certain  number 
.'M  '  ^^^  ^^  ^  he  secured.     He  would 
^1  JH  My  there  were  30  pieces  of  silver, 
.:ft  h there  were  30  votes  or  more  to  begot 


by  selling  the  Church.  There  was  a 
certain  Party  to  be  conciliated  and  a 
certain  uuml)er  of  votes  to  be  procured 
for  Home  Rule  by  that  means.  The 
proposal  of  Disestablishment,  however, 
was  not  a  straightforward  one.  It  was 
a  means  of  delay  and  of  paralyzing  the 
operations  of  the  Church  in  the  parishes 
as  they  became  successively  vacant,  pre- 
paring it,  no  doubt,  for  extinction  in 
time  to  come,  and  in  the  meantime  merelv 
giving  it  a  deadly  wound.  The  proposal 
did  not  go  further  last  Session  than  its 
announcement,  and  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  Government  expecteil  to  go  any 
further  with  it  this  year.  At  all  events, 
they  had  notindicatedany  such  intention  ; 
but  he  could  tell  them  that  when  they 
gave  notice  of  any  Bill  ou  the  subject  it 
would  meet  with  determined  opposition  in 
its  initial  and  every  subsequent  stage. 
Such  a  measure  was  not  to  be  lightly  in- 
troduced on  the  ground  of  mere  political 
expediency  and  for  the  purpose  of  satis- 
fying a  certain  number  of  votes.  The 
right  lion.  Gentleman  the  Secretiiry  for 
War  said  "  No,  no  ! " 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannermax, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  beg  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman*s  pardon,  I  was  merely  speak- 
ing to  my  hon.  Friend  near  me. 

•Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  said,  that  pos- 
sibly the  right  hon.  Gcntleuian  was 
better  engaged  than  in  listening  to  him. 
But  he  would  never  accuse  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  of  such  a  motive.  Tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  a  Scotchman  him- 
self, and  he  knew  that  in  Scotland  there 
were  feelings  on  this  subject  as  strong  as 
he  had  described,  and  he  was  sure  that  if 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  wore  dealing 
with  the  subject  he  would  give  it  adequate 
consideration.  For  the  maintenance  of 
the  Scottish  Church  he  was  not  ashamed 
to  quote  the  old  argument  that  it  was  an 
integral  part  of  the  Treaty  of  Union.  It 
was  one  of  the  conditions  upon  which 
Scotland  surrendered  its  independent  Par- 
liament, and  he  was  quoting  the  opinion 
of  great  men  who  had  said  that  this  com- 
pact could  not  be  dissolved  without  the 
consent  of  the  parties  to  the  Treaty  of 
Union.  They  had  been  met  with  the 
argument,  which  was  hardly  worthy  of 
those  who  put  it  forward,  that  there  had 
been  an  expression  on  the  part  of  tiie 
Representatives  of  the  majority  of  the 
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BOARDOFAGRICi:i.Tm{E(VETEBIKARr 

DEPAKTMENT). 
Copy  preaenteJ, — of  Auuual  Rcporl  of 
the  Director  of   tlie  Veterinary  Depart- 
ment for  1893,  with  Appeutlix  [by  Com- 
matul]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

BOARD  OF  AOIUCULTURE  (LEAFLETS). 
Copy  preseuted, — of  Leaflets  issued 
by  the  Uoard  of  Agriculture  iu  the  year 
1S93  [hy  Commaud]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

LIGHTHOUSES,  ic.  (LOCAL  INSPEC- 
TIONS). 

Copy  presented, — of  Reports  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  by  the  Trinity  House  of 
Deptford  Strond,  the  CommiKBiouerB  of 
Northern  LiglithouBes,  anil  the  Com- 
missioners of  Irish  Lights,  of  their  iu- 
pectioiiB  of  local  lighthouses,  buoys,  and 
lieacoiiis  (ill  coutinnatiou  of  Parliamen- 
tary Paper,  No.  128,  of  Session  1893) 
[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

PIERS  AND  HAKBOURS  (PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS). 
Copy  presented, — of  Report  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  of  their  proceedings 
under  "The  General  Pier  and  Hftrbonr 
Act,  l«61,"  and  "  The  General  Pier  and 
Harbour  Act  (1861)  Amendment  Act " 
[by  Act]  ;  to  He  upoo  the  Table. 

BIRTHS,  DEATHS,  MARRIAGES,  AND 
VACCINATION   (SCOTLAND). 

Copy  presented, — of  the  Thirty-uiiith 
Anunal  Report  of  the  Registrar  General 
in  Scotland  for  the  year  1893 ;  and 
Twenty-ninth  Annual  Keport  on  Vaccina- 
tion [by  Commaud]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

UNIVERSITY  OF  BDIXBUIVIH. 

Copy  presenteil, — of  Annual  Statistical 

Report  liy  the   University  Court  of  the 

Uuivei-sily    of  Edinburgh    for  the  year 

1892-3  [by  Aet]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

BANK  OV  BRiTISH  COLUMBIA. 
Copy  presented, — of  Draft  of  a  Supple- 
mental Charter  for  the  Bank  of  British 
Columbia  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 


VIL        SERVICES      AND        REVENUE 
DEPARTMENTS     (SUPPLEMENTARY 
ESTIMATE,     189.1-4). 
Copy  presented, — of  Estimate  of  the 
ms  required  to  be  voted  for  the  Ser- 
vice of   the   year   ending   3lst    March, 
1894,  in  addition  to  the  sums  provided 
in  the  Estimates  prcseoted  in  the  current 
vear   [by  Commaud]  ;    to  lie  upon   th« 
Table,  and  to  be  printed.     [No.  4.] 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DB- 
TARTMBNTS  (ESTIMATES  I8M-0). 
Copy  presented, — of  Estimates  for 
Civil  tjerviceD  and  Revenue  Departments 
for  the  year  ending  Slst  March,  1895  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upou  (he  Table,  and 
to  be  printed.     [No.  3.] 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DE- 
PARTMENTS, 18d4-5  (MEMORANDUM 
ON  ESTIMATES). 

Copy  presented,- — of  Memorandum  of 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
relating  to  the  Civil  Services  tuii 
Revenue  Departments  Estimates,  189U 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

WOOLWICH  ARSENAL  (INJURY  PAY). 
Return  presented, — relative  thereto 
[ordered  13th  January,  1894 ;  Mr. 
fValter  M^Larek^  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT,  1884. 
Copy  presented, — of  Treasury  Minute,  - 
dated  22[id  February  1894,  declaring  that 
Willium  Mattey,  Royal  Gun  Factory, 
War  Office,  was  appointed  without  % 
Civil  Service  Certificate,  through  in-  . 
advertence  ol  the  part  of  the  Head  0^ ; 
his  Department  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  ^ 
the  Table. 

TKEASUKY    CHEST   FUND.  -^ 

Copy  presented, — of  Treasury  MinnU^f 
dated  2ttth  February,  1894,  redueing  tb*^ 
Balance  of   the    Treasury   Chest    Fuol^ 
from  £l',0J0,OCO  to  £70(),(XX)  [by  Actjl" 
to  lie  upon  tbe  Table. 

ECCLESIASTICAL    COMMISSION.      .  - 

Copy    presented, — of  Forty-sixth  Bi»    ■ 

port  of  the  CommissionerB  with  Appendia^ 

l_by  Cktmmaud]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table*     - 
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CHURCH  ESTATES  COMMISSION. 

Copy  presented,— of  Forty-third  Re- 
port from  the  Commissioners,  for  the 
year  preceding  Ist  March,  1894  [by 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

POLLING  DISTRICTS  (WARWICKSHIRE). 

Copy  presented, — of  Order  made  by 
the  County  Council  of  Warwickshire 
roQBtituting  a  new  Polling  District  in 
the  Northern  or  Tamiirorth  Division  of 
the  County  to  be  called  the  Olton 
Polling  District  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

.  ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

Ballottixg  for  Bills. 

Mr.    sexton    (Kerry,    N.)  :    Mr. 

Deputy    Speaker,  I   have  to   submit    a 

question    to    the    Government   upon   a 

utter  concerning  the  rights  of  Members 

aad  the  Business  of  the  House.     In  the 

«ovse  of  the  evening  I  tendered  to  the 

Clerk  Assistant  at  the  Table  a  Notice 

thowing  that  I  desired  my  name  should 

l<  included  to-morrow  in  the  Ballot  for 

the  introduction   of   Bills.     The    Clerk 

Isistaiit  informed  me  that  I  should  add  to 

■y  name  the  title  of  the  Bill  I  proposed 

toiotro<luce.     He  does  not  appear  to  be 

tive  of  the   unbroken  practice  of  the 

Haii«e,    almost   from   time   immemorial, 

vith  resrard  to  the  Bills  introduced  on 

tke  first  day  of  the  Session.     Several 

Members  put  down  their  names  for  the 

Bftllot,  but  they  do  not  state  the  title  of 

tkir  Bills  until  their  names  are  drawn 

ai  read   out    in    the    House.     Every 

Member  of  the  House  is  interested    in 

■we  than  one  Bill — he  would  be  of  very 

ivrow  sympathies  and  Intelligence  were 

il  otherwise — and    the    effect    of     the 

VtUed  rule   and  practice  of  the   House 

t-itkis:  that  if  a  Bill  in  which  an  hon. 

Maber  is  concerned  obtains  a  place,  his 

■■e  if  called,  and  he  could  give  notice 

^  iDOtber  Bill.     But  under   the   new 

Jjitem   and     the     somewhat    irregular 

Vumer  in  which  it  was  introduced  to- 

i|kt  many  Members  may  give  notice  of 

Ainme  Bill,  and  when  an  lion.  Member 

h  eilled  upon  and  fixes  a  day  for  the 

lieoDd  Reading  of  that  Bill,  all  the  other 

▼OLXXn.    f FOURTH    8ERIES.J 


Members  who  are  drawn  lose  their  days. 
That  is  a  fundamental  change  in'  the 
rights  of  Members  of  the  House.  That 
is  a  change  that  can  only  be  accomplished 
by  a  ruling  of  the  House.  The  matter 
has  already  been  considered  by  two 
Committees  of  the  House,  and  these 
Committees  held  that  the  procedure  with 
regard  to  the  introduction  of  Bills  could 
only  be  disposed  of  by  an  Order  of  the 
House  itself,  and  they  recommended  that 
the  matter  was  one  which  the  House 
only  should  deal  with.  I  believe  this 
proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Clerk 
Assistant  has  been  taken  in  pursuance  of 
a  proposal  or  a  scheme  put  forward  by 
Mr.  Speaker  upon  his  sole  authority. 
When  Mr.  Speaker  made  the  proposal  I 
respectfully  stated  that  the  alteration 
ought  to  be  made  by  a  vote  of  the  House 
itself,  and  pointed  out  to  him  that  under 
the  proposed  new  system  if  20  Members 
gave  notice  of  the  same  Bill  19  of  them 
would  find  when  their  names  were  called 
that  they  had  lost  their  chance  at  the 
Ballot.  The  action  of  the  Assistant 
Clerk  would  have  the  effect  uf  depriving 
us  of  the  chance  of  the  Ballot  this  year. 
Many  of  my  hon.  Friends  near  me 
handed  in  Notices  at  the  Table  to-night, 
but  the  Assistant  Clerk  returned  some  of 
them  and  said  that  he  w^ould  give  the 
others  to  some  servants  of  the  House  to 
be  disposed  of  in  some  other  manner. 

•Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER  :  Order, 
order !  It  is  now  12  o'clock,  and  the 
Motion  has  lapsed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  T,  E,  Ellis.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  : 
On  a  point  of  Order,  Mr.  Deputy 
Speaker,  do  I  understand  that  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry  is  out  of 
Order  ? 
*Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  No; 
but  when  it  is  12  o'clock  it  is  my  duty 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment  lapses.  Since  12  o'clock 
this  Motion  has  been  made  again,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  now  in  Order. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  ask.  Sir, 
in  virtue  of  what  authority  has  this 
change  been  made  ?  There  are  Standing 
Orders   concerning   the   introduction  of 
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Bills.     If  tbe  StaDdiDg  Orders  are  not 

adequate  let  tbem  be  altered  by  a  vote 

of    the    House.     Tbe    powers    of    Mr. 

Speaker  are  already  large  enough,  aud  I, 

for  one,  shall  not  consent  that  the  rights 

of    Members    shall    be    altered    in    the 

manner  proposed.     The  only  information 

I  was  able  to  obtain  on  the  matter  is 

contained   in    a    Blue   Paper   which   is 

available  in  the  Vote  Office.     It  states — 

*' Ballot  for  the  introduction  of  Bills.  Mr. 
Speaker  proposes  to  save  the  time  of  the 
Honse," 

and  then  follows  a  description  of  his 
scheme.  It  is  clear  that  the  whole 
scheme  on  which  the  Clerks  are  pro- 
ceeding is  the  scheme  of  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  protest  against  any  alteration  in  the 
procedure  or  any  limitation  of  the  rights 
of  Members  of  the  House  at  the  pleasure 
or  at  the  suggestion  of  any  functionary, 
however  high  or  capable  he  may  be, 
and  I  acknowledge  at  once  tbe 
capability  of  Mr.  Speaker.  I  hold, 
and  I  think  my  hon.  Friends  will  hold, 
that  any  Bill  proceeded  with  in  this 
House,  not  in  virtue  of  a  Standing  Order, 
but  in  virtue  of  a  suggestion  or  proposal 
of  Mr.  Speaker,  is  an  invalid  Bill.  We 
shall  take  occasion  to  press  that  view  on 
the  House,  and  we  shall  take  occasion  to 
invite  the  opinion  of  the  House  that 
Mr.  Speaker  is  not  entitled  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  Members  in  this  way. 
That  can  only  be  done  by  a  vote  of  the 
House.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Leader  of  the 
House  whether  thp  Government  have 
sanctioned  this  proceeding,  aud  in  what 
mode  they  intend  to  submit  the  action  of 
Mr.  Speaker  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  am  sure 
that  the  House  will  not  desire  this 
question  to  be  decided  in  the  absence  of 
Mr.  Speaker,  whose  indisposition  we  all 
regret.  So  far  as  my  own  knowledge  of 
this  matter  goes,  it  is  very  limited.  I 
remember  a  question  being  put  to 
Mr.  Speaker  in  the  House  on  the  subject, 
and  it  was  put  on  the  ground  of  the 
convenience  of  the  House.  I  did  not 
understand  Mr.  Speaker  to  lay  down  any 
new  Rule  upon  the  subject  at  all.  Some 
observations  were  made  about  the  prac- 
tice which  has  grown  up,  about  which 
theru  is  a  variety  of  opinion — that  is  to 
say,  a  combination  of  a  number  of  gentle- 
man who  desire  to  obtain  precedence  for 
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particular  Bills.  I  confess  that  I  have 
never  objected  to  that  practice,  because 
it  secures  Bills  in  which  a  large  number 
of  hou.  Members  are  interested  being 
introduced.  For  present  purposes,  how- 
ever, the  only  question  seems  to  me  to  be 
to  inquire  what  is  the  lawful  practice 
according  to  the  established  Rules,  and 
that  we  cannot  properly  do  in  the  absence 
of  Mr.  Speaker.  I  am  satisfied  that 
Mr.  Speaker  will  tell  us  on  his  return 
that  he  had  no  desire  to  alter  the  Rules 
of  the  House  except  at  the  expressed 
wish  of  the  House.  As  to  whether  the 
alteration  is  within  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  I  do  not  venture  an  opinion. 
Certainly  my  own  view  would  be  Id 
accordance  with  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite.  In  the  old  days,  perhaps, 
combinations  among  Members  did  not 
exist,  but  I  fail  to  see  how  the  existence 
of  such  combinations  could  alter  the  law 
on  the  subject.  Undoubtedly  up  to  now 
an  hon.  Member  was  not  called  upon  to 
name  his  Bill  until  he  had  ballotted* 
On  the  whole,  however,  I  think  thftt 
hon.  Members  will  agree  with  me  that  it 
will  be  better  to  wait  until  the  return  .of 
Mr.  Speaker  before  we  proceed  to  discuSB 
the  matter  further. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  think  the    . 
advice  that  has  been  given  to  the  House    \ 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader    \ 
of  the  House,  that  we  should  wait  until    : 
the   return  of  Mr.   Speaker,  before  dis-    ". 
cussing  this  question  further,  is  wise  and    \ 
sound.     We   can   hardly   decide   in   the    ' 
absence  of  Mr.  Speaker  what  would  be    r 
the  proper  course  to  be  taken  with  regard    ' 
to   a   modification   of  the  Rules  of  the    ~ 
House.      I  may  say,  however,  that  this    t 
matter  was  brought  under  the  attention   t 
of   Mr.    Speaker  on  a  former  occasion*   - 
No  doubt  great  inconvenience  and  waste  ^ 
of  time  prevailed  under  the  old  system  of 
ballotting,  and  it  was  suggested  that  thtf 
ballotting  should  take  place  in  a  Conf-i- 
mittee  Room  upstairs.    The  hon.  MenH 
her  for  Kerry  at  the  time  pointed  oa^ 
that  if  this  plan  were  carried  into  eflPedl^ 
the  result  would  be  that  the  combinatioili^ 
of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  spokeda 
would    be    impossible.      Mr.   Speakettt^ 
reply  was  that  that  practice  was  not  ftfaiC: 
accordance  with  the  ancient  usages  of  ttbfiri 
House.  ''*-   ^ 

Mr.  SEXTON:   I   also  pointed  M|;3 
that,  apart  from  the  combination,  if  i  ^ 
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hon.  Member  put  do  wo  his  name  for  a 
particular  Bill,  and  if  another  Member, 
who  put  down  that  Bill  also  was  first 
called,  the  second  Member  would  find 
that  his  daj  would  be  lost. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I   had  for- 
gotten    that   the   hon.   Gentleman    had 
made  that  additional  point,  but  I  am  sure 
he  will  agree   that   his    objection  was 
based   substantially  on  the  ground  that 
the  proposed  alteration  would    prevent 
those  combinations  which  we  have  known 
daring  the  last  few  years.     Mr.  Speaker 
remarked   that   the  practice  which   the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Kerry  said  would 
be  imperilled    was    not    a   practice    in 
accordance  with   the  ancient   usages  of 
lUs  House.      When  the  Leader  of  the 
HoDse  holds  that  there  is  much  to  be 
■id  in  favour  of  a  plan  which  gives  pre- 
cedence to  Bills  in  which  a  large  number 
o(  Members  are  interested,  the  question 
iriMs  whether  that  which  is  so  held  to 
be  desirable  is  attained  in  the  best  way 
W  these  loose  methods  of  organisation 
viiieh  give  an  advantage  to  those  who 
ire  organised  as  against  those  who  are 
]iot  eo  organised.      That   is   a    matter 
vhich  can  be  debated  if  it  comes  up  for 
iiKiBsion.      But  it  would  be  better  to 
Wer  the  discussion  till   we   have   Mr. 
Spmker  in  the  Chair.      The  sole  object 
lir.  Speaker   has    in  view    is  the  con- 
Tttieoce  of  the  House,  and  he  can  have 
lodwre  to  run  counter  to  the  traditions 
viuek  have  hitherto  regulated  our  pro- 
cndiags. 

Ml  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  hoped 

tlie  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member 

for  Manchester  was  not  going  to  include 

At  Irish  Party  in  those  ^'  cruel  orgauisa- 

tioBs'*  which  had  been   referred   to   in 

mother  place.      He  very  much  regretted 

tk  cause  of  Mr.  Speaker^s  absence,  but 

viih  very  great  respect  to  him  he  would 

•ibiiit    that    this    was   a   matter   with 

vitieh  Mr.  Speaker  had    nothing  what- 

cw  to  do.       Mr.  Speaker  had  no  more 

ttkhority  to  alter  the  law  of  Parliament 

tfau  the  humblest  Member  who  sat  in  it. 

h  1886  he  made  a  proposal  in  conuec- 

te  with  the  introduction  of  Bills   that 

Ai  practice  of  calling  a  Member  before 

^  Bar  of  the  House,  and  the  Member 

vilkiDg,  bowing,  up   the   floor   of   the 

Bfime,  should  be  abolished,  and  he  was 

M  ihat  that  pcactice  could  not  be  dis- 

$;■  I^omI  with  without  a  Standing  Order. 


..^ 


If  they  could  not  dispense  with  bowing 
and  scraping  without  a  Standing  Order, 
how  could  they  abrogate  the   rights  of 
Members,  which  was    practically   what 
the  new  Rule  would  do  ?       The  right 
hon.    Gentleman    the     Leader    of     the 
House  had  suggested  that  they   should 
wait  for  the  return  of  Mr.  Speaker,  which 
he  hoped  would  be  speedy.       He  would 
agree  to  that  if  the  Ballot  was  postponed 
in  the  meantime.     He  would  say  for  him- 
self that,  in  his  judgment,  whenever  the 
Liberal  Party  were  in  Office  there  was 
a  constant  tendency  of  officials  to  make 
proposals  affecting  Irish  Members  which 
they  would  not  dare  to  make  when  the 
Tories  were  in  power.     The  officials  re- 
lied upon  their  acquiescence  or  silence, 
or   something   of  that   kind    when    the 
Liberals  were  in  Office,  but   when  the 
Tories     were     in     Office     they     never 
attempted  it.   This  was  a  question  which 
affected  the  Irish  Members   in   a   most 
vital    degreev      They  were   only  80   at 
most,  while   the    other    Parties   in   the 
House  were  each  about  300  strong.       It 
was  hinted  that  they  were  highly  orga- 
nised. Was  it  their  fault  that  if  the  other 
Parties  in  the  House,  who  had  a  Govern- 
ment of  their  own  countrymen,  and  were 
present  on  the  spot  in  their  own  land, 
and   were  rich  and  well  equipped,  were 
badly  organised  that  the  Irish  Party  were 
to  he  denied  the  use  of  the  only  method 
by  which  through   10  or   15   years  they 
had  advanced  their  cause  ?       The  pro- 
posal was  put  forward,  forsooth,  to  save 
the  time  of  the  House.       Nobody  was 
more  anxious  to  save  the  time   of  the 
House  than  he  was,  and   he  was  willing 
to  admit  that  the  system  of  having  the 
Ballot  in   the  House  might  perhaps  be 
altered  ;    but  he  would  submit  that  no 
more  loose  or  irregular  way  of  altering 
the   law  of  Parliament   had  ever    been 
attempted  than  the  way  that   was  taken 
in  the  present  instance.      The  document 
setting  forth  the  change  was  not  even 
signed  by  Mr.  Speaker.       It  said  that 
"  Mr.  Speaker  proposes."      Mr.  Speaker 
had  no  power  of  proposal,  and  be  was 
quite  sure  that  if  Mr.  Speaker,  who  had 
so  often  extended  his  protection  to  Irish 
Members,    knew   how   strong  a   feeling 
was    created  by  the  matter,  he  would 
be     the     last     person     in     the     world 
to     enforce     it     in     that     way.         It 
might  do  to  give  Mr.   Speaker  power 
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to  make  a  change  where  all  Parties 
Acquiesced ;  but  if  there  was  anj  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal,  and  Mr.  Speaker 
was  allowed  to  make  the  change,  it 
would  be  reducing  him  to  the  position 
9f  the  American  Speaker,  who  was 
merely  a  member  of  a  Party  organisa- 
tion, which  it  was  most  undesirable  he 
should  be.  He  felt  glad  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  on  his  first 
night  as  Leader  of  the  House  had  thrown 
out  amicable  proposals.  His  hon.  Friends 
would  never  have  taken  up  the  time  of 
the  House  if  they  had  been  received  in  a 
proper  spirit ;  but  they  were  told  by  the 
Clerks  at  the  Table  tiiat  their  notices 
were  waste  paper,  and  that  they  would 
be  given  to  the  servants  of  the  House. 
That  was  not  the  way  to  treat  a  body  of 
80  men,  and  their  protest  was  made  in  a 
respectful,  formal,  and  Parliamentary 
manner.  It  had  been  so  received  by  the 
Government,  and  he  was  sure  that  had 
Mr.  Speaker  been  in  the  Chair  he  would 
have  been  the  first  to  recognise  this.  He 
thanked  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  for  the 
opportunity  he  had  afforded  them  to 
debate  this  matter,  and  he  was  sure  that 
a  chaugc  could  be  made  which  would 
accommodate  the  general  views  prevailing 
in  that  and  every  quarter  of  the  House. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  they  ought  to  have  it  made  quite 
clear  whether  the  Ballot  was  to  be  post- 
poned or  not. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Unquestion- 
ably the  arrangement  suggested  was  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House,  but  it  has 
given  rise  to  some  misunderstanding.  Of 
course,  the  taking  of  the  Ballot  outside 
the  House  is  a  departure  from  the  Rules  ; 
but  it  is  acquiesced  in  for  convenience, 
and  with  no  intention  on  the  part  of  any- 
one to  deprive  any  Member  of  the  rights 
he  possesses.  The  only  solution  I  can 
see  is  to  revert  to  the  Ballot  in  the  House, 
and  to  abandon  this  particular  method 
against  which  complaint  has  been  made. 
I  will  therefore  suggest  that  it  might 
be  better  to  take  the  Ballot  on  Thursday. 
I  believe  that  this  will  remove  the  diffi- 
culty, though  I  should  have  preferred  to 
see  Mr.  Speaker  present,  in  order  that  he 
might  render  the  House  his  assistance. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  ask  the 
Government  to  take  into  consideration 
the  fact  that  a  large  number  of  my  hon. 
FrJODds  have  gone  home.     I  think  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  should  at  least 
give  ample  notice  to  all  those  who  are 
concerned,  so  that  those  hon.  Members 
who  have  accepted  the  procedure  pro- 
vided by  Mr.  Speaker  should  not  find 
themselves  aggrieved. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  that 
the  best  way  would  be  for  the  subject  to 
be  mentioned  again  before  Public  Busi- 
ness to-morrow,  when  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  question.  It  will  be  necessary  to 
propose  a  Motion  to  this  effect : — 

"  That  no  Notice  for  Leave  to  bring  in  Bills 
shall  be  handed  in  before  Thursday  next," 

because  otherwise  the  ancient  right  of 
Members  to  move  Notices  of  Bills  would 
arise  to-morrow,  and  cut  out  any  people 
who  wer6  not  in  the  House. 

Mr.DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  asked 
whether  the  Notices  already  handed  in 
had  been  rejected  ? 

•Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER  :  They 
were  rejected,  but  I  understand  that  they 
were  kept. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Mine  was  not  kept; 
it  was  given  back  to  me. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  :  Mine 
was  not  kept,  because  it  was  rejected  at 
the  Table. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Ballot 
took  place  outside  the  House  subject  to 
the  new  Rule,  but  the  whole  matter  can 
come  up  on  the  Notice  of  Motion  to- 
morrow, and  be  discussed.  I  may  also 
take  occasion  to  say  that  I  will  propose 
a  Motion  to  suspend  the  Twelve  o'CIock 
Rule  to-morrow  night  in  the  hope  that, 
if  the  House  is  so  disposed,  it  may  finish 
the  Debate  on  the  Address. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid.)  said, 
he  had  handed  in  a  Notice  at  the  Table 
of  a  Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Labourers  (Ireland)  Act  with  regard  to 
allotments,  a  matter  which  he  had  been 
prosecuting  for  a  couple  of  years.  He 
had  handed  in  that  Notice  in  the  usual 
form  ;  but  he  was  told  that  it  was  abso* 
lutely  out  of  Order,  and  that  he  would 
have  to  go  out  and  alter  it  before  ii 
could  be  accepted  at  the  Table.  Ha 
should  say  that  he  never  felt  so  insulted 
in  all  his  life. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  accordingly  at  halt 

after  Twelve  o*clool^ 
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O  U S  E     OF     LORDS, 
Fuesday^  13th  March  1894. 


OLD   CONdOLIDATION    BILL  [lI.L.]. 

to  ooDiolidate  the  Copyhold  Acta— pre- 
JheLoni  Chancel  lor)  ;  r^  lV(Nn.  2.) 

ME   COURT    UF   JUUICITI'I.'F  (|»KOt. 

CEDURE)  bill  [.uTl;]. 

to  ameud  the  SuafcmoXouri  of  Judiea- 
•u— preaentefl  (fhe  Lord  Chniicultor)  ; 
(No.  X) 

TEB   SESSIONS     (MIDSl'M.Vt  Kit)    iiiLL 

[h.l.]. 

for  amendin}^  the  Jjaw  with  renpect  to 
me  for  holding  Midmininier  Quarter 
s  —  presented  (The  Lonl  Chancellor)  ; 
.  (No.  4.) 

BUSINESS  OF  TIIK  HOUSE. 
E  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
r  AVD  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
COLTNCIL  (The  Earl  of  RosE- 
I :  My  Lorils,  I  promiHCMl  to  say  u 
about  the  course  of  Public  Business 
eveniDg.  I  uuderstand  that  for 
te  Bill  purposes  it  is  necessary  that 
[ouse  sliould  meet  on  Thursday. 
I  think  we  inif^ht  meet  attain  on 
iy,  aud  theu  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
a  statement  as  to  the  Easter  Holi- 


ase  adjoume<l  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 

to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 
For    Cambridgeshire     (Northern     or 
Wisbech   Division),  v.  The  Hon.  Arthur 
George  Brand,   Treasurer  of   Her   Ma- 
jesty's Household. 

Hawick  District  of  Burghs,  v. 
Thomas  Shaw,  esquire,  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland.— (J/r.  T,  E.  Ellis.) 

QUESTIONS. 


•  \^   >^  "y^  \.y  "K^ 


L'SE      OF     COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  13lh  March  1894. 


P».  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 
e   IIou.sc  bein*^   met,  the   Clerk  at 
able  informed  the  House  of  the  un- 
able absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 
e    continuance    of     his    indisposi- 

^Vhereupon  Mr.  Mellor,  the  Chiiir- 
of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded 
le  Table,  and  after  Prayers,  took 
Chair  as  Deputy  Speaker,  pur- 
>  to  the  StaDding  Order. 

3L.  XXII.  [foubtu  series.] 


RAILWAY  RATES  RILL. 

Sir  J.  W^HITEHEAD  (Leicester): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Presideut  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  it  is  his  intention,  and, 
if  so,  when,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural and  trading  classes  so  far  as  it  is 
affected  by  the  imposition  of  unreason- 
able railway  rates  and  charges  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  A  Bill  to  carry  into  effect 
the  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Railway  Rates  and  Charges 
has  been  prepared,  ami  no  time  will  be 
lost  in  introducing  it. 

POST    OFFICE    EXPRESS    MESSENGER 

SERVICE. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  the  Post  Office  Express 
Messenger  Service  pays  its  expenses  or 
is  conducted  at  a  loss ;  whether  he  can 
give  the  statistics  of  the  amount  received 
for  messages  for  one  year  ;  and  whether 
he  can  approximately  estimate  the  amount 
expended  in  wages  for  messengers  and 
printing  for  the  Service  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  Morlev,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  I 
regret  I  am  unal)le  to  supply  the  hon. 
Member  with  the  infonnation  he  desires, 
as  the  Post  Office  Express  Delivery 
Service  is  conducted  by  the  ordinary 
staff  at  the  disposal  of  the  Department 
who  are  (loncurrently  employed  on  other 
work.  I  am  informed,  however,  that 
there  is  good  reason  to  believe  tliat  the 
charges  made  to  the  public  cover  the 
expense  of  the  Service.  I  am  not  able 
to  sav  what  the  ailditional  cost  has  been 
for  printing  for  this  particular  purpose, 
as  it  is  included  in  the  general  Vote  for 
stationery,  but  it  would  be  tteare^iV>f 
apprec/abie. 

G 
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Mk.  MUNDELLA:   I  am  unable  to 
swer  that  questiou  witlioiit  notice. 


THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 
IRIHH  LAND  ACTS. 

Mk.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Cbief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieuteuant  of  Ireland  when  he  pro- 
poses to  uomiuate  the  Select  Committee 
to  iuqnire  iDto  tbe  workiug  of  the  Irieh 
Land  Acts  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  New- 
castle-upoii-Tyiie)  :  I  hope  to  lay  the 
names  ou  the  Table  either  to-morrow  or 
Thursday. 


MERCANTILE    MARINE  EXPENDITURE. 
Mr.      GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 
Regis)  :    I    beg   to    ask    the    Presideut 
of      the     Board      of      Trade      whether 
he     can     stnlo     in     what     portion     of 
the      Estimates,       and       under 
bead,    the     expenditure   for    lightli 
mainteuaoce,  mercantile  marine    offices, 
casualty    returns,   chaiu    cables,    saving 
life,  relief  of  distressed  seamen  abroad, 
boiler  explosions,  pensione,  and  interest, 
which    amounted   together   in    the   year 
ending  Slst  March,    1S93,  to  £637,034, 
will  be  shown  ;  by  whul  clause,  if  any,  of 
the  Appropriation  Act  thi     _    " 
this  sum  to  these  Services  is  sanctioned 
and    if   these    items  of  expenditure  ar< 
nowhere  showu  in  the  Estimates,  whether 
he   proposes    in  any,  and, 
manner    to  submit  the  details  of 

involving   so  large   an    expenditure   of    i  i;;fo,^^\|,e  b, 
public    money    to    the   control    of    thi- 


ol L  FUEL. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  his  atteuiiou  has  been  called  to 
the  statement  in  The  Daily  Telegraph 
of  22nd  February,  that  the  British 
steamer  Baku  Standard  had  arrived  at 
Philadelphia  after  having  crossed  the 
Atlantic  propelled  by  steam  generated 
from  oil  fuel  alone  ;  whether  any  expori- 
meuts  are  now  beiuf;  carried  out  with  a 
view  to  ascertaining  the  adaptability  of 
oil  fuel  to  Her  Majesty's  ships  ;  and 
whether  he  can  now  state  what  conclu- 
sion the  Admiralty  have  arrived  at  with 
regard  to  the  use  of  this  fuel  F 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kir-SlILTTLEWOETH, 

Lancashire,  Clitberoe)  :  Nothing  is 
known  at  the  Admiralty  of  the  state- 
ment to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers.  No  experiments  with  oil  fuel 
are  now  going  od  in  Her  Majesty's  shipfl; 
nor  have  any  new  conclusions  been 
arrived  at  by  the  Admiralty  on  the  sub- 
ject   since    my    answers    to    the    boa. 


,.  ,1     It";!.       BJIITID       Illy        auDwvifl        w 

.ppliol.ouol  I  'Momber'.nre.iou.,ue.tiou.. 
,.  mctioned:,      mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES:   Delta 
right  hon.  Baronet  propose  t«  iiitroduoA 


Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  ; 
iber  ou  the  I  lib 

_,     ._  , ^£  Septeml>er  that  oil  fuel  had  frequentlj 

*"'*^  been  experimented  with,  both  in  foreiga 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  These  expenses    countries  And  at  home,  and  that  tbe  Ad- 


closely 


tchiug     tbo 
Wh>t 


come  out  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fui 
the  greater    portion    of    which    is  not    results. 
voted,  and  therefore  does  not  appear  i: 
the  Estimates.      The  portion  which    i 
voted  (£50,0(K)  last  year)  is  included   i 
the  Estimates  under  Mercaittile   Marin 
Fund  (Grant  in  Aid)  Class  II.,  Vote  17,  ! 
and  the  application  of  this  sum  is  sanc- 
tioned by  Clause  11 1  of  the  Appropria- 
tion Act.     The  whole  of  the  expend iture 
out  of  the  Mercantile    Marine    Fund   is  ^ 
reported    ou    by    the    Comptroller    and  |  the  MADRAS  AND  BOMBAY  COMMAND*. 


GIBSON    BOWLES  : 
conclusion  has  been  arrived  at  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
I  No    new    conclusions     have    been    »T- 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :    No  con- 
clusion at  all  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 


Appropriatif 

j  presented  to  Farlia- 

isinvolved 


Auditor  General 

Account  which    i 

meut,  so  that  details  of  the  it 

in    the    expenditure    referred    to    come 

before  Parliament. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Will  it  he 
competent  for  us  to  discnss  this  cxpen- 
(liture  on  any  Vote  whatsoever  ? 


SiK  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  For«» 
of  Dean)  :  I  beg  to  ai>k  the  Secretary 
of  Slate  for  India  whether  the  Hom« 
Govcrnmout  have  declined  to  sanctiaiK 
the  proposals  of  the  Government  of  IndE^ 
consequent  upon  the  passing  of  tt>^ 
Madras  and  Bombay  Commands  Aft^w 
such  for  example  as  those  for  pise 
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for  Scotland. 


Bnrina  noder  Beogal,  rstber  than  leaving  '  view  of  the  promise  by  tlie  Chanoellor 
ii  under  the  officer  commaiidiiig  ttt '  of  tlie  t}\uliequer  of  iiii  early  discuasiou 
lfadra»,  aad    tor  placing  Qiietta  under    upon    Uganda,  wheu  tiie  Report  by  the 


ihe  ComiDBuder  of  tlio  Puujn)) 
instead  of  under  tlie  Coinnia[uli:r  at 
Bombay  ?  lu  puttiug  the  <{uet«tioii  may 
I  congratulate  my  right  bon.  Friend  on 
bitappoiutmeDt  as  a  Secretary  of  State. 
•The  secretary  of  STATK  kok 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleu,  Wolvor- 
twmptoD,  E.) :  Tlie  Secretary  of  Slate 
in  Counuil  declined  to  eatictiou  the  most 
leceat  proposal  of  the  Government  of 
India  on  certain  points ;  but  an  thin 
mttter  u  at  the  prcitent  moracot  the  siib- 
)Kt  of  correspondence  with  the  (.ioveru- 
■«nt  of  India  I  do  not  consider  it 
■dviMble  in  the  pnbltc  interest  to  make 
uj  statement  on  the  »nbject. 

FRAUDS  IN  THE  MEAT  TRADE. 

Mb.    BUCHANAN    (Aberdeenshire, 

Si) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 

Boud  of    Agriculture   whether  he   Ems 

iKcived  Memorials  from  the  Ythaii^ide 

FiroMrs    Club    and   other    Agricnltuml 

Sneieties  on  the  north  cast  of  Scotland 

viih  regard  to  the  sale  of  foreigu  meat : 

ud  whether  he  will  be  able,  by  Icgiitla- 

lioD  or  otherwise,  to  prevent  the  fraudii- 

kit  prmctices  that  at  pre:<ent  prevail  and 

WW  ItMS  to  agricnlturiiits  ? 

The  PRESIDP:XT  or  toe  BOARD 

w  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.H.GAiu.?tEK, 

I«M,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  have  received 

kUemorials  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 

Rfot,  and  have  communicated  copies  of 

ka  to  my  right  hon.  Friend   the  Pru- 

i       Urn  ftf  the  Board  of  Trade,  by   whom 

1      lb  utter  mujit  ueco»r<arily  be  considered, 

I      lil  vithonc  whose  concurrence  it  wonid 

I      Whe  possible  for  me  to  make  uuy  prn- 

I      }mlt  on  the  subject.      With  regard  to 

I      fcinoud  question  of  my  hon.   Friend, 

I     IcuDol  at  preseat  add  anything  to  what 

■jngiithon.  Friend  and  myself  have 

nmillT  said   in   reply   to  the    previous 

tMHiun«  which  have  been  addressed  to 

f:  bat  I  may  perhupa  say  that  what  1 

4n  stated  a:*  to  the  sufnciency  of  the 

KiitiDg  law  to  preveut  malpractices  Iuih 

^  eorroborateil     by    the     importiint 

•■aTKtiouK  which    have   recently  ttikfii 

fltt  uader  the  Uendiandise  Marks  Acts. 

UOAXDA. 
Siif.I.  FERGUSSON   (Munchcslcr. 
^•E.):  1  lieg  tn  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
^  rf    State  for   Foreign   Affairs,    in 


vill  be  presented 
UNUEH    SECRETARY 


iate  Sir  'Gerald  Po 
to  Parlia 

The 

STATE  KOK  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  GitEV,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  It  has  been  intended  to  lay  this 
Report  on  the  Table  Itcfore  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  was  taken.  I  am 
afraid  this  will  hardly  be  possible  now  ; 
but,  as  the  Cliancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  stated,  an  opportunity  will  be  given 
for  discussing  the  decision  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  rcgaril  to  Uganda  soon 
after  Kaeter,  and  tlic  Report  of  Sir  G. 
Portal  will  be  distributed  before  that 
takes  place. 

HAMILTON  BRIGADE  DEPOt. 
Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
there  is  a  double  brigade  depot  at 
Hamilton,  wiicre  the  barrack  accommoda- 
tion is  understood  to  be  unsatisfactory, 
he  can  sec  his  way  to  transfer  these 
depots,  or  at  least  one  of  these  dop6ts, 
t<)  Lanark  ? 
•The  secretary  of  STATE 
roK  WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Basser- 
MAN,  Stirling,  &c.)  :  The  liarracka  at 
Hamilton  were  arntngeil  for  the  accom- 
modation of  a  double  brigade  depot  at 
considerable  expense,  in  connection  with 
the  localisation  scheme  of  1872.  *  They 
meet  militiiry  reqnirements.  The  Militia 
liarracks  at  Lanark  are  not  suitable  for 
occupation  by  a  regimental  dc[K*>t,  and  to 
mukc  them  so  would  involve  heavy 
expenditure.  Under  the  circumstances, 
the  change  referred  to  in  the  question  is 
'  not  contemplated. 

I  PAROCKIAI,  GItANTfl  FOR  SCOTLAND. 
Mh.  HOZIER  :  I  bog  to  ask  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  with  reference 
I  to  his  answer  of  the  :JUtli  March,  1893, 
whether  the  Piirochial  Boards  of  Scot- 
.'  land  will  receive  the  Equivalent  Grant 
for  )89;t-l  litfore  the  14th  May,  1894  'f 

The  secretary  kou  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  v..  TiiEVELYAN.  Glasgow, 
liridgclon)  :  I  am  glad  to  inform  the 
bon.  Mi'mbcJ-  that  the  conrribniion  he 
refers  to  will  be  paid  over  to  l\\e 
rarochiiil  Iioan\a  by  the  14tli  Mu^'  ac:t.t.. 
G  Z 
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TRALEE  AND  DINGLE  RAILWAY. 
Sir  T.  ESMONDE  (Kerry,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  recent  statement 
of  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien,  at  the  County 
Kert-y  Spring  Assizes,  in  which  he 
stated,  with  reference  to  the  Tralee  and 
Dingle  Railway,  and  in  connection  with 
the  taxation  which  it  has  brought  upon 
the  guaranteeing  baronies,  that  it  was 
his  strong  opinion  that  the  County 
Kerry  ratepayers  were  not  responsible 
for  what  has  caused  this  rate — namelv, 
the  Camp  Bridge  accident ;  that  it  was 
quite  clear  that  either  from  defective 
inspection  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  or 
from  want  of  proper  vigilance  in  the 
supervision  of  the  construction  of  the 
line,  the  great  loss  {i.e.  the  Camp  Bridge 
accident)  had  fallen  upon  the  county ; 
that  it  was  certainly  a  terrible  thing  to 
think  of  the  great  burden  this  rate  had 
cast  upon  the  barony  through  which  this 
railway  passes,  to  be  levied  upon  the 
humblest  class  of  persons  engaged  in 
agricultural  pursuits  in  this  county  ;  and 
that,  if  a  change  is  to  be  made  in  this 
railway,  it  has  occurred  to  him  to 
suggest  that  certainly  the  damages,  which 
are  the  subject  of  this  presentment,  might 
reasonably  be  met  by  the  Government ; 
if  the  Chief  Secretary  is  aware  that  the 
district  through  which  this  railway  runs 
is  scheduled  as  a  *'  congested  district ; '' 
and  whether,  in  view  ot  the  exceptional 
nature  of  the  case,  he  will  advise  the 
Treasury  to  grant  a  loan  of  £5,000  to 
the  County  Kerry  Grand  Jury,  repay- 
able in  half-yearly  instalments,  to  meet 
the  charge  for  the  damages  of  the  Camp 
Bridge  accident,  and  which  must  other- 
wise be  levied  in  a  tax  of  os.  in  the  £1 
upon  one  of  the  poorest  communities  in 
the  whole  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.MORLEY  :  I  am  advised  that 
the  County  Kerry  Grand  Jury  have  no 
power  to  borrow,  nor  the  Treasury  to 
lend,  money  for  the  pur|K)se  in  question. 
I,  however,  fully  sympathise  with  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district,  an  admittedly 
poor  one,  on  whom  an  unexpected  burden 
has  been  thrown  thiough  the  railway 
accident  referred  to,  and  1  will  com- 
municate with  the  hou.  Baronet  for  cer- 
tain particulars,  with  a  view  to  further 
considering  wliether  any  action  is 
pmeticstble  to  lighten  that  burden. 

Sir  G.  Trevelyan 


THE  EXPEDITION  AGAINST  THE 

SOFAS. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  in  reference  to  the  recent  ex- 
pedition against  the  Sofas,  whether  the 
Colonial  Office  in  November  last  had 
information  not  possessed  by  the  Go- 
venior  when  he  judged  it  sufficient  to 
send  a  pacific  mission  of  inquiry  ;  if  so, 
whether  this  information  can  be  com- 
municated to  the  House,  or  was  there 
any  other  reason  for  over-ruling  the 
decision  of  the  Governor  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
My  hon.  Friend's  inquiry  was  practically 
answered  by  me  on  February  16  in  reply 
to  a  question  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South-East  Lancashire,  and 
I  must  refer  him  to  that  answer.  I  can 
only  add  that,  while  allowance  is  made 
for  the  fact  that  the  Governor  had  but 
recently  returned  to  the  colony  after 
leave  of  absence,  he  did  not  appear  to 
fully  appreciate  the  facts  of  the  case. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  satis- 
fied as  to  the  atrocities  committe<l  by  the 
Sofas  and  the  necessity  of  their  prompt 
punishment — an  opinion  which  has  been 
amply  justified  by  the  facts  reported  in 
the  published  Despatches  of  the  gallant 
officer  commanding  the  expedition,  whose 
subsequent  death,  owing  to  the  hardships 
of  the  campaign,  is  greatly  deplored  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

TRAWLING  OFF  STROMNESS. 
Sir  L.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shet- 
land)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
a  recent  case  of  trawling  near  Stromness, 
in  Orkney,  in  which  the  trawler  Ceylon 
of  Grimsby,  Blackburn  master,  was  seen 
by  several  witnesses  trawling  within  the 
three  mile  limit  on  the  26th  of  December 
last ;  whether  it  is  true  that  a  prosecu- 
tion was  instituted  and  Blackburn  cited 
to  appear  in  Aberdeen,  but  that  he  was 
liberated  without  caution,  and  that  since 
then  the  prosecution  has  been  abandoned 
by  advice  of  Crown  Counsel  ;  whether  it 
is  true  that  in  the  same  case  Blackburn 
was  cited  to  appear  at  Kirkwall  for  not 
showing  lights  on  his  vessel  when  moving 
in  inland  waters,  and  whether  the  prose- 
cution in  this  case  was  not  also  with*" 
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ilrawD  ;  and  for  what  reasons  did  the 
Crown  Counsel  advise  the  withdrawal  of 
the  prosecution  in  each  of  the  above 
c&i^ea  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  When 
the  proceeding  first  mentioned  in  the 
question  was  raised,  it  was  not  known 
that  Blackburn  had  a  residence  in  8cot- 
Und,  and  consequently  a  warrant  was 
granted  for  his  apprehension  upon  his 
ippearing  at  a  Scotch  port.  Upon  this 
▼amnt  he  was  sometime  after  appre- 
hended at  Aberdeen,  and  apparently 
lodged  in  prison  there.  He  then  pre- 
sented to  the  Court  of  Justiciary  a  Bill 
of  Suspension  and  Liberation,  and  upon 
that  application  a  warrant  for  his  interim 
liberation  was  granted  by  one  of  the 
Judges  of  that  Court.  It  was  stated  in 
his  application,  and  appears  to  have  been 
the  fact,  that  he  had  a  residence  in 
Aberdeen,  and  if  this  had  been  known  he 
would  have  been  cited  to  appear  for 
trial  and  not  apprehended.  The  pro- 
cwding  second  mentioned  was  instituted 
ibottt  two  months  after  the  date  of  the 
illeged  offence,  which  was  said  to  have 
been  committed  on  the  same  occasion  as 
that  charged  in  the  first  proceeding,  and 
it  was  represented  on  the  part  of  Black- 
bum  that  this  delay  would  place  him  at 
t  i^rious  disadvantage  in  conducting  his 
defence,  as  his  crew  were  scattered. 
Seeing  that  a  harsher  step — namely,  that 
of  apprehension,  had  been  adopteil  against 
Blackburn  than  would  have  been  taken 
if  it  had  been  known  that  he  had  a  resi- 
dence in  Aberdeen,  and  looking  to  the 
prejudice  which  it  was  allego<l  that  lie 
would  suffer  from  the  delay  in  iiistitntiii<; 
the  second  proceeding,  it  was  thought 
bj  Crown  Counsel  better  not  to  carry 
the  case  further.  There  is,  however, 
wery  intention  to  euforce  Ht rictly  the 
liw  against  illegal  trawling. 

Mr  BUCHANAN:  Has  the  attention 
of  mj  right  hon.  Friend  l)eeu  directed  to 
the  very  strong  language  used  by  the 
Sheriff  Substitute  on  this  occasion  ?  He 
«id  there  ha<l  been  an  open  and  im- 
pudent violation  of  the  law.  Did  he  not 
give  expression  to  his  strong  dissent 
relative  to  the  action  of  the  Crown 
Counsel  ?  May  I  further  ask  whether, 
in  view  of  this  statement  by  a  responsible 
Judge,  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  tiike 
i*tep8  to  have  the  man  tried  for  the  alleged 
offence  in  due  legal  form  ? 


•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  I  saw  a  re- 
port that  the  Sheriff  Substitute  had  used 
some  such  expressions,  but  whether  he 
was  then  aware  of  the  whole  circum- 
stances of  the  case  and  of  the  action  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justiciary  I  cannot 
sav. 

"WARNED"  SCHOOLS. 

ViscouxT  CRANBORNE  (Roches-, 
ter)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  will  assent  to  a  Return  giving 
the  names  of  schools  warned  during  the 
year  ending  31st  December,  1893,  and 
specifying  the  reasons  for  which  they 
have  been  warned  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  If  the  noble  Lord  will 
move  for  a  Return  in  continuation  of  No. 
277  of  1893  for  the  year  ending  31st 
August,  1893,  I  can  give  it  him,  though 
I  am  afraid  it  will  involve  much  trouble 
in  the  Statistical  Department  of  the 
Education  Office,  and  cannot  be  ready 
for  a  considerable  time.  A  Return  giving 
the  information  asked  for  has  l)een  drawn 
up  for  the  four  months  from  1st  Septem- 
ber to  31st  December,  1893,  of  which  I 
shall  be  glad  to  hand  a  copy  to  the  noble 
Lord.  It  is  proposed  to  continue  similar 
Returns  every  three  months,  for  the 
future. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE :  I  am  very 
much  obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  his  offer,  but  the  Return  for  which  I 
ask  is  one  showing  the  matters  in  regard 
to  which  the  Dtjpartinent  has  exercised 
coercive  jurisdiction  both  as  to  curriculum 
and  to  building  arrangements.  This 
action  has  aroused  a  good  deal  of  strong 
feeling  in  the  country,  and  I  therefore 
wish  to  know  if  he  is  inclined  to  give 
these  particulars. 

Mr.  ACLAND:  The  "warning"  to 
which  the  question  refers  is  with  regard 
to  educational  matters  pure  and  simple. 
1  will  consider  whether  in  cases  in  which 
the  Department  has  required  alterations 
in  buildings  special  Returns  can  be  made. 
It  may  be  possible  perhaps  to  pick  out  a 
few  cases. 

SWAZILAND. 

Baron  H.  DE  WORMS  (Liverpool, 

East  Toxtetli)  :  1  beg  to  ask   the  Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  when 

the  final   cession   of  Swazilaud  U>   XVk& 
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little  space  >s  possible  ia  to  be  left  beCwee" 
isXgiis  of    Che    platforms  and    those   of  th^ 
fiiotboardH  on  the  carriaftea." 


TraDBvaal  Government  will  take  place  ; 
and  whether  lie  will  state  tlie  nature  of 
the  provisions  for  the  security  of  the 
native  population  after  the  withdrawal 
of  the  British  and  Native  Reprcseota- 
tives,  and  present  further  Papers  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  provisione 
for  the  security  of  the  native  popu- 
lation of  Swaziland  are  contained  in 
the  Couventiou  which  has  already 
been  laid  before  the  Uoune  ;  the 
Convention  has,  however,  not  yet  been 
ratified  by  the  Volksraad  of  the  South 
African  Republic.  The  arranj^enieut, 
authorised  and  indicated  under  tlio  Con- 
ventioo,  between  the  South  African 
Republic  and  the  Swazi  nation  is  now 
being  negotiated.  This  arrangement  is 
subject  to  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  would  remark,  in  regard 
to  the  first  part  of  the  question,  that  there 
is  no  question  of  "  tUo  cession  of  Swazi- 
land "  ;  Swaziland  is  not  ours  to  cede  ; 
and  it  is  not  to  bo  incorporated  into  the 
V'      South  African  Republic. 

MATABEI.ELAND. 

Barox  H.  DE  worms  :  I  heg  to 
ask  the  Cnder  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  will  state  the  views 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
regard  to  Mata  be  1  eland,  and  present 
Papers  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  The  political 
settlement  of  Matabelelaud  is  not  yet 
complete.  We  bad  hoped  to  bo  able  to 
include  it  in  the  new  Blue  Book,  but  this 
has  not  been  possible,  and  the  Papers 
relating  to  the  mutter  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
If,  however,  opportunity  serves,  I  will 
endeavour  to  state  broailly  the  proposed 
terms  of  the  settlement  when  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  is  tjken  on  Thursday. 

THE  FATAL  ACCIDENT  TO  MR. 
IHEOBALD,  M.P. 
Colonel     LOCK  WOOD     (Esses, 
Epping)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if,  in  view  of  the 
numerous  acuideuls  and  the   oue  lately 
causing  the  death  of  the  Member  for  the 
Romford    Division,    he    ia    prepared 
require    the    Railway  Companies    to 
their   station  platforms   to  the   carriage 
steps,  in  which  case  such  an  accident 
the  Jaat  named  would  be  impossible  ? 
^oTwi  jK  De  Worms 


lese  Regulations,  however,  only  apply 

new  stations  and  old  stations  at  which 

w  works  are  carried   out.     We  have 

power  to  enforce  these  Regulations  in 

)  case  of  old  stations,  but  the  attention 

of  the  Railway  Company  has  been  called 

to  this  sad  case,  and  1    have  no  donbt 

they  will  make  the  necessary  alteration 

at    Romford.     I    need    not    say    we    all 

deplore  the  lamentable   accident  to  tlie 

hon.  Member  for  that  Division. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  :  Has  not 
ihe  right  bon.  Gentleman  a  good  deal  of 
power  of  gentle  persuasion  which  might 
be  exercised  on  the  Kailwav  Companies  ? 
MR.MUNDELLA:  We  are  constantly 
exercising  our  power  of  persuasion  on  the 
Railway  Companies,  but  we  have  do 
power  to  enforce  the  alterations  desired 
when  the  platforms  have  reached  a  certain 
age. 

OUGHTERARD  aAILWAY. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway.  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
wben  will  the  railway  to  Ougbterard  be 
opened  ;  and  how  many  men  from  the 
County  of  Galway  are  now  employed  on 
the  Galway  and  Clifden  Railway  works  ? 

Thk  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham): 
Tho  latest  information  in  my  possessioD 
shows  that  l,2B5  men  are  now  employed 
on  the  (jnlway  and  Clifden  Railway,  and 
that  it  is  hoped  that  the  entire  length  of 
it  will  be  ready  for  opening  about  Sep* 
tentber  1  nest, 

SWISS  FEVKR  IN  IRBLAND. 

Colonel  NOLAN  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  any  of  the  money  now  paid 
for  the  slaughter  of  pigs  under  the  Swioe 
Fever  Act  falls  ou  the  ratepayer;  and, 
if  so,  how  much  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No  part  of  the 
money  now  paid  for  the  slaughter  of  pigs 
under  the  Swine  Fever  Act  falls  ou  the 
ratepayer.  The  entire  expense  is  paid 
out  of  the  cattle  pleuro  -  pneumonia 
account  from  moneys  provided  by  Par- 
liament. Local  funds  will  not  bo  called 
upon  to  boar  any  portion  of  the  coet 
unless  in  any  future  financial  year  the 


Ii9        The  Imprisonment         f  13  March  1894} 


of  Children, 


150 


monej  staoding  to  the  credit  of  the 
cattle  pleuro-piieiunonia  accoiiut,  inciiid- 
ing  the  pro€ee<ls  of  the  sjales  of  carcasses, 
is  insufficieQt  to  defray  tlie  exj>eiise8. 

THE  WRECK  OF  THE  **  HONDEKLIP." 

Mr,  SWEETMAN  (Wicklow,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  there  will  be  a  Board 
of  Trade  inquiry  into  the  recent  loss  of  the 
brig  Hondeklip  on  the  Goo<iwin  Sands, 
whereby  ^se  seamen  lost  their  lives ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  there  is  dis- 
satisfaction in  Ark  low  (to  which  port  the 
five  sailors  whose  lives  were  lost  be- 
k)Dged)  about  the  action  and  competency 
of  the  person  acting  as  ca{)tain  ;  and 
what  certificate  John  Tyrrell  hold,  and 
what  was  its  date  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  My  attention 
his  been  called  to  the  case  referred  to  in 
the  question.  A  Court  of  Inquiry  would 
h»Tc  DO  power  to  punish  the  master  even 
if  he  was  in  default,  as  he  did  not  hold, 
ud  was  not  required  by  law  to  hold,  a  cer- 
tiiicate.  Under  these  circumstances,  ii  is 
not  proposed  to  hold  an  inquiry  ;  and  I 
ui  advised  that  there  is  no  evidence  to 
jiwtify  criminal  proceedings  in  the  case. 

CLOSE  TIME  FOR  WILD  BIRDS  IN 
YORKSHIRE. 

Mr.  WILSON-TODD  (York,  N.R., 
Howdenshire)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tinr  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
is  be  aware  that  the  close  time  for  wild 
W.1  on  the  Y'orkshire  side  of  the  Hum- 
kr  commences  on  the  1st  of  March  in 
«ieh  year,  whereas  on  the  Liucohit^hire 
nde it  does  not  commence  fill  the  loth 
of  March;  and  if  he  will  take  steps  to 
wnove  what  the  residents  on  the  York- 
'liire  side  of  the  Ilumber  feol  to  be  an 
i'jJQstice  and  a  great  grievance  to  them 
Iff  10  adjustinj^  the  close  time  that  it 
fhall  commence  on  the  same  day  in  every 
rear  on  Ijoth  sides  of  the  H umber  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE   HOME     DEPARTMENT    (Mr. 
AsguiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  am  aware  of  the  ' 
^iflerence  that  exists  in   the  close  time  i 
for  wild  birds  on  the  two  sides  of  the 
River  Humber,  and  the  matter  has  been 
bfiqaently  considered  at  the  Home  Office.  ' 
Ihave  DO  power  under  the  Wild  Birds  Pro- 
tection Act,  1880,  to  vary  the  (liose  time 
for  any  portion  of  a  county,  but  any  extcn- 
iioD  authorised    by    me    must    operate 
throDghoat  the  whole  county.    The  ques- 

/ 


tion  of  altering  such  time  generally  in 
Y'orkshire  to  March  15  has  been  carefully 
considered  on  several  occasions  by  my 
predecessor  and  by  myself,  and  I  have 
declined  to  make  any  alteration  in  this 
respect.  Whether  the  time  should  be 
altered  in  Lincolnshire  is  another  matter, 
and  one  in  which  I  have  no  authority  to 
interfere  until  applied  to  by  the  County 
Authorities. 

THE  IMPRISONMENT  OF  CHILDREN. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Beth nal  Green, 
N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  ihe  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
it  is  true  that  a  child,  six  years  old,  has 
recently  been  confined  in  Holloway 
Prison  ;  and,  if  so,  by  whom,  and  under 
what  circumstances,  was  he  committed  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Under  the  direc- 
tions of  the  Secretary  of  State,  issued  in 
1880,  and  still  in  force,  that  a  Report 
should  be  made  to  the  Home  Office  in  all 
cases  of  the  committal  to  prison  of 
children  under  14  years  of  age,  the 
Governor  of  Holloway  Prison  reported 
to  the  Home  Office  on  March  7  that 
William  Williams,  aged  seven,  with 
James  Williams,  a^ed  12,  and  James 
Stitchman,  agetl  13,  had  on  that  day  been 
remanded  to  his  custody,  upon  a  charge 
of  stealing  lead  piping,  by  the  Magis- 
trates of  the  Bromley  Petty  Sessional 
Division  sitting  at  Beckenham.  He 
added  that  the  medical  officer  had  taken 
this  child  and  his  brother,  James 
Williams,  into  the  infirmary  for  the 
night,  and  that  they  would  sleep  in  the 
association  ward.  A  telegram  was  de- 
spatched from  the  Home  Office  immedi- 
ately on  receipt  of  this  Report  on  March 
8  to  the  Magistrates  urging  them  to 
consider  the  (|ueHlion  of  the  immediate 
release  of  these  children  on  bnil,  pointing 
out  that  a  child  of  seven  was  qiiite  unfit 
f(»r  detention  in  prison,  and  saying  that 
if  no  one  could  be  found  to  become  bail 
a  police  officer  should  be  histructed,  and 
he  would  be  held  harmless.  The 
Magistrate's  thereupon  released  the 
younger  Williams  at  once  upon  his 
father's  recognizance  ;  and  further  in- 
quiry was  made  by  the  Homo  Office  as 
to  the  ages  of  the  other  two  and  the 
reasons  why  they  were  not  remanded 
upon  bail. 

Mr.  PICTON  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  in  some  countries 
no  child  under  12  years  of  age  is  sei\t  to 
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prison  on  any  account ;  and  will  he 
advise  some  alteration  of  the  law  which 
would  prevent  Magistrates  sending 
children  under  12  to  prison  on  any  pre- 
tence whatever  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  When  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  at  the  Home  Office  he 
issued  a  Circular  which  hail  the  effect 
of  largely  diminishing  the  numher  of 
children  sent  to  gaol,  and  I  will  see,  as 
far  as  I  can,  that  Magistrates  act  up  to 
the  spirit  of  that  Circular. 

THE  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT,  1894. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  great  importance  of 
and  interest  felt  in  "  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1894,"  he  can  expedite  its 
issue  by  the  Queen's  Printers,  and  also 
arrange  to  have  a  sufficient  supply  of 
copies  in  the  Vote  or  Sale  Office  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  Members  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The 
Local  Government  Act  was  issued  on 
Friday  last.  As  the  result  of  my  in- 
quiries of  the  Controller  of  the  Sta- 
tionery Office,  I  understand  that  there  is 
now  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  copies  of 
the  Act  either  by  the  public  or  by  Mem- 
bers. The  sale  agents  have  a  large 
number  of  copies,  and  there  is  an  ample 
stock  at  the  Sale  Office. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  Perhaps  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  not  aware  there  is  no  copy 
in  the  Library. 

EIGHT  HOURS    DAY   IN   GOVERNMENT 

FACTORIES. 
Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  at 
what  Government  Factories  the  syntem 
of  an  eight  hours  day  is  now  in  force, 
and  to  what  departments  of  those  fac- 
tories it  does  not  apply  ;  whether  any, 
and  if  so  what,  alterations  have  been 
made  as  to  limiting  the  usual  times  of 
grace,  reducing  the  rate  of  pay  for  over- 
time, and  abolishing  pay  altogether  on 
Government  holidays  and  other  days  for 
which  wages  have  hitherto  been  paid  ; 
what  reductions  have  been  made  in  the 
system  of  sick  pay  ;  and  whether  any 
addition  has  been  made  to  the  piecework 
rate  ? 

J^r,  J^clon 


•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  wait 
until  Friday,  when  the  Army  Estimates 
come  on,  and  I  will  then  give  him  full 
information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  WiU  the  Ordnance 
Factory  Vote  be  taken  with  the  Army 
Votes  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
It  always  goes  with  them. 

"THE  TRUSTEES   ACT,  1898/'  IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  whether  Section  41  of 
"The  Trustees  Act,  1893,"  confers  a 
more  extensive  power  on  the  High 
Court  in  England  than  is  vested  in  the 
High  Court  in  Ireland,  by  expressly 
enabling  the  former  to  make  vesting 
orders  in  respect  of  property  in  Ireland, 
while  no  corresponding  power  is  con- 
ferred on  the  High  Court  in  Ireland  of 
making  vesting  orders  in  respect  of  pro- 
perty in  England  ;  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment will  facilitate  the  passing  of  a  Bill 
to  abolish  this  distinction  between  the 
relative  powers  of  the  two  Courts  ? 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  Russell,  Hackney,  S.)  :  The  fact  is 
as  stated  in  the  first  part  of  the  question. 
But  I  would  remind  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  the  Act  of  1893  was  a  con- 
solidating Act  only,  and  that  the  provi- 
sion in  question  is  to  be  found  in  the  Act 
of  1850  and  in  earlier  Acts.  I  have, 
however,  consulted  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
He  sees  no  reason  why  the  High  Court 
in  Ireland  should  not  have  a  similar 
power  to  that  possessed  by  the  High 
Court  in  England,  and  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject  the 
Government  will  be  prepared  fairly  to 
consider  it. 

APPROPRIATIONS  IN  AID. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Report  of  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  General,  dated  15th  January, 
1894,  wherein  it  is  stated  that,  through 
the  action  of  the  Treasury  under  "  The 
Public  Accounts  and  Charges  Act,  1891," 
the  sum  of  £8,295,014,  consisting  of 
extra  receipts,  was  treated  as  appropria- 
tions in  aid,  and  was  applied  to  the  Public 
Service,   without   having    been  granted 
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ind    appropriated     thereto     by    "  The 
Appropriation  Act,  1892  ";  and  whether 
he  proposes,  iu  the  forthcomiug  Appro-  \ 
priatioD  Act,  to  give  any  more  formal 
and  distinct  Parliamentary  sanction    for 
the  application  of  the  appropriations  in 
aid,    as    is   suggested    by    the    Auditor 
General ;    and,  if   not,  whether  ho  pro- 
pose* to  adopt  any  other  method  which 
will  secure  that  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
Public  Revenue  as  is  represented  by  the 
appropriations  in  aid,  including  the  extra 
receipts,  shall   be   granted   and    appro- 
priated to  the  Public  Service  by  Parlia- 
ment instead  of  by  Treasury  Minute  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
perbj)  :  This  is  a  matter  which  will, 
in  due  course,  come  before  the  Public 
AccoQDts  Committee.  Pending  the 
Beport  of  that  Committee,  I  cannot  ex- 
press any  opinion  on  the  point  raiseil. 

COXTRACTS  FOR  INDIAN  STATE 

RAILWAYS. 
Sib  A.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
v.):  I  bog  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  Les  Usincs  and 
Fooderies  De  Baume  and  Marpont  Com- 
paoj,  Limited,  of  Belgium,  have  supplied 
10,(XK)  axle  boxes  to  the  Indian  State 
Railways ;  and  whether  he  will  use  his 
inflaence  with  the  Department  to  induce 
them  io  future  to  procure  their  supplies 
of  such  articles  in  this  country  ? 
•Mu.  II.  II.  FOWLER:  So  far  as  I 
lave  lieen  able  to  aHcortaiii,  no  order  for 
wle  boxes  for  Indian  State  Railways 
^u^  been  given  to  the  Belgian  Company 
iwntionetl  iu  the  first  part  of  the  hon. 
Menilier's  cpiestioii.  As  regards  the 
latter  part  of  it,  I  am  informed  that  ac- 
wdiDg  to  the  existing  practice  of  the 
Departinent  a  general  preference  is,  for 
U^iuess  reasons,  always  given  to  firms 
in  this  country. 

REPORT  ON  BOVINE  TUBERCULOSIS. 

Mr.  LEES  KNOWLES  (Salford, 
^.) :  In  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  St.  Patrick's  Division  of  Dublin, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  the  Report 
of  the  Bovine  Tuberculosis  Committee 
\i  readv,  or  when  it  may  l>e  expected  ? 

•Mr.'sIIAW  LEFEVRE  :    In   reply 
^  my    inquiry,    I    am    informed    that  : 
the    wurk    of    the    Royal    Commission  j 
•>n  Tiilicrciilosis  is  being  proceeded  with  1 


with  all  possible  speed,  and  that  it  is 
hoped  that  the  Report  will  be  issued 
shortly. 

PRIVATE   MEMBERS*   DAYS. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  :  On  a 
matter  of  great  interest  to  private  Mem- 
bers may  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  what  arrangements  he  pro- 
poses to  make  with  regard  to  private  Mem- 
bers' days  after  Easter.  Many  Members 
are  balloting  for  places,  and  in  the  present 
abnormal  situation  they  are  entitled  to 
know  on  what  days  they  may  put  down 
their  Bills  ;  or  whether  the  Government 
propose  to  take  all  the  time  after  Easter 
as  well  as  before  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  I  am  afraid  I 
am  not  in  a  position  to  make  any  state- 
ment at  present  as  to  the  time  of  the 
House  after  Easter.  I  can  only  offer  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  old  maxim,  '*  Sufficient 
unto  the  day  is  the  evil  thereof.*' 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  Do 
we  understand,  then,  that  the  Govern- 
ment contemplate  having  the  same  ab- 
normal arrangements  after  as  before 
Easter  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  hon. 
Member  must  not  assume  anything. 

THE  WALTFIAM  INQUIRY. 
Mr.  HAN  bury  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  Secrct4iry  of  State  for  War  when 
the  Report  on  the  Waltham  iu<iuiry, 
which  the  right  hon.  (ieritlenian  promised 
would  bo  circulated  before  the  Ordnance 
Factory  Vote  was  taken,  will  be  pub- 
lished ;  whether  it  is  part  of  the  arrange- 
ment that  the  Ordnance  Vote  shall  be 
taken  along  with  the  Army  Votes ;  and 
whether  it  is  at  all  necessary  that  the 
Ordnance  Factory  Vote  should  be  taken 
now  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Yes,  Sir  ;  I  understand  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Public  Accounts  Committee  and 
the  Treasury,  it  is  necessary,  or,  at  all 
events,  desirable  in  strict  regularity,  that 
the  Ordnance  Factory  Vote  should  be 
taken  before  the  conclusion  of  the  finan- 
cial year.  With  regard  to  the  Report  of 
the  inquiry  mentioned,  I  am  sorry  to  say 
the  inquiry  has  taken  longer  than  was 
anticipated.  The  Report  is  now  almost 
complete,  but  I  am  afraid  it  cannot  be 
in  the  hands  of  Members  before  Friday 
next.  Every  step  will  be  taken  to  ex- 
pedite its  production. 
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Mr.  HAN  bury  :  Seeing  that  the 
Report  raises  the  whole  question  of  the 
management  of  the  factories,  and  as  there 
is  no  urgent  necessity  in  the  matter,  may 
I  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  to  bring  on  the  Vote  on  Friday. 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  just  stated  a  reason  why  there  is 
an  urgent  necessity  to  take  the  Vote. 
It  is  not  any  desire  of  mine  to  take  it  this 
week,  but  I  am  acting  under  the  orders  and 
directions  of  the  Financial  Authorities. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
N.E.)  :  Would  it  not  be  possible,  con- 
sistently with  the  requirements  of  the 
case,  for  the  Government  to  give  a  day 
after  Easter  in  order  to  discuss  the  im- 
portant questions  which  will  undoubtedly 
be  raised  by  the  Report  not  yet  laid  on 
the  Table  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  certainly  am  most  anxious  there  should 
be  an  opportunity  for  discussion  after 
the  Report  is  published.  I  shall  l>e  glad 
to  arrange  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
some  convenient  day. 

SILVER  COMMISSION  IN  GERMANY. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  if  he  is  now 
in  a  position  to  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission  by  the  German  Government 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  and  re-estab- 
lishing the  value  of  silver ;  and  whether 
the  reasons  for  the  appointment  of  that 
Commission  were  explained  by  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  in  a  speech  delivered  on  the 
18th  of  January  last  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  reasons  for  the 
appointment  of  the  Commission  were 
given  in  a  speech  made  by  the  Minister 
of  Agriculture  on  the  18th  of  January 
last,  and  by  the  President  of  the  Com- 
mission at  its  first  meeting,  an  account  of 
which  is  given  in  The  North  German 
Gazette  of  the  23rd  of  February.  I  can 
give  the  House  no  further  information 
than  has  already  been  made  public  by 
those  speeches. 

FINANCIAL  RELATIONS  BETWEEN 
GREAT  BRITAIN  AND  IRELAND. 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  (Waterford)  :  I 

beg  to  ask   the   Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Lord  Lieutenant  of    Ireland  is  he  now 

/>/*o7>ared  to  announce  the  names  of  gentle- 


men who  will  form  the  Royal  Commission 
on  the  Financial  Relations  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  the  terms  of  the 
Reference,  and  the  dale  of  the  issue  of 
the  Commission  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  may  be  able 
before  Easter  to  announce  the  names  of 
the  gentlemen  who  will  form  the  Royal 
Commission  on  the  Financial  Relations 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  the 
terms  of  the  Reference,  and  the  date  of 
the  issue  of  the  Commission. 

GOVERNMENT  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  In  view  of 
the  appeal  by  the  Leader  .of  the  House 
yesterday — an  appeal  made  on  grounds 
which  we  fully  appreciate — to  bring  the 
Debate  on  the  Address  to  a  conclusion 
to-night,  it  will  be  convenient  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  tell  the  House  that 
the  Government  do  not  propose  to  take 
any  Business  before  Easter  except  the 
financial  business,  on  behalf  of  which 
Members  are  askeil  to  sacrifice  their 
risrh  ts 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers  to 
whether  the  Government  propose  to 
forward  any  of  their  own  Bills.  No; 
we  do  not.  Of  course  other  Businees 
might  arise  not  connected  with  these 
Bills. 

SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (EXEMPTION 
FROM  THE  STANDING  ORDER). 

Ordered — 

That  the  proceedings  on  the  Address  In 
answer  to  Her  Majesty^s  Speech,  if  under  dis* 
caHsion  at  Twelve  o'clock  this  night,  be 
not  interrupted  under  the  Standing  Order 
Sittings  of  the  House. — (Jlie  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ) 

BUi^INESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (ADJOURNED 
DEBATE  ON  THE  ADDRESS). 

Ordered — 

That  the  Onler  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
A(ljourne<l  Delmte  on  the  Address  in  Answer  to 
Her  Majesty's  Speech  have  precetlcnoc  this  <lay 
of  the  Notices  of  Motions. — {The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.) 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE 
(INTRODUCTION  OF  BILLS). 
Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  promised 
last  night  to  make  a  statement  to  the 
House  with  reference  to  the  difficulty 
which  arose  on  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House.  It  will  be 
in  the    memory  of    hon.  Members  that 
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OQ   the   last  daj    of   last    Session,  just 
before   the    Prorogation,    there    was    a 
coQversatioD  as  to  shortening   the    pro- 
ceedings in    this    House  by    taking  the 
Ballot  for  Private   Bills  in  one  of    the 
Committee    Rooms    so    as    to    save  the 
waste  of    two  hours.     It  certainly  was 
the  understanding,  I  think,  of  everybody 
that  the  Rules  applying  to  the  proposed 
Ballot  for  the  introduction  of  Bills  in  a 
Committee  Room  would  be  the  same  as 
tlwwe  which  apply  to  the  Ballot  taken 
in  the  House.     It  was  not  contemplated 
that  there  was  to  be  any  change  except 
that    of     locality.       Mr.    Speaker    was 
iccordiugly  asked  to  draw  up  Regula- 
tions. The  difficulty,  as  I  understand,  has 
iri^en  from  the  fact  that  the  Ballot  under 
these  circumstances  is  to  be  taken  on  the 
iecood  day  instead   of    the    first.     Mr. 
Speaker  was  good  enough  to  suggest  to 
the  House  on  March  1  certain  Regula- 
tbos,  and  the  hon.  Member  for   North 
K«fTy   thereupon  pointed  out  an  objec- 
tioD  to  the   form  of   these  Regulations 
which  he  thought  might  deprive  private 
Members    of    some   rights.       The    late 
Prime  Minister,  on  the  last  day  of  the 
Sessmn,  urged    that    the  matter  should 
not  then  be  further  discussed,  but  that 
eommanications    should    be   opened    be- 
tveea    all  Parties    in    the  House  as  to 
what  should  be  the  form  of  the  Regu- 
IttioDs.     I  need  not  say  that  a  good  deal 
h»  happene<l  since  March  1  ;  the  House 
hu  Dot  been  sitting,  and  there  has  been 
ao  opportunity,  therefore,  for  such  com- 
■uiiications.     But  it  certainly  would  not 
be  the  desire  of  the   House,  and  I  am 
»Dre  that  in  the  lamented  absence  of  Mr. 
Speaker  I  may  take  upon  myself  to  say 
it  wa»  not  Mr.  Speaker^s  desire,  that  the 
pwition  of  any  Member  should   bo  pro- 
jfclicially  affected  by  anything  that  took 
piice  upon    that    occasion.      Therefore, 
the  only  question  the  House  has  to  con- 
sider is  what  is  to  be  done  under  the 
present  circumstances.    It  is  desirable  we 
should  have  a  clear  idea  of  what  is  the 
Hole  of  the  House  in  these  matters.    A 
pnurtice  has  grown  up  of  combinations, 
or,  to  use  the  more  sinister  word,  *'  syndi- 
cate!!," of  members,  co-operating  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  Bills  in  which  they 
take  a  special    interest.     That  is  not  a 
new  practice ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  an 
old  practice.     Now,  we  mu8t  take   care 
10  i\o  nothing  inconsistent  with  the  Rules 
of  the  House.     The  law  on  this  matter 


is  an  old  one.  Notice  was  taken  of  it 
as  long  ago  as  1876,  when  the  practice 
I  have  referred  to  was  found  to  be  in  full 
operation,  and  then  Mr.  Speaker  Brand 
laid  it  down  that  such  a  proceeding  *'  was 
highly  inconvenient,  if  not  irregular." 
He  also  said  that  a  Member  could  only 
give  notice  of  one  Motion  with  a  view 
to  obtaining  priority  under  the  Ballot  for 
such  Motion,  and  could  not  put  his  name 
down  for  several  chances,  and  that  if 
several  Members  combined  to  enter  their 
names  on  the  Notice  Paper  to  give  notice 
of  one  and  the  same  Motion  the  Rule 
was  practically  evaded.  I  ask  the  House 
to  note  the  word  "  evaded."  It  is  not 
suggested  that  the  practice  is  a  violation 
of  the  law.  Evasion  is  a  different  thing 
from  violation.  How  did  Mr.  Speaker 
Brand  suggest  that  that  evasion  should 
l>e  dealt  with  ?  He  said  that  if  such  a 
proceeding  were 

"  Persisted  in  the  House  might  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  check  such  a  proceeding  by  requiring 
each  Member,  when  entering  his  name  on  the 
Notice  Paper,  to  enter  also  the  subject-matter 
of  the  Motion." 

The  view  of  Mr.  Speaker  Brand,  there- 
fore, was  that  if  the  House  desired  to 
check  the  practice  in  question,  there 
must  be  a  new  Rule.  If  it  is  desired  to 
prevent  the  practice,  it  must  be  done  by 
Resolution  of  the  House.  No  one  can 
niter,  and  certainly  Mr.  Speaker  never 
thought  of  altering,  the  Rule  of  the 
House  without  a  Resolution  of  the  House. 
That  is  a  plain  statement  of  the  law. 
The  question  is — what  are  we  to  do  now  ? 
Under  all  the  circumstances,  having  had 
the  advantage  of  the  advice  and  assist- 
ance of  the  authorities  of  the  House, 
what  I  think  is  the  best  course  to  take 
is  that  the  well-meant  attempt  on  tho 
part  of  everybody  to  deliver  the  House 
from  the  incubus  of  these  notices  not 
having  been  entirely  successful,  we  should 
regard  the  proceedings  thereon,  as  tho 
French  say,  as  n'cn  est  venu,  I  will 
venture  to  suggest  that  we  should  t^ke 
our  stand  upon  tho  existing  law,  that  we 
should  recur  to  the  old  Rule,  or  rather 
to  tho  existing  Rule,  and  that  the  Mem- 
ber who  goes  to  the  Ballot  need  not  give 
his  Motion  or  the  name  of  his  Bill 
beforehand  ;  but  I  hope  the  House  will 
still  adhere  to  tho  alteration  of  the  loca- 
lity for  tho  Ballot,  and  will  carry  it  on 
in  the  Committee  Room  under  the  Rule 
of  the  House.     If  that  is  satisfactory  to 


/ 
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the  House  I  will  move  tbis  Resolution, 
which  will  help  the  authorities  of  the 
House — 

"  That  all  Members  who  desire  to  ballot  for 
Bills,  other  than  Government  Bills,  do  hand  in 
their  names  to  the  Clerk  before  the  conclusion 
of  Wednes<lhy  Sittirig,  and  that  a  copy  of  the 
title  of  the  Bill  be  handed  in  at  the  hitest 
during  the  Sitting  of  the  House  on  Thursday, 
and  that  the  Ballot  may  be  taken  at  noon  on 
Thui-sday  in  Committee  Room  E." 

If  that  is  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the 
difficulty,  the  names  of  the  Motions  put 
down  will  appear  in  the  Votes,  and 
business  will  proceed  according  to  the 
established  practice  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  all  Members  who  desire  to  ballot  for 
Bills,  other  than  Government  Bills,  do  hand  in 
their  names  to  the  Clerk  before  the  conclusion 
of  Wednesday  Sitting,  and  that  a  copy  of  the 
title  of  the  Bill  be  handed  in  at  the  latest 
during  the  Sitting  of  the  House  on  Thursday  ; 
that  the  Ballot  be  taken  at  noon  on  Thursday, 
in  Committee  Room  E."— (7%^  Chancellor  of 
the  Exclwquer^ 

Mii.  A.   J.    BALFOUll  :  The   right 

hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House 

has  gone  beyond  the  actual  necessities 

of  the  moment,  and   has  given  his  views 

as  to  the  general  policy  which  ought  to 
animate  the  House  in  drawing  up  Rules 
to  regulate  the  introduction  of  Bills.  I 
do  not  propose  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  matter  now,  nor  is  it 
nccessury  to  do  so.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  reminded  the  House  that 
successive  Speakers  have  laid  down  most 
distinctly  that  the  practice  of  combina- 
tion or  forming  syndicates  breaks  the 
spirit  of  the  Rule  if  it  does  not  violute  the 
letter,  and  that  any  change  which  should 
make  it  impossible  to  bring  in  Bills  by 
combination  would  be  an  arrangement 
which  would  carry  out  the  ancient  prac- 
tice and  traditions  of  the  House.  But 
on  the  general  question  I  think  this  is 
not  a  proper  time  to  come  to  a  decision, 
if  for  no  other  reason,  for  the  reason  that 
the  Speaker  is  not  in  the  Chair,  and  the 
House  cannot  have  the  benefit  of  his 
opinion.  Therefore,  I  will  not  resist 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
provided  it  is  distinctly  understood  that 
by  acceding  to  it  we  do  nothing  what- 
ever to  endorse  the  practice  of  bringing 
in  Bills  bv  combination,  but  are  abso- 
lutely  leaving  it  open  for  the  further 
decision  of  the  House.  None  of  us  on 
either    side   of   the   House    are    giving 

Sir  fF.  Ifarcourt 


our  approval  or  adhesion  to  a  prac- 
tice which  has  grown  up  contrary  to 
the  ancient  traditions  of  Parliament. 
Having  made  it  quite  clear  that 
no  general  principle  is  involved  in  the 
course  we  are  about  to  pursue,  it  is  only 
necessary  for  me  further  to  say  that  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or 
something  like  it,  may  be  accepted,  pro- 
vided it  is  made  perfectly  clear  that 
gentlemen  who  have  already  given 
notices  will  be  in  no  way  damnified  by 
the  new  departure  made  to-day.  A 
certain  number  of  Members  have  already 
given  in  the  titles  of  their  Bills ;  certain 
Members  have  since  given  in  their  names 
without  the  titles  of  Bills  ;  if,  therefore, 
gentlemen  who  have  given  in  both  name 
and  title  are  held  to  what  they  have  done 
they  will  be  clearly  in  a  much  worse 
position  than  those  who  are  going  to  be 
allowed  to  give  in  their  titles  afterwards. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  the  titles  given  in 
are  to  be  erased  injustice  may  be  done  to 
Members  who  have  gone  away  not 
anticipating  any  change  in  the  arrange- 
ments. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  misunderstands  ray 
point.  No  Member  who  has  put  his  name 
or  name  and  title  down  need  be  in  any 
way  prejudiced ;  he  need  not  withdraw 
anything,  nor  be  debarred  from  availing 
himself  of  the  procedure  now  agreed  to. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  afraid 
that  even  then  injustice  would  Imj  done. 
1  would  suggest  that  the  Resolution 
should  be  so  altered  that  a  Member  who 
has  already  sent  in  his  name  should  be 
considered  as  having  sent  in  notice  for  a 
place,  and  not  as  having  given  the  name 
of  a  Bill.  That  would  clearly  be  fair. 
It  will  require  some  slight  modification 
of  the  words  of  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ;  but,  subject  to  such 
modification,  the  Resolution  might  meet 
with  general  approval. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  said,  they 
were  agreed  that  the  question  of  policy 
was  not  to  be  touched  now  ;  the 
material  point  wns,  that  an  alteration  in 
the  mode  of  introilucing  Bills  could  not 
be  accomplished  without  the  consent  of 
the  House.  The  scheme  proposed  by 
the  Speaker  would  not  exclude  combina- 
tion except  to  a  limited  extent ;  but  the 
present  system  did  rath(5r  tend  to  temper 
the  blind  despotism  of  chance  by  an 
element  of  rational  choice. 


161      Business  of  the  House      {13  Mauch  1894}     (Introduction  of  Bills).     162 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  :  I  sLoulti  like  to  ask  whether 
Members  will  have  to  attend  the  Ballot 
personaUj  ? 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.) :  It  seems  to  me  personal  attend- 
ance is  not  any  more  necessary  than  at 
the  Ballot  for  seats  in  the  Ladies' 
Gallery. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  practice 
will  be  the  same  as  when  the  proceedings 
took  place  iu  the  House.  It  cannot  he 
koowu  what  the  Motions  are  to  be  unless 
Members  are  in  attendance  to  give  the 
information. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
miu)  said,  he  could  not  understand  the 
last  difficulty  raised  by  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  He  could  not  see  that  it  would 
be  at  all  necessary  for  Members  to  attend 
the  Ballot,  as  the  Motions  were  after- 
wards to  be  handed  to  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table.  Then  on  Friday  the  list  would 
be  read  over  and  dates  put  down.  It 
would  be  competent  for  a  Member  who 
bad  already  given  the  name  of  a  Bill  to 
withdraw  it  if  he  wished  to  do  so,  and  if 
be  did  not  he  could  allow  it  to  remain. 
That  would  suit  him  extremely  well. 
He  was  very  glad  to  think  that  although 
ibej  changed    the    procedure  somewhat 


"That  with  regard  to  the  Notices  already 
handed  in  theniimes  should  be  publinhcd  for  the 
puqxMfieof  determining  the  pixjcedence,  and  the 
title  of  the  Bill  Ikj  hande<l  in  afresh  before  the 
conclusion  of  the  Thursday  Hitting." 

I  would  again  question  whether  gentle- 
men should  be  required  to  attend  the 
Committee  Room.  I  do  not  think  that  is 
at  all  necessary.  All  we  want  is  some 
method  which  everybody  will  know  and 
by  which  all  further  trouble  will  be 
saved. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 

the  Question,  to  add  the  words, 

**  That  with  ivjranl  tu  Noti(!«fs  aln.*:i4ly  handc*! 
in  tlie  names  only  be  publishcil  for  the  pur^Kwc 
of  determining  the  preccilencc,  and  the  title  of 
the  Bill  be  handed  in  afresh  before  the  con- 
clusion of  Tliui-sdhy  sitting." — (J//*.  A.  •/. 
Half  our.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Of  course, 
if  that  is  what  the  House  desires  it  will 
be  well  to  add  it  to  the  Motion  at  once  ; 
but  I  would  point  out  to  the  House  that 
some  practical  inconvenience  may  arise 
from  it.  If  an  hon.  Member  does  not 
attend  the  Ballot  he  will  not  know  what 
goes  on  there,  and  may  have  20  or  30 
gentlemen  putting  down  the  same 
Motion  as  himself.     It  seems  to  me  that 


ibej  adhered   to  the  essential  points  of  '  ^*^e  result  would  »»e  that,  instead  of  being 


tbe  existing  plan.  Still,  he  was  not 
altogether  satisfied  with  the  proposed 
plan.  A  proposal  he  would  mention  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  for  it  the  considera- 
tion of  hon.  Members  was  that  at  the 
Awueucement  of  the  Session  anv  Mem- 


a  mere  lottery,  the  Ballot  will  be  a  blintl 
man's  buff*.. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  \V.)  said,  all 
difficulty  would  be  obviated  if  a  .list  of 
Members  were  placed  in  a  book  in  some 
public  place,  sufficient   room   being   left 


Wmight  iuscril>e  his  name  in  a  list  with    ^^^^^  the  name  of  each  Memoer  for  the 


tlie  subject  attached  to  it,  and  that  any 
«ber  Meml>er  mi^ht  underwrite  the  sub- 


title of  the  Bill  he  proposed  to  bring  in. 
Other  Members  would  then  be  able  to 


ject  3o  stateil,  a  Member  being  limited  to    ««e   »t    once    what    Bills    had  been  put 

one  underwriting,  and   the  order  of  pre-  I  down. 

eeJeuce  being  determined  by  the  number        *^'" 

of  signatures  on  the  paper.     \_A  laugh  J] 

Hon.   Members   might    laugh,  but    that 

would     be     strictly    carrying    out    the 

principle  of  reasonable  choice.     If  there 

was  a  considerable  number  of  Members 

*ho  wished  to  have   a   particular    Bill 

l»ruught  in  they  ought  to  have  the  chance 

of  combining   to   secure  a  good  position 

for  it. 

IfK.    A.   J.  BALFOUR      To    carry 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If,  say.  No. 
30  comes  to  the  Table  first  without 
knowing  what  the  previous  29  Members 
have  put  down  before  him  great  con- 
fusion and  difficulty  may  arise. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's remark   had  shown  very   con- 


OQt  the  view  which  I  think  met  with  the  "  clusively  the  danger  of  interfering  with 


approval  of  all  the  Members  of  the 
H<ius«^  I  would  suggest  that  these  words 
be  udde  i  to  tlio  Resolution — 


/ 


the  ancient  and  established  |)n)cedure  of 
the  House.  At  the  very  moment  when 
ho  was  proposing  that  the  Ballot  ^^VvouVvi 
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be  uo  longer  takeu  in  the  open  House  be 
had  given  concbiHive  reasons  to  show 
why  it  should  bo  so  taken,  and  had  shown 
that  every  Member  would  think  it  advis- 
able to  attend  Committee  Room  E  to 
learn  his  fate.  If  so,  a  kind  of  Monte 
Carlo  would  be  established  in  Committee 
Room  E,  and  the  attendance  would  be 
very  large. 

Mr.  SNAPE  (Lancashire,  S.  E.,  Iley- 
wood)  pointed  cut  that  the  Resolution 
did  not  express  whether  Members  were 
to  attend  personally  at  the  Ballot  or  not, 
and  he  thought  it  essential  that  this 
should  be  clearly  stated. 

Sir  C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Col- 
lege) wished  to  know  whether  hon. 
Meml)ers  were  to  be  present  to-morrow 
in  order  to  introduce  their  Bills  person- 
ally ? 

•Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  sug- 
gested that  after  the  Ballot  in  Committee 
Room  E  a  list  of  names  and  the  order  in 
which  they  stood  might  be  printed  before 
3  o'clock  and  issued  on  Thursday. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  all  Members  who  desire  to 
ballot  for  Bills,  other  than  Government  Bills, 
do  band  in  their  names  to  the  Clerk  before  the 
conclusion  of  Wednesday  Sitting,  and  that  a 
copy  of  the  title  of  the  Bill*be  handed  in  at 
the  latest  «luring  the  Sitting  of  the  House  on 
Thursiiay. 

That  the  Ballot  be  taken  at  Ndbn  on  Thurs- 
day in  Committee  Koom  E. 

That  with  regani  to  Notices  already  handed 
in  the  names  only  be  publi&hed  for  the  pur|>o0e 
of  determining  the  prece<lence,  and  the  title  of 
the  Bill  Ikj  handed  in  afresh  before  the  conclu- 
sion of  Thursday  Sitting. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Question  again  proposed. 
De1)ate  resumed. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

MOTION       FOR      ADDRESS.        ADJOUKNED 

1)  Eli  ATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [12tli  March], 
^^  That  an  humble  Address  be  present^ 
to  Her  Majesty,  hs  followeth  : — 

Most  G  factious  S<>vci*eigu, 

"  Wo,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
subjects,  the  Ck)mmons  of  the  Unite<l  Kin^iom 
of  Great  Britain  imd  Ireland,  in  Parliament 
assembled,  beg  have  to  thank  Your  Majesty 
lor  the  most  gracious  S|)eech  which  Your 
Majesty  has  addressed  to  Injth  H«)uses  of 
ParUamentr—{Mr,  fUmrtenay  Warner,) 

Jfr,  C^s/json  Howies 


I    •Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
S.)  :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  it  is  my  in- 
tention,   with    the    indulgence    of    the 
House,  to  run  briefly  over  the  heads  of 
the  Queen's  Speech  as  far  as  they  refer 
to  the  legislation  proposed  for  this  year. 
I  will  run  rapidly  over  the  names  of  the 
Bills  in  the  order  in  which  they  come. 
I'he  place  of   houoiu*   is   given    to   the 
Evicted  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill.     Then 
comes   the   Registration  Bill,  then    the 
Bill  for  the  Abolition  of  Plural  VotiDg, 
and  then  the  Bills  for  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Church  in  Wales  and  the 
Disestablishment     of     the     Church    of 
Scotland.     The  Bill  for  the  Equalisation 
of  Rates  in  London  follows,  and  then 
there  is  the  Bill  giving  greater  powers 
to   the  County   Council,   as   announced 
yesterday  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the 
measure  for  the  exercise  of  local  control 
over   the   liquor  traffic,    which   was,   I 
think,  emphasised  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  yesterday.     There   are 
also  to  he  measures — which  is  a  noun  of 
multitude — for   the   promotion    of    con- 
ciliation in  labour  disputes  and  also  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Factory  and  Mines 
Act  and  the  reform  of  the  system  of  con- 
ducting inquiries  into  fatal  accidents  in 
Scotland.     There  are  thus  12  first-class 
Bills — six  of  them  being  highly  contro- 
versial— and    in   addition   there   is    the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  Budget, 
which  will  take  a  month  to  pass  if  one- 
tenth  part  of  the  rumours  al)out  it  prove 
to   he   true.     In  addition,  there   is   the 
question  of  the  expenditure  of  money  on 
the  Navy,  and  there  is  al.^o  the  whole  of 
the  year's  Supply  to    be  got  through. 
Now,  I  put  this  plethora  of  Parliamentary 
Business  before  the  House,  and  I  ask 
what  is  likely  to  be  the  future  of  this 
Session.      The    House  has  been  called 
together  on  the  12th  of  March,  a  date 
which  I  think  can  only  l>e  paralleled  bj 
going  back  to  the  year  1868.     I  must 
remind    the    House   of   what    was    the 
character  of  the  Session  of  1893-4.  Par- 
liament   met  on    the  31st  of  January, 
1893,    and   adjourned    on    the   23rd   of 
Se[)teinber.     It  met  again  on  the  2nd  of 
November,  and    adjourned  for  three  or 
four  days  for  Christmas.     It  finally  was 
prorogned  on  the  5th  of  March.     It  sat 
altogether  12  months.     The  real  Session 
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o!  1894  began  on    March  12,  and  the  ! 
Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  suggested 
hit  oight  that  it  would  take  three  years 
possiblj  to  pass  his  programme  of  legis- 
lation.    He  said — 

"If  we  flo  not  finish  it  this  year  we  will 
finish  it  next  year,  and  if  we  do  not  finisli  it 
then  we  i^ill  finish  it  the  year  afterwards.'* 

So  that  after  having  had  a  SesHion  of  12 
months  we  are  now  to  have  a  triennial 
Session.  With  all  respect  to  the  right 
hon.Gentleraan  I  consider  his  program ni<s 
if  it  is  to  be  a  Sessional  programme,  an 
ioAaoe  programme  ;  and-I  cannot  get  over 
the  arrogance  of  Her  Majesty *s  Ministers 
IB  bringing  forward  this  unmanageable 
programme  in  the  face  of  an  Opposition 
vhieb  is  at  least  30(),  in  imagining  that 
the  Opposition  will  sit  for  three  years, 
inl  ID  even  declaring  that  they  shall  sit 
for  three  years  to  pass  that  programme. 
Iisk  if  you  see  anything  sensible,  any- 
lUng  Parliamentary,  anything  that  any- 
liecao  understand  in  such  a  proposition, 
ky  before  men  ol  ordinary  common 
Ktw.^  I  never  heard  of  such  a  proposi- 
tiw.  You  hi^ve  had  opportunities  as  we 
kfe  of  testing  the  opinion  of  the  people 
« to  the  long  Sessions  of  Parliament  and 
a«  to  the  want  of  legislation  that  those 
long  Sessions  invariably  produce.  In 
■J  opinion  the  attempt  to  pass  all  these 
Bilk  will  end  in  passing  hardly  any  of 
tbem,  and  you  will  go  to  the  country  at 
the  end  of  your  Session  with  a  programme 
knlly  touched.  You  do  not  mention 
Home  Rule  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne;  but  it  is  ceitain,  and  vou  munt 
Know  it,  that  Home  Rule  will  never  pass. 
The  House  of  Lords,  vou  sav,  is  to  be 
uoliyhed  ;  but  it  will  never  be  abolished. 
We  shall  none  of  us  live  to  see  the  aboli- 
tioD  of  the  House  of  Lords  or  to  sec  an 
Irish  Parliament  established  in  Ireland.  I 
MKt  be  allowed  to  allude  to  the  heavy  loss 
wbirh  the  whole  of  the  House  of  Com- 
awos,  and  particularly  the  majority  of  it, 
has  iiustained  in  the  retirement  of  the  ' 
Fir?i  Lonl  of  the  Treasury  from  OHico.  ! 
Gladly  do  I  offer  my  humble  tribute,  to 
borrow  the  words  used  by  theChaneellor  ! 
of  the  Exchequer  last  evening,  of  admira- 
tion and  regret  that  the  great  Lea<ler  of  i 
the  House  has  gone  from  us.  For  20 
Tears  I  have  had  the  advantage  of  being  i 
in  the  House  of  Commons  with  him  and 
of  hearing  many  of  the  great  speeches  he 
ottered  during  that  period — in  fact, 
Marl?  all  of   them — and   I   have  l>eeu  i 

i 


fasciuated  by  the  style  and  arguments  of 
tho.*je  speeches — I  have  sometimes  been 
almost  carried  away  by  ^icm  ;  and  I 
ventjiire  to  think  that  I  am  right  in  saying 
that  the  value  iias  beeu  almost  immeasur- 
able which  any  Member  of  the  House  must 
set  upon  his  presence  in  the  House  of 
Commons;  and  I  think  that  one  may 
legitimately  entertain  doubts  whether  the 
high  standard  of  the  customs,  manners, 
and  traditions  of  the  House  of  Commons 
will  be  maintained  in  the  future  so  easily, 
now  that  we  ha\e  lost  the  advantage  of 
his  controlling  hand.  But  if  I  believe 
the  House  has  sustained  a  great  and 
irreparable  loss — a  loss  which  cannot 
well  be  adequately  expressed  in  words — 
I  still  further  cannot  measure  the  loss 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
— the  Leader  of  the  flouse  now,  whom  I 
am  very  glad  to  see  in  his  new  position — 
and  his  supporters  have  sustained.  If 
anyone  in  the  House  could  Ciirry  through 
an  heroic  policy,  if  anyone  could  ever 
carry  through  an  heroic  programme,  it 
was  the  right  bon.  Gentlennm  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian;  but  I  am  afraid  his 
retirement  has  left  a  gap  which  will  not 
easily  be  filled.  I  say  this  the  more 
confidently  because  without  his  great 
name,  without  his  great  influence  among 
the  masses  of  the  people,  without  his 
eloquence,  his  gifts  of  oratory — which 
were  unrivalled  by  any  in  this  House — 
without  his  unequalled  political  ex- 
perience and  knowledge,  I  fancy  not 
only  your  Pnrty,  but  also  your  politics 
will  suffer;  and  how  will  yon  get  through 
the  great  tasks  he  has  bequeathed  to  yon 
I  cannot  altogether  understand.  Is 
there  one  of  you  who  would  say  your- 
self that  vou  could  bear  his  shield  or 
hurl  his  spear  ?  I  think  not.  Looking, 
then,  to  the  future,  and  to  the  enormous 
mass  of  legislation  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exche([ucr  has  put  before  us  as 
the  progrannne  for  the  next  three  years  ; 
and,  looking  at  the  absence  of  enthu- 
siasm in  the  country — and  as  far  as  I 
can  judge  even  in  your  own  ranks — 
caused,  as  it  must  be  caused  in  anv 
armv,  i)oliti(*al  or  niilitarv.  bv  the  loss 
of  a  great  Leader,  1  am  confident  that 
the  task  which  has  been  foreshadowed 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  is  beyond  powers 
like  yours  to  accomplish  in  one  year, 
in  two  vears,  or  even  in  three  vears. 
Are  you  thoroughly  united  (Ui  the  great 
policy  of  the  establishment  ot  vu\  \t\s\\ 
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Parliament?  The  utterances  of  one 
very  high  in  authority  among  you  seem 
to  me  most  ambiguous.  Those  utter- 
ances have  varied  within  the  space  of 
four  months  and  even  in  the  space  of 
a  few  hours.  I  must  ask  the  House  to 
allow  me  to  quote  a  speech  wliich  was 
made  on  September  7  last  year,  on  the 
Second  lieiuling  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  is  now  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment. What  was  his  attitude  to- 
wards the  Bill  at  that  time  ?  Speaking 
to  the  Lords,  he  said — 

"  Vou  nii<jht  havcallowcil  tlic  Second  Reading 
to  ])ass  ftub  itilentio^  or  have  carried  it  with 
every  form  of  ])rot«8t  ;  but  when  you  pot  into 
Committee  you  might  have  modelle<l  the  Bill 
to  your  liking.  You  might  have  struck  out 
every  clause  you  disliked — perhaps  you  will  say 
tliat  would  be  every  clause— then  it  would  have 
l)een  open  to  you  to  substitute  what  clauses  you 
preferred.  You  might  have  hail  an  opportunity 
— which,  of  course,  you  .are  not  going  to  take — 
of  dedaring  and  defining  yuur  policy  with 
regard  to  this  great  question  of  ircland.  The 
Bill  might  then  have  gone  <lown  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  where  it  wouM  have  met,  no 
doubt,  with  a  stout  resistance.  But  what  would 
ultimately  have  come  about,  what  would  have 
hap[>ened  if  you  and  they  had  both  insisted  on 
the  miiss  of  your  Amendments?  A  conference 
might  have  taken  place  betw(M?n  the  two  Houses 
which  might  have  led  to  a  future  result ;  and  1 
say  that  the  patriotic  course  for  your  liordships 
to  liave  taken,  unless  you  are  detcrminevl  never 
to  devolve  any  local  business  to  Ireland,  was 
to  give  this  Bill  a  Second  lieailing  and  take  an 
op|)ortunity  of  settling  with  the  other  House.  I 
lind  that  suggestion  receives  very  little  favour 
from  noble  Lonls  opi)Osite." 

That  was   the  expression  of  the  noble 

Earl  ou  September  7.     But  that  did  not 

give  much  idea  that  the  noble  Earl  was 

animated  at  that  time   with   any  great 

affection   for    Home   Rule   or    for    any 

particular   form  of   Home   Rule.      The 

noble  Earl  added  one  more  sentence — 

^'I  si>eak  as  a  witness,  but  not  as  an 
enthusiastic  ^v^itness,  in  favour  of  Home 
Rule." 

I  think  it  right  to  bring  these  utterances 
to  the  notice  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  uoble  Earl  has  since  become  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  but  I  think  these 
words  about  the  non-enthusiastic  witness 
expressed  his  feelings  at  that  time.  But 
the  uoble  Earl  has  made  a  great  change, 
which  all  of  you  have  made,  and  which 
the  Secretary  of  St4ite  for  War,  who  is 
slumbering,  1  am  sorry  to  see,  described 
as  "  having  found  salvation."  The  uoble 
Earl  now  tills  the  Office  of  First  Minister 
of    the    Crown,  and    this    change    has 
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stiffened  him.  The  necessity  for 
keeping  the  Gladstonian  Party  together 
led  to  the  declaration  at  the  Foreign 
Office  on  Home  Rule  to  the  Party  which 
he  leads,  and  which  I  declare  he  cannot 
go  back  from.  It  is  different  from  his 
other  speech,  but  I  say  that,  if  challenged, 
he  would  not  go  back  from  the  plain 
English  meaning  of  that  speech.  In  his 
speech  at  the  Foreign  Office  the  uoble 
Earl  said — 

"  The  other  question  that  I  have  said  requires 
more  than  a  passing  word  is  the  group  of  ques- 
tions that  are  known  as  the  Irish  Question. 
Gentlemen,  to  that  question  we  are  bound  by 
every  tie  of  honour  and  of  policy.  {Loud  and 
prolonged  rJieerg.]  I  know  it  would  be  affec- 
tation to  deny  that  a  speech  of  mine  in  the 
House  of  Lords  last  year  has  raised  some  doubts 
as  to  my  position  on  that  question.  I  think  it 
must  be  to  those  who  have  read  that  speech  in 
a  cursory  manner  that  these  doubts  occurreil. 
It  is  said  that  all  roads  lead  to  Rome,  and  there 
are  many  roatls  by  which  to  arrive  at  a  convic- 
tion on  Ilome  Uule  ;  but  I  venture  to  say  that 
our  line  is  as  direct  as  any  that  conducts  to  the 
goal,  and  that  it  will  not  be  any  the  less  stead- 
fastly pursued." 

Dk.  MACGREGOR  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  noble  Lord  is 
in  Order  in  discussing  Hoitie  Rule,  which 
has  no  part  in  the  Queeu^s  Speech  ? 

Mk.  deputy  SPEAKER:  The 
noble  Lord  is  in  Onler.  The  question 
which  he  is  discussing  is  the  absence  of 
Home  Rule  from  the  Queen's  Speech. 

Mk.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  Which  the 
Government  have  shunted  I 

•Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  I  advise 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  has  passed 
most  of  his  life  in  Scotland,  but  very 
little  in  the  House  of  Commons,  to  be 
careful  before  he  lays  down  a  rule  of 
Order  to  the  Chair.  The  noble  Earl 
continued  in  these  words — 

"  If,  gentlemen,  you  had  any  doubts  in  your 
minds  as  to  the  course  that  I  was  likely  to  take 
on  this  question,  I  think  there  is  one  pledge 
that  this  (lovernment  gives,  the  character  of 
which  is  as  significant  as  that  of  the  headBhip 
which  Mr.  Glailstone  lately  imparted — I  meaa 
the  presence  of  Mr.  John  Morley.  [Loud 
rheerx.y^ 

That  declaration  was  made  to  his  Party, 
and  it  binds  the  noble  Earl  as  tightly  and  as 
permanently  as  any  political  pledge  could 
;  bind  an  honourable  statesman,  ^^ot  only 
does  he  pledge  himself  to  those  who  are 
to  keep  him  in  office  by  their  votes,  but 
he  refers  to  the  presence  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  his  Government  as  forcible 
a  confirmation  of  his  words  as  the 
Leadership  of  Mr.  Gladstone  ;   and 
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proviug  that  iiis  miud  is  irrevocably  fixed 
ou    the  ii]ea.<ure   of  Home   Rule   whicli 
coiiuects  with  the  name  of  Mr.  Gladstone, 
aud  with  the  Gladstoniuu  Party.  Therefore, 
1  lay  down — and  my  friends  on  this  side 
of  the  House  will  see  what  I  am  driving 
at  soon — that   we,   the  Unioin'sts,  ought 
to  have  no  doubt  that  the  noble  Earl  is 
bound    to     prosecute     tiie     scheme     of 
iiome  Rule  which  was  brought  in  last 
year     and     rejected     by      the     Lords  ; 
that     he       is      identified      with       that 
tchemeof  Home  Rule  which  was  coupled 
with  the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid   Lothian — that 
scheme,  and  no  other.     This  is  the  mea- 
mre  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer adheres  to,  if  no  more,  certainly 
BO  less ;  the  scheme  which  all  his  col- 
logues  also  adhere  to ;  the  scheme  of 
1893,  which  we  Unionists  ought  to  draw 
frwD  the     noble    Earl^s    speech    at    the 
Foreign  Office  as  being  that  which  he 
Walisolut^ly  and  irrevocably  and  pub- 
Bdj  pledgeil    himself   to.     That  is  the 
icbeme  which  the  Unionist  Party  must 
ftill  lake  its  their  position   for  resistance 
ii  Parliament  and  in  the  country,  and  for 
iHJstanoe  in  the  constituencies  whenever 
I      4e  Government    work   themselves    up 
to  a    Dissolution.       It    was     a     great 
ud  remarkable  admission  for  the  noble 
hr\  to   make    when    he   said    that    it 
U!  oecesi^ry  for  Home  Rule  that  the 
English  majority  should    V>e  converted. 
But  all  that  argument  was,  I  believe,  but 
^licksands  and  traps  to  beguile  Unionists 
ttd  to  lull  their  fears.     That  admission 
Vtf  only  made  to  cajole  noble  Lords  and 
tte  Uuiouist    Party.     I    think    we   can 
prifve  that    there    is    not    the    slightest 
likelihood  of  the  English  majority  being 
twverted.     The  bye-elections  were  one 
iadkation  of  that ;  and  the  greatest  proof 
4f  the  fact  that  no  conversion  has  taken 
piaee,  and  that  none  will   take  place,  is 
10  be  found  iu  the  insuperable  reluctance 
of  Rer  Majesty ^3  Government  to  dissolve. 
W'bilc  the  noble  Earl  showed  to  his  col- 
lea;;ae:>  and  to  his  Radical  supporters  his 
Utjity  to  the  whole  Home  Rule   Bill   of 
h*i^  in  terms   which  he  can  never  g(?t 
Mt  of,  he  also  has  an  eye   to   the  Irish 
•ajoriiy  which  is  necessary  to  keep  him 
itt  power  ;  and  I  therefore  reiterate  that 
ve  must  hold  a  firm  grip  on  that  utter- 
ttoe  of  the  noble  Earl  as  to  his  opinions 
oa  Home  Rule.     That  is  the  key  to  the 
policy  which  the  First  Minister  of  the 
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I  Crown    has    embraced.      It    is,   and    it 
always  has  been,  the  habit  of  the  noble 
Earl  at  the  head  of  the   Government  to 
try  to  be  reserved,  to  try  to  be  mysterious, 
and  to  try  to  bewilder  instead  of  to  speak 
plainly  and  to  make  his   policy  "  under- 
standetl  by  the  people."     But  that  is  the 
platform  upon  which  we  must  fight,  as 
we    have  fought  before,   and    we   must 
never  abandon  it,  as   it   is  the  only  plat- 
form   upon    which    we   are   assured   of 
victory.     I  turn  to  another  ambiguity  to 
which  I  desire  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the    Government.     It    is   also  a   matter 
mentioned  in    the  Queen's    Speech.     It 
was  sometimes  said  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   the  Member  for  Midlothian 
— whose  loss  we  all  regret — was  a  little 
difficult  to  understand  ;  but  I  declare  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for      Midlothian     was     in     all      points 
as    clear  as  the  sun  at  noon-day  com- 
pared  with    the    utterances   which    the 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment sometimes  gives  expression  to.     In 
the  Queen's  Speech  the  subject  of  Scotch 
Church  Disestablishment    is   mentioned. 
Last  Session,  the  House  will  remember, 
the  subject  was  left  to  a  private  Member, 
the  Representative  of  one  of  the  Divi- 
sions of  Glasgow ;  this  Session  the  Go- 
vernment have,  in   the  same  sentence  in 
the  Speech,definitely  placed  two  measures 
of    DisesUiblishment — in    Wales    and   in 
Scotland — before  Parliament.  Obviously, 
therefore,  they  are  on  the  same  equality 
in  the   view   of   the  Government.     But 
the  noble  Earl  in  his  speech  last  night, 
whom  I  suppose  to  be  the  best-informed 
man    on    the   subject   in   Her  Majesty's 
Parliament,  said — 

•*  1  «lo  not  place  these  measures  on  the  same 
foumlatioii." 

He  draws  an  elaborate  distinction  be- 
tween the  claims  of  Wales  and  those  of 
Scotland,  and  confesses  that  he  attaches 
import4inco  to  the  Scotch  Disestablish- 
ment being  placed  second  in  the  sentence 
in  the  Speech.  Well,  the  noble  Earl  is 
going  to  address  a  great  meeting  at  Edin- 
burgh in  a  few  days.  Do  you  think  that 
the  Scotch  people  will  take  an  ambiguous 
declaration  like  that  as  to  the  priority  of 
Disestablishment  in  Scotland  and  iu 
Wales  ?  I  think  the  noble  Earl  will 
have  to  ask,  "  Are  you  in  favour  of 
Scotch  Disestablishment  or  not  ? "  be- 
cause it  is  on  that  question  that  Scotch 
elections   will  mainly   turu.      It  \a  Vva- 
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possible  to  rely  upon  the  vague  words 
uttenMl  in  the  noble  EurPs  speech  last 
uiglit  as  to  whether  the  Scotch  Church 
is  to  be  disestablished  or  not.  I  must 
now  deal  with  what  the  noble  Earl  said 
at  the  Foreign  Office  about  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  adopted  a  form  of  language 
which  will  please  hon.  Members  opposite. 
He  spoke  very  much  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did,  who  said — 

"  It  is  the  voice  of  the  nation  which  is  to 
decide," 

that  is  the  regular,  orthodox  style.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say — 

*' whether  its  Representatives  are  or  are  not 
to  be  '  controlle<l '  by  the  House  of  Lortls.  But 
what  you  have  to  do  in  the  House  of  Commons 
is  to  give  voice  to  the  convictions  and  to  the 
will  of  the  people.  The  House  of  Ix)rds  may 
deal  with  these  matters  as  it  thinks  fit ;  but 
when  the  House  of  Commons,  by  the  voice  of 
the  majority  of  its  Mem>)ers,  acting  in  no 
ambiguous  manner  and  with  no  divided  sound, 
sends  up  measures  to  the  House  of  Lords,  if  they 
are  to  be  mutilated,  or  if  they  are  to  be  rejecteti, 
then  the  time  will  come  when  the  opinion  of  the 
nation  must  be  taken  on  that  question.  Itis  for 
you  to  prepare  and  ripen  that  opinion." 

But  that  is  what  we  are  saying  every 
day.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on 
to  say — 

"  If  I  may  venture  to  give  you  any  counsel,  it 
is  that  you  shall  devote  yourselves  to  this  object, 
and  this  object  above  all ;  that  you  shdll  show 
a  unite* I  front ;  that  the  Liberal  Party  shall  come 
together  as  one  man,  and  that,  thenjfore,  when 
they  s])eak  of  the  majority  of  the  House  of 
Commons  there  shall  be  no  doubt  as  to  what 
that  majority  is  and  what  its  intention  is.  The 
intention  of  the  majority  is  to  execute  what 
they  think,  and  understand,  and  believe  to  be 
the  mandate  of  the  people." 

That  is  the  policy  which  was  certainly 
bequeathed  to  the  Liberal  l^arty  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  in  his  last  address  in  this 
House,  and  it  is  the  policy  that  was 
declared  bv  the  ri^rht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Cbanccllor  of  the  Exchequer  yesterday, 
and  that  is  the  policy  which  has  been 
consecrated  before  the  Party  at  the 
Foreign  Office  by  the  noble  Earl.  I  do 
not  complain.  He  has  to  maintain  his 
position  by  votes  in  Parliament  and  by 
votes  in  the  country.  I  merely  remark 
upon  the  presence  in  the  existing  Cabinet 
of  no  less  than  six  Peers.  I  also  remind 
the  House  of  Commons  that,  when  the 
noble  Earl  was  not  in  the  Ministrv,  he 
was  for  mending  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  he  proposed  a  scheme  for  its  reform  ; 
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but  this  year,  wheu  he  is  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  and  has  to  keep 
together  a  majority,  he  is  in  favour  of 
ending  the  House  of  Lords.  In  conclu- 
sion, 1  would  remind  the  Party  to  which 
I  Iiave  the  honour  to  belong  that  it  is 
clear  that  the  Gladstouiau  policy  of 
Home  Hule  and  the  scheme  of  Home 
Rule  with  which  the  late  Prime  Minister 
was  connected,  that  the  Gladstouiau 
policy  against  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
that  the  Gladstonian  Newcastle  Pro- 
gramme have  been  publicly  adopted  by 
the  new  First  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
[^Ministerial  cheers,^  Yes,  that  is  no 
doubt  satisfactory  to  you,  and  it  is 
equally  satisfactory  to  me  ;  and  I  would 
further  remind  the  Members  of  the 
Unionist  Party  that  we  have  exactly  the 
same  Radical  and  revolutionary  policy 
to  oppose  that  we  have  had  to  oppose  for 
the  last  10  years,  that  the  same  methods 
of  opposition  which  we  have  given  to 
those  forces  must  be  resumed,  and,  in  my 
judgment,  if  that  is  done,  that  opposition 
will  be  as  successful  in  the  future  as  it 
has  been  in  the  10  years  which  have  pre- 
ceded this  memorable  Session. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  should  be  glad  if 
the  House  would  allow  me  to  make  one  or 
two  remarks  upon  the  Irish  policy  of  the 
Government  which  has  been  touched 
upon  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  has 
been  dealt  with  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
made  some  remarks  about  Ireland  with 
the  tone  of  which  I  have  no  fault  to  find. 
There  was,  however,  one  passage  in  his 
speech  which  I  have  heard  with  n'gret — 
that  was,  the  one  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  declared  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  receive  the  proposal  annoum^ed 
in  the  Speech  with  regard  to  the  evicted 
tenants  in  an  attitude  of  critical  suspicion. 
I  regret  that ;  and  I  was  not  a  little 
astonished  at  that  declaration,  )>ecause  I 
do  not  believe  that  there  is  a  single  man 
in  this  House  who  is  less  capable  of  any- 
thing like  political  viudictiveness  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  1  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  tone  of  his  remarks  about^ 
the  evicted  tenants  did  seem  to  betray  m^^ 
temper  of  mind  in  respect  to  deeds  oi^ 
misdeeds  in  Ireland  which,  to  some  ex  - 
tent,  savoured  of  political  viudictiveneaflb-^ 
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aud  that  I    am  perfectly  sure  the  right 

hou.  Geutlcmau    hiaiself  must  kuow  is  ! 

fatal  to  aujthiug  like  u  settlement  of  the 

questiou  which  he  equally  must  know  is 

iudispeiisaV>le   to   the   peace   of   Irelaud. 

I  will  pass   from    the    language  of  the 

right  hou.   Geutlemau    to    that   of    the 

right  hon.    Geutlemau    the  Member  for 

West  Birmiugham.     I  noticed  that  when 

my  right  hou.  Frieud  received  a  deputa- 

tioD  ou  the  subject  he  said  he  desired  a 

settlement  of  the  questiou  if  it  could  be 

obtained  upou   reasonable   terms.      The 

other  day  the  right   hon.  Geutlemau  the 

Member    for    Bodmiu    was    still    more 

explicit,  aud  he  used  language  which  I 

venture    to    contrast    with    that    of    the 

right  hou.  Geutlemau  the   Leader  of  the 

Opposition,  and  which  I  sincerely  hope 

will  be  the  spirit  which  will  animate  thp 

reception  of    the    Goverumeut  proposal 

when    the    time    comes   for    making    it 

kaowo.     My  right  hou.  Frieud  said — 

*They  were  toM  that  in  the  Session  about  to 
beopeneil  the  Government  would  bring  in  an 
Encted  Tenants  Bill.  He  himself  should  be  in 
htuflr  of  any  well -considered  Bill  for  that 
pcrpoee.  It  was  desirable  that  they  should  be 
faeroas  in  their  treatment  of  these  tenants, 
t*  tbev  went  out  at  a  time  when  Ireland  was 

m 

gnulj  agitated,  when  men  lost  their  heads  and 
eeued  to  be  masters  of  their  actions.  A  new 
vnni?ement  was  necessary,  and  if  the  Govern- 
■eot  brought  in  a  reasonable  Bill  he  should  be 
wUULg  to  give  it  all  the  supi)()rt  he  couhl,  aud 
he  believoJ  it  would  be  the  ])olify  of  the 
Cfiionist  Party  to  give  it  an  unhesitating  sup- 

That  is  the  language  of  statesmanship, 
1*1  I  hope  these  words  will  have  the 
•eight  they  ought  to  have,  consi<lcring 
ti*  source  whence  they  came,  when  the 
Bili  is  before  the  House.  The  right 
^Hi.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  made  some  remarks  upon 
»bat  he  regarded  as  the  coiitrover- 
^itl  innuendo  of  the  expression  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  "the  ordinary  law." 
The  right  hon.  Geutlemau  said  that  after 
»ll  the  whole  ditTerence  between  what 
're  call  ordinary  law  aud  what  he  regards 
tt  !^pecial  Criminal  Law  consisted  in  two 
thing!*.  First,  the  power  to  hold  secret 
iaquiry  ;  and  second,  the  power  of 
«i»»Dge  of  venue.  I  have  a  pretty  stron;; 
i*tollection  of  that  Crimes  Act,  and  1 
wirely  dissent  from  the  right  hon. 
Gemleman's  description.  By  far  the 
*wt  vital  difference  between  the  ordi- 
itfj  Uw  and  ihe  special  Criminal  Law 
V&8,  not  change  of  venue  nor  secret 


inquiry,  but  the  power  of  the  State  to 
try  cases  where  the  most  delicate  points 
of  fact   and    of    law    come   in — cases  of 
conspiracy — before  the  Resident  Magi«- 
trates  without  a  jury.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    cannot   have   forgotten  that 
that  was  the  real  sting  and   faug  of  the 
Act  ;    aud  his  own   officers    must   have 
told    him    that  when  the    time  came  to 
suspend  those  powers,  under  his  rule  or 
under  that  of  his  successor,  the  sting  of 
the   Act  was  being  drawn.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman    says    that   reverting  to 
the   ordinary    law  is   not   the  secret   of 
the  tranquillity    which    now  fortunately 
prevails  in  Ireland,  and  he  admits  that  I 
am  not  likely  to   maintain    it    is  so.     I 
agree  with  him  that    the   factors  in  the 
social  state  of  Ireland    are   far  too  com- 
plex for  any   one  simple  explanation  of 
that  kind.     But  I  must  remind  the  right 
hou.  Geutlemau    that   at   this    time  last 
year  he  prophesied,  aud  his  friends  round 
him — especially    those    from    Irelaud — 
prophesied,  that  our  action   in  revoking 
proclamations  which  brought  these  powers  ' 
into    operation   would    probably   lead  to 
trouble   and    turmoil.      The   right   hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  I  was  glad  enough 
to  use  the  powers  of  secret  inquiry  when 
1  could  get  them.     He  refers,   no  doubt, 
to  the  secret  inquiries   held    under    the 
Explosives  Acts.     Three  such  inquiries 
have  been    held — one  of  them  when  the 
Member  for  Leeds  was    Chief  Secretary, 
aud  two  of  them  since  I  have  been  Chief 
Secretary.      Two  related  to   explosions 
at  Dublin  Castle,    and    one    to  an  explo- 
sion elsewhere.  I  will  confess  to  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman,  or  rather  I    will  assure 
him,  that  I  did  not  give  my   sanction  to 
the    holdiug  of   those    Courts    of  secret 
incpiiry  with  any  great  expectation   that 
any  good  would    come  of  them.     But  I 
did  the  best   that   I    could.     In  the   last 
case  I  sununoned  a  Magistrate  to  preside 
over  it  with  whose  powers  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    is    well    acquainted,    and    I 
gave  the  powers  of  secret  iuquiry  a  full 
chance.      But    all    through    the    contro- 
versy, from  1887  to  the   present  time,  I 
have  always   held    the    same    view,  that 
I  secret    inquiries     in     Ireland — unless    in 
very    exceptional    cases,    such    as    the 
PhdMiix  Park   murders — have  not  made 
persons      amenable      to      justice,       aud 
what  has  happened   in    connection  with 
the     two    secret     iuqiiiriea    lu    lrc\tt.\iOL 
siDco  I  have  been  respousible  lor  lrv«Ai 
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admiuistiatioD  entirely  bears  out  that 
opiuion.  The  right  hou.  Geutlemau  said 
that  the  present  Government  have  been 
favoured  in  their  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  by  various  circumstances 
— by  the  fact  that  gentlemen  from  Ire- 
land have  done  the  best  they  could  and 
have  used  all  the  influence  which  they 
possessed  to  keep  the  country  as  quiet  as 
possible.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  say  last  night,  but  he  has  said  else- 
where, that  we  had  had  the  advantage  of 
haying  clergymen  on  our  side  ;  and  he 
enumerated  among  the  favourable  con- 
ditions the  fact  that  we  are  now  con- 
fronted by  an  Opposition  which  has 
never  done  anything  to  severely  criticise 
the  action  of  the  present  Executive  or  to 
make  their  work  difficult.  That  language 
was  used  at  Manchester  not  many  weeks 
ago.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot 
that  in  five  successive  weeks  at  the 
beginning  of  last  Session  five  Votes  of 
Censure  were  moved,  wound  up  with  a 
full-dress  Censure  Debate  moved  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  There- 
fore, I  do  not  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  entitled  to  take  much 
credit  to  himself. 

Mr.  a.  J.   BALFOUR  :    I  did  not 
mention  that. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Quite  true,  he  did 
not  refer  to  it  last  night,  but  he  did  in 
his  speech  at  Manchester.  People  often 
use  on  platforms  language  which  they 
are  slow  to  repeat  here.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  he  did  not  dispute 
the  allegations  made  in  the  gracious 
Speech  as  to  the  great  quietude  and 
tranquillity  which  now  happily  prevails 
in  Ireland  ;  but  he  took  the  occasion  to 
say  that  he  had  never  been  a  profound 
believer  in  crime  statistics,  and  I  quite 
understand  the  reason  which  induced 
such  a  criticism.  But  those  statistics 
have  been  the  barometer  by  which  all 
Governments  have  tested  the  state  of 
things  in  Ireland  ;  and  we  have  the  right 
to  resort  to  them  in  the  present  case.  I 
mav  add  tlitit  all  the  Jndffes'  Chjirjjes — 
with  one  exception,  to  which  I  will  refer 
later — during  the  Spring  Assizes  bear 
testimony  to  the  same  fact,  that  Ireland 
is  in  a  condition  of  general  tranquillity 
which  has  not  been  equalled  for 
many  years  past.  Of  course,  all 
parties  agree  in  rejoicing  over  that 
»tate  of  things.  The  right  hon. 
Goutleman   then   complained  of    us   for 


hanging  up  Homo  Rule.     He  remarked 
that  the    suspension  of  the  measure  for 
Home  Rule  was  a  great  injustice  to  Ire- 
land, and  it  was   said  by  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  in  another  place  last  night 
that   so  long  as   that  measure  is  held  in 
suspense,  so  long  as  Ireland  is  left  in  a 
condition  of  uncertainty  as   to  what    her 
immediate  political  destiny  is  to  be,  so 
long  there  can  be  no  security  for  either 
any  land  transactions  or  any  others.  The 
facts   do    not   support   that   contention. 
Whatever   the  fortunes   of    Home   Rule 
may  be,   it   cannot   be  denied  that   the 
temporary  suspense  of  the  prosecution  of 
that  measure  has  had  no  such  disastrous 
or  mischievous  effect  upon  transactions  in 
Ireland  as   the    right    hon.    Gentleman 
seems  to  apprehend.     The  noble  Lord  in 
another  place  said  that  the  proper  policy 
in   Ireland  was  to  push  forward  peasant 
proprietorship  and  such  schemes  as  light 
railways.  But  why  is  peasant  proprietor- 
ship not  pushing  itself   forward  ?     Be- 
cause the  Act  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   passed    in    1891   is,  for  reasons 
which  were  pointed  out  to  him  then,  not 
working  as  he  hoped  it  would  do  and  as 
I  hoped  it  would  do.     When  we  are  told, 
that  tardiness  in  land  purchase  is  due  to    * 
a   want  of  sense   of  security,   everyone 
must   know   that    it   is  not  the  true  ex- 
planation, nor  one  that  the  most  compe- 
tent   experts   on    the  Land  Question —    ■ 
men  detached  from  Party  controversies 
— would  countenance.     I  will  now  turn 
to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  has 
just  sat  down,  and  my  observations  need 
be  very  few.     As  far  as  Home  Rule  is 
concerned,  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
is  one  which  certainly  gave  us  no  dis- 
satisfaction on   this  side  of  the  House. 
The  noble  Lord  has  perceived,   and  has 
stated  in  emphatic  language,  what  it  is 
•that  the  new  Prime  Minister  indicated  in 
his  speech,  and  what  is  the  policy  which 
the  new  Prime  Minister  intends  to  pursue. 
There  can  be  no  mistake  in  the  mind  of 
anyone  who  heard  or  who  read  the  speech 
of    the   Prime    Minister  at  the  Foreign 
Office  yesterday — there  <ran  bo  no  possi- 
bility of  mistake — as  to  the  intention  of 
the  noble  Earl  to  use  all  the  power  which. 
his    new    position    gives    him    to    prose- 
cute the  cause  of  Home   Rule.     Thai 
is     a     reason     for     that     which,    aftei 
all,     the     Leader     of     the     Oppositioi 
very     plainly     and     justly    stated.      1L  ^ 
would     be     contrary     to     all      hoooa:ar" 
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it  would  be    a    departure    from     every 
traditioQ      by     which    public     men     iu 
England   for  a  ceutury  past  have   held 
themselves  bouud,  if  a  Miuiuter  who  was 
res|>onsible  with  other  Members  of  a  Go- 
vernmeut  for  the   production  of  a  Home 
Rule  scheme  in  1893  were  to  come  into 
power  in   1894,  and,  without  a  word  of 
retracting,  to  hesitate  or  to  flinch  from 
further     prosecution    of    that    measure. 
The  Leader  of  the  Opposition  took  that 
point  at  once,  and  it  is  an  unanswerable 
point ;   and   no   one   who    knows    Lord 
Rosebery  would  suspect  that  he  is  the 
nuin  who  is  going  to  begin  the  degrada- 
tion of  the  traditions  of  English  states- 
men and  of  English  public  life  and  honour. 
1  am  glad   the  noble  Lord  has  stated  so 
clearly  that  the  Prime  Minister,  in  terms 
never   to  be   got  out   of,  advances    the 
policy  of  Home  Rule.     The  noble  Lord 
referreil   to  some  language  used  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  not  at  the  Foreign  Office, 
bat  in  another   place.     I  do  not  wonder 
that  all  words  and  declarations  upon  this 
Host    important   subject,    which    for   so 
■anj  years   has  aroused   such    passion, 
eboald    be    carefully    scrutinised.     The 
K>l»le  Lord  referred  to  the  declaration  of 
the  Prime    Minister   that    before    Irish 
Home  Rule  is  conceded  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament  England  will  have  to  be  con- 
noced   of,  its   justice.      Lord    Ros^jbery 
vtf^^peaking  in  the  House  of  Lords.    He 
VIS  speaking  to  the  House  of  Lords  in 
(oonection  with  the  action  of  the  House 
of  Lonls.     What  the  action  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  regard  to  the  Home  Rule 
Bill  has  been  we  here  know  only  too  well. 
Lord  Rosebery's  language  meant  that  it 
»**,  and  could  be  of  no  avail  for  us  to 
nhmit  Home  Rule  Bill  after  Home  Rule 
Bill  to  the  House  of  Lords,  certain   as 
those   Bills    would    be,    in    tho    prcsont 
temper  of  the  House  of  Lords,  to  meet 
the  ssame  fate  as  the  Bill  which   was  sent 
up  la«»t   year — that    it    could    be   of    no 
avail  to  send  such  Bills  up  until  wc  had 
maJe  further  progress  in    the  (M)n version 
of  the  minds  of  tho  people.     Of  course, 
we  do  not   entirely  decline  to  fa(?e  the 
fiot!«.     We  know  as  well  as  you  do  that 
there  is   a  majority   in    the    number  of 
Totes  in  this  House  acrainst  us  ;  but  we 
w^e  a   right   to   anticipate — and    Lord 
Roiebery  expressed    his    own    confident 
anticipation — that   the  same  process    of 
wn version    which   swelled    our   English 
J'apporters  between  1887  and   1892  will 


,  / 


take  place.  Lord  Rosebery  may  be  right 
or  he  may  be  wrong,  but  that  is  what  he 
told  the  House  of  Lords.  Lord  Rosebery 
said — 

*•  If  we  can  go  on  giving  proofs  and  pledges 
that  Irelanil  is  entitled  to  be  gmntel  that  boon 
which  she  has  never  ceased  to  demand  since  the 
Act  of  Union  was  passe* I,  1  believe  that  the 
conversion  of  EiiKhin<i  will  not  be  of  a  slow  or 
difficult  character.'' 

We  think  he  is  right,  but  what  he  said 
was  an  anticipation  of  the  conversion  of 
English  constituencies  as  distinguished 

from  those  of  Scotland,  Wales,  and 
Ireland — a  conversion  which  will  not  be 
slow  nor  difficult,  but  will  be  easy  and 
rapid,  I  find  no  inconsistency  whatever 
l>etween  a  declaration  of  that  kind  and 
the  declaration  which  he  gave  at  the 
Foreign  Office  earlier  in  the  day.  It 
could  not  be,  and  was  not,  an  expression 
of  the  doctrine  that  in  dealing  with 
future  Home  Rule  Bills  we  are  to  regard 
the  only  question  as  one  whether  the 
majority  was  not  oidy  Imperial  but  was 
also  English.  That  is  an  impossible 
doctrine.  It  is  an  im^M^ssible  doctrine 
that  you  should  require  us  always,  and 
especially  in  connection  with  Home 
Rule,  to  have  a  second  majority.  I  do 
not  wonder — I  frankly  confess  it — at  the 
vigilance,  at  the  suspicion,  at  the 
jealousy  on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers of  all  sections.  I  do  not  blame 
them.  They  have  been  made  for  ages, 
I  may  say,  the  shuttlecock  for  English 
Parties  to  play  with,  and  having  at  last 
found  an  English  Party  with  English 
Leaders  who  have  pledged  themselves  to 
fidelity,  I  say  that  I  do  not  wonder, 
with  all  their  confidence  in  our  good 
faith,  that  at  any  whisper  of  dissension — 
such  idle  and  groundless  rumours  as 
those  referred  to  yesterday  of  dissensions 
in  the  Cabinet — they  are  occasionally 
stirred  by  suspicion  and  animated  by 
jealousy.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Harbour  Division  of 
Dublin  said  yesterday  that  he  found 
some  fault  with  us  for  not  instantly  re- 
pealing the  Coercion  Act.  Now,  I  put 
it  to  mv  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  to 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit  around  him, 
whether  there  could  be  conceived  a 
more  absolute  waste  of  time  than  for  us 
to  have  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  repeal 
of  tho  Crimes  Act  last  vear,  or  to  have 
made  a  promise  to  bring  it  in  this  year. 
We  know  perfectly  well  t\u\t  t\\e  ^^m^ 
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tenacity  we  exhibited  in  resisting  the 
imposition  of  that  Act  would  have  been 
shown  by  hon.  Members  opposite  in 
resisting  its  abrogation. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  say  that 
I  founded  my  observation  on  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  who,  a 
few  days  after  the  Motion  which  he  him- 
self moved  against  the  introduction  of 
that  Bill,  said  in  the  countrv  that  the 
Liberal  Party  would  not  be  always  in 
a  minority,  and,  unless  he  mistook  its 
spirit,  the  first  duty  to  which  it  would 
turn  when  it  came  into  power  would  be 
the  repeal  of  that  measure. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Docs  the  hon. 
Gentleman  really  mean  that  he  would 
rather  that  we  had  brought  in  last  year  a 
Bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  Coercion  Act 
than  a  Bill  to  grant  Home  Rule  ? 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  :  My  observa- 
tion applied  to  this  year,  not  to  last  vear. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Would  my  *hou. 
Friend  rather  have  a  Bill  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Coercion  Act  or  a  Bill  for  the 
evicted  tenants  ?  I  do  not  believe,  what- 
ever he  may  say — sincerely,  no  doubt, 
for  the  purposes  of  debate  at  the  moment 
— that  this  is  a  serious  accusation 
against  us.  Then  my  hon.  Friend  asked, 
"  When  is  the  Home  Rule  Bill  to  be 
brought  in  ?  "  I  was  glad  to  hear  him 
say,  speaking  for  the  group  of  which  he 
is  one,  that  the  Irish  Members  did  not 
wish  to  force  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment unduly  :  they  had  made  no  demand 
that  Home  Rule  should  be  included  in 
the  programme  of  the  Session.  That  is 
lanjruage  of  moderation,  of  good  sense, 
and  of  ])olicy.  In  answer  to  his  ques- 
tion, which  is  not  an  unfair  one,  I  have 
to  say  that  it  is  impossible — and  the 
House  knows  it — to  chalk  out  and  draw 
a  hard-and-fast  line  of  dates,  hours,  all 
definitely  fixed.  We  frankly  admit  tlmt, 
having  brought  forward  proposals  of  such 
Constitutional  magnitude  and  of  such 
importance  as  the  Home  Rule  Bill  of 
last  year,  we  are  bound^to  prosecute  them 
with  all  the  despatch  that  circumstances 
will  allow,  and  that  we  are  bound  also  to 
prosecute  them  in  the  manner  and  with 
such  regard  to  time  and  season  as  in  our 
judgment  is  most  likely  to  commend 
those  proposals  to  the  favourable  con- 
sideration of  the  country.  I  do  not  con- 
sider that  a  very  Machiavelian  position. 
It  seems   to   me   to    be    a    position    of 


common  sense,  and  one  which  Ministers 
and  Governments  have  taken  up  before 
now  with  respect  to  measures.  Whether 
the  Government  will  in  1895  bring  in  the 
Bill  of  1893,  amended  or  unamended, 
whether  they  will  advise  a  Dissolution 
without  passing  a  Home  Rule  Bill 
through  this  House,  by  what  distribution 
of  business  we  can  best  devote  the  time 
of  Parliament,  having  regard  to  the  pur- 
poses to  which  this  Parliament  was 
elected — these  are  questions  which  no 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  opposite 
Bench  will  deny  at  this  stage  it  is  wholly 
premature  to  discuss  ;  and  it  is  not  reason- 
able nor  in  conformity  with  Parliamentary 
practice  to  expect  the  Government  to  l)e 
prepared  with  a  cut-and-dried  programme. 
If  anyone  believes  that  there  is  any 
flinching  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
as  to  the  policy  on  Home  Rule,  they  do 
us  a  great  injustice.  They  must  know 
in  their  mincls  that  we  are  as  men  of 
honour  bound  to  that  policy.  Whatever 
our  fortunes  may  be,  whatever  may 
happen  at  elections,  there  are  those 
among  us  who  will  never  cease  to  adhere 
to  that  policy.  We  should  be  the  most 
dishonoured  of  political  Parties  if  there 
was  any  inclination  in  the  mind  of  one  of 
us  to  flinch  or  recetle  from  the  policy 
which  Mr.  Gladstone  first  pressed  upon 
us.  I  can  only  say  for  my  own  part,  as 
'the  noble  Lord  has  mentioned  mv  name, 
that,  so  fat  as  I  am  concerned,  every  day 
of  my  experience  of  Ireland  and  of  Irish 
government  strengthens  and  deepens  my 
conviction  that  all  we  find  most  trouble- 
some in  the  facts,  or  in  thedefects,  if  you 
like,  of  the  Irish  character,  in  the  work- 
ing of  some  Irish  institutions,  can  only  be 
removed,  can  only  be  mitigated  and 
modified,  by  giving  Ireland  those  habits 
of  responsibility  which  self-government 
alone  can  give,  and  which  self-govern- 
ment has  given  to  the  people  of  this 
Island. 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  (Waterford)  : 
Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  I  have  often  had 
occasion  to  feel  for  the  difficulties  of  the 
position  occupied  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  Irish  Secretary  in  this  Go- 
vernment. Those  difficulties  have  been 
enormouf!,but  I  confess  that  I  do  not  think 
that  during  his  experience  a  more  diffi- 
cult or — if  I  might  be  permitted  to  say  so 
without  otfence — a  more  humiliating  task 
(?ver  fell  to  him  than  when  he  found 
himself  put  up  on  this   occasion  to   try 


181  Majesty's  Most  (13  March  1894}  Gracious  Speech.  182 

•D<1  remove  by  tbo  strength  of  his  own    I  am  convinced  that  he  woujd   not  lend 

himself  permanently  to  any  plan  for 
defeatin*^  the  hopes  of  Ireland.  Bnt  it 
is  perfectly  clear,  from  the  speeches  of 
the  new  Prime  Minister  and   the  Leader 


cliaracter  for  friendliness  to  Ireland   the 
li»d  impression  which   had   been  created 
by  the  ambignons  and  halting  phrases  on 
this  Irish  Qnestion  used  by  his  own  new 
Chief  yesterday    in    another    place.       I 
bad  hoped   I   would   not   have  found  it 
necessary    to    take   part   at   all    in    the 
geoeriil  discussion   ou  the  Address  from 
the  Throne,  aud  I  had  intended  to  have 
waited    for  a    later  stage    to    move  the 
Amendment  of  which  I  had  given  notice  ; 
bat  events  have   taken  such  a  turn   that 
I  feel  bound  to  let   that  Amendment  be 
moved  by  some  other  Member  and  to  in- 
tervene at  once  in  the  discussion  in  order 
to  give  expression  to  the  dissatisfaction, 
the  distrust,  and   the  alarm  which    have 
brtu  inspired   in   my  mind,  at  any  nite, 
bj  the  declarations  that  have  been  made 
recently  by    Ministers,  and  as  much  by 
what  they  have  not  said  as  by  what  they 
have.     We  recognise,  of  course,  the  fact 
that  as  tlie  Home  Rule  Qnestion  stands 
at  this    moment  wo  cannot,  in    Ireland, 
hope  to  have  it  carried   into  law  without 
•oother  General  Election,  and  without  a 
wJict  l>eing  given  in  its  favour  by  the 
people  of  these  Kingdoms.     But  the  one 
thing  we  were  afraid  of  was    that    that 
appeal   to    the   constituencies  would    be 
izniefinitely    postponed,    aud     while    in- 
Jefinitely    [Kistponed    the    Home    Rule 
yi»tion  would  be  put  on  the    shelf  and 
fliiftwl  back  from  the  position  of  urgencry 
to  which  it  had  been  raised  by  the  labours 
irnl  sacrifices  of  the  late  Mr.  Parneli,and 
tbit  Ireland  wouhl  find,  as  the  necessity 
ifi  the    min>Is    of   P]nglishmcn   for    con- 
*'Imng   this  question   disappeared,  that 
'iie  chances  of  obtaining  a  settlement  of  it 
»'Kild  recede  altogether  from  their  views. 
>*:n'?of  t!ie  dangers  which  we   foresaw 
f*«>fii    such    a     change    of    policy    have 
»lrta<ly  arisen.     The  Leadership  of  the 
Efj;(lish    Home    Rule  Party    h;is  ]>assod 
from    the   right    hon.    Member  for  Mid- 
lothian, whose  pledges  have  heen  explicit 
and  clear,  into  the  bands  of  ukmi  of  wiH)!n 
I  must  sav  that  we  have  no  stron;>:  faith 
ni  their  devotion  to   the   cause  of  Home 
Rule,  and    whoso  declarations   upon   the 
^iibje<:t  have  been  halting  and  ambiguous. 
I  do  not  refer  to  the   Chief  Secret arv   in 


of  the  House  of  Commons  last  night, 
that  the  Home  Rule  Bill  will  not  bo 
introduced  again  into  either  House  of 
Parliament  during  the  existence  of  this 
Parliament.  If  I  am  wrong  in  this  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  can  easilv  contra- 
dict me,  and  sav  that  if  the  Government 
in  their  wisdom  decide  to  postpone  the 
appeal  to  the  constituencies  they  will 
re-introduce  the  Bill,  and  thus  keep  it  as 
an  urgent  subject  before  the  public  mind. 
But  they  have  made  no  such  declaration, 
and  it  is  clear  that  the  intention  of  re- 
introducing the  Bill  in  this  Parliament 
has  been  alwindoned.  It  is  also  perfectly 
clear  that  the  life  of  this  Parliament  is  to 
be  prolonged  indefinitely.  The  Leader 
of  the  House  said  last  night  that  the 
Dissolution  would  take  place  when  the 
time  is  ripe,  and  the  time  apparently  will 
be  ripe  when  the  whole  of  the  Newcastle 
Pro;rramme  shall  have  been  sent  up  to 
the  House  of  Lords.  The  official  organ 
of  the  Libenil  Party.  The  Daily  News^ 
says  to-day  that  the  phrase  as  to  the 
Dissolution  taking  place  when  the  time 
is  ripe  means  that  a  Dissolution  is  only 
to  take  place  when  every  item  of  the 
Newcastle  Programme  has  been  passed 
by  a  majority  in  this  House,  and  sub- 
mitted to  the  Honse  of  Lords.  This 
Parliament  is  to  last  until  this  House 
has  passed  Welsh  and  Scotch  Disestab- 
lishment, and,  I  sup])ose,  the  Local  Veto 
Bill.  In  face  of  all  that,  how  anyone 
can  pretend  that  the  life  of  this  Parlia- 
ment, according  to  the  present  inten- 
tions of  the  Government,  is  not  to  be  in- 
definitely ])n)l<)nged,  and  Home  Rule 
during  that  time  put  upon  the  shelf, 
passes  my  comprehension.  If  matters 
stootl  there  the  situation  woidd  l)e  serious 
enough  from  the  Irish  point  of  view,  and 
in  njy  opinion  it  would  be  intolerable. 
This  Home  Rule  Question  is  urgent; 
you  have  said  on  hundreds  of  platforms 
in  England  that  it  is  urgent,  and  will 
not  brook  delay.  You  have  even  said 
that  it  was  so    urireut    that    no    reform 


tlK-x^olrtser  vat  ions.     He  will  not,  perhaps,  ,  for  the  Liberal    Party  or  English  p(K)ple 
»ake  it  as  a  compliment  for  me  to  single    could  be  curried  until  the  Irish  Question 

was  first  settled.  Tluj  right  hon.  (tontle- 
nmn  the  Chief  Secretary  complimented 
my    hon.    Friend    the    Member   for   the 


Lim  out.  But  I  have  never  thought  that 
\u:  entertained  anything  else  than  an 
honetit  dciiire  to  prosecute  this  cause,  and 
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Harbour    Division    of    Dublin    on    the 
moderate    and    reasonable   cbaracter   of 
bis   statements    witb    reference    to    tbis 
Session.       I      submit     tbat     we     bave 
never  taken  up  an  unreasonable  attitude 
in    tbis    matter.      If    tbe    Government 
believe    tbat    tbey    will    iiave    a    better 
cbance  of  carrying  tbe  General  Election 
if  tbey  pass  certain  Englisb  Bills,  or  if 
tbese  Bills  are  rejected  by  tbe  House  of 
Lords,     well     and     good.      Tbey    bave 
already   passed  one  of  tbose   Bills,  and 
anotber  of  tbem  bas  been  rejected  by  tbe 
House  of  Lords.     Tbe  Government  bave 
now  tbis  Session  before  tbem.    I  presume 
tbat  tbe  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  will  be  tbe 
first    measure   dealt    witli    tbis    Session, 
altbougb  tbat  is  not  yet  certain,  because 
The  Daily  News — in  tbe  silence  of  tbe 
Ministers  upon   tbe  point   I   must  quote 
tbeir  organ — said  tbe  otber  day  tbat  tbe 
fact  tbat  tbe  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  was 
tbe  first  mentioned  in  tbe  Queen's  Speecb 
did  not  mean  tbat  it  would  be  first  dealt 
witb.     But  tbat  Bill   will  not  occupy  a 
long   time,  and    you    will    bave   tbe   re- 
mainder of  tbe  Session  in  wbicb  to  pass 
a  Registration  Bill.     At  tbe  end  of  tbat 
time,  if  you  are  not  prepared  to  keep  tbe 
Home  Rule  Question  alive  by  bringing  it 
into  tbe  House  of  Commons  again,  you 
can    tben    dissolve    Parliament,    baviug 
passed  your  pressing   Englisb   Bills,  or 
baving  got,  in  consequence  of  tbeir  re- 
jection elsewbere,  your  grievance  against 
tbe  House  of  Lords.    Wbat  we  ask  for  is 
a   declaration    of    intention    upon   tbese 
points.     At  present  we  only  know  two 
tbings  :    Tbe    first    is    tbat    Parliament 
will    not   be   dissolved,  and    tbe  second 
tbat    tbe   Home  Rule    Bill    will   not  be 
beard  of  again  in  tbis  Parliament.    Tbat 
position  is  an  absolutely  intolerable  one 
from  tbe  Irisb  point  of  view,  and   it  is 
impossible  to  avoid  tbe  refiection  tbat  an 
extraordinary  cbango  bas  come  over  tbe 
fi)r tunes  of  tbe  Home  Rule  cause  since 
tbe  days  when  the  cry  "  Ireland  blocks 
tbe   way"  was    heard  on   Liberal   plat- 
forms.    The   Leader   of    the    House   of 
Commons    said    last    night    that    Homo 
Rule  hung   up  was   at  any  rate  better 
than  coercion  in  operation.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sketched  out  a  comfort- 
able little  programme  for  bis  Party  in 
Ireland  for  the  next  few  vears,  its  items 
being  Home  Rule  bung  up,  Ireland  abso- 
lutely peaceful  and  contented,  tbe  Irisb 
Members     trustful     and     faithful,     and 

jyr,  ,/,  Jiedmond 


{COMMONS} 

British  Lilwjral  measures  quietly  passed 
into    law    with    the    aid    of    tbose    Iiish 
Members.     What  occurs  to  me  is  tbat 
that    is    an    exceedingly    pleasant    and 
profitable    programme    for    the    Liberal 
Party,  and  if  it  came  into  operation  the 
temi)tation   would   be  irresistible  not   to 
disturb  that  programme  by  taking  down 
Home  Rule  from  the  shelf  on  which  it 
had  been  placed.     But  the  situation   is 
really    far   worse  than  tbis,  because    it 
appears  from  the  declaration  of  the  Prime 
Minister     last   night    not    merely    that 
Home  Rule  is  to  be  shelved   and  a  Dis- 
solution indefinitely  postponed,  but  that 
after  tbe  next  General  Election,  even  if 
tbe    Liberal      Partv    should    obtain     a 
majority  in  Ireland,  Scotland,  and  Wales, 
and  in  Great  Britain,  we  are  not  to  get 
Home  Rule  unless,  forsooth,  there  should 
be  a  majority  of  English  Members  in  its 
favour.    I  listened  most  attentively  to  the 
Chief  Secretary's  defence  of   bis  Chief 
in    tbe   otber    House.     Tbe   right    hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  like  the  expression 
"  hanging  up  of  Home  Rule,"  and  his 
phrase  is  "  the  temporary  suspension  of 
tbe    prosecution    of    Home    Rule."     He 
congratulates  himself    on  tbe  fact  tbat 
this  "  temporary  suspension   of  tbe  pro- 
secution of  Home  Rule  "  has  not  had  a 
bad  effect  in  Ireland.     Ireland,  he  says, 
is  still  peaceful  and   trustful  ;  Ireland   is 
still    crimeless.     What    is     tbe    almost 
necessary  inference  to  be  drawn  ?     That 
if  Ireland  was  not  peaceful,  trustful,  and 
crimeless  it  would   be  more  difficult  for 
you  to  persist   in  your  "  temporary   sus- 
pension   of    the    prosecution    of    Homo 
Rule."     Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  after  all,  ought 
not   to   be   taken  too  seriously.     ["  No, 
no  I  "]     Yes,  these  were  bis  words  ;  and 
be  says  it  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  Prime  Minister  spoke  in   tbe  House 
of  Lords.     He   also  says    tbat   be  doe« 
not  complain    tbat  tbe   Irisb    Members 
should  be  suspicious  even  of  a   whisper. 
A  whisper  is  his  convenient  description 
of    the   first   official   speech    of    a    new 
Prime  Minister.     But  wbat  is  the  right 
hon.    Qentleman's    explanation  of  Lord 
Rosebery's     extraordinary      statement  ? 
He    says    that   Lord    Rosebery  did    not 
mean  wbat  the  words  he  used  ordinarily 
mean — tbat  he  did  not  mean  tbat  a  majo- 
rity in  England   for  Home   Rule   would 
be  necessary,  and  adds  that,  after  all,  it 
can  be  of  no  avail  to  submit  Home  RuIq 
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Bills  to  tiie  Lfonls  until  8omo  further 
pmgress  shall  have  been  made  with  the 
conversion  of  England.  In  view  of  this 
explanutioQ  I  will  ask  leave  to  road  the 
wonls  that  were  used  by  Lord  Ii()sel)ery. 

JtlK.LABOUC  HERE  (Northampton): 
I  rise  to  Order.  J  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther it  is  in  Order  to  quote  in  this  House 
the  words  of  an  English  Minister  spoken 
during  this  Session  in  the  House  of 
Lords  ? 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  I  can- 
not saj  that  the  hou.  and  learned  Member 
is  ont  of  Order. 

Mr,  J.  REDMOND  :  It  would  be 
Bolair  to  prevent  me  from  reading  the 
whole  passage,  considering  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  allowed  to  read  half 
of  it.  This  is  what  the  Prime  Minister 
nid — 


'  The  noble  Marquess  made  one  remark  upon 
the  subject  of  Irish  Home  Rule  with  which  I 
BBst  confess  myself  in  entire  acconl.  He  said 
thu  before  Irish  Home  Rule  is  ■concedetl  by  the 
laperial  Parliament  Kn^rlnnd,  as  the  prc- 
•wnant  member  of  the  ])artner8hip  Ixitween 
die  Three  Kingdoms,  will  have  to  be  eonvincetl 
ol  OB  justice."^ 

I  repudiate  this  idea  of  predominant 
pvtoership.  If  Ireland  is  to  be  a  portion 
•f  the  United  Kingdom  she  must  be  so 
«  tD  equal  footing  with  England,  and 
itb  a  preposterous  and  insulting  doctrine 
to  nv  that  the  votes  of  Irishmen  as 
partners  in  the  Empire  are  not  of  the 
me  value  as  the  votes  of  Englishmen, 
S«otchmen,  or  Welshmen.  Lonl  Rose- 
HffT  goes  on — 

'That  mar  seem  to  be  a  considerable  admis- 
M to  make'' 

-^or  apparently  the  Prime  Minister  was 
ivire  that  he  was  making  an  important 
political  pronouncement — 

•beraoite  your  Lonlships  will  know  that  the 
■ijority  of  English  Members  of  Parliament, 
t^rxtai  frr>m  England  proper,  are  hostile  to 
Bmft  Rule." 

Theo  comes  the  ground  and  the  hope  on 
vfaieh  Ireland  is  to  remain  quiet  and 
tttisified  during  the  remainder  of  the 
jetrs  of  this  Parliament,  for  Lord  Rose- 
ley  continues — 

"I  believe  that  the  conversion  of  England  in 
RSanl  to  Home  Rale  dci)end8  on  one  point,  and 
QDe  point  alone,  and  that  is  the  conduct  of  Ire- 
Iivl  herself.  I  Ijelieve  that  if  we  can  go  on 
•b'jwinsf  thi?*  com|>arative  aljscnce  of  agrarian 
enrne ;  if  we  can  )M)int  to  the  continued 
fcannf^ny  of  Ireland  with  the  great  Lil^enil 
P*rty :  if  we  can  po  on  j;iviiij(  proofs  an<l 
|i!«il:;i*s  tliat  Ireland  is  entitled  to  be  granted 
thai   Ujfin    which   she   has   never   ceased  to 


I 


demand  since  the  Act  of  Union  was  passed,  I 
Ixjlieve  that  the  (conversion  of  England  will  not 
be  of  a  slow  or  difficult  character." 

In  the  faee  of  the  only  hope  for  Ireland 
being  that  she  is  to  go  on  indefinitely  on 
good  boiuiviour,  and  in  trust  and  loyalty 
to  the  great  Lil)eral  Party,  can  anyone 
truthfully  say  that  the  position  of  the 
Home  Rule  cause  has  not  altered  enor- 
mously sinee  the  time  when  the  aged 
Leader  of  the  Liberal  Party  declared 
throughout  Great  Britain  that  the  ques- 
tion of  Home  Rule  must  be  settled  be- 
cause it  blocked  the  way,  and  because 
the  Liberal  Party  would  not  be  able  to 
achieve  any  reforms  until  Ireland  had 
been  satisfied  ?  It  would  be  idle  to  pre- 
tend that  the  effect  of  the  statement  of 
Lord  Rosebery  has  been  modified  or  re- 
moved by  the  chivalrous  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  The  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  my  opinion,  entirely 
changes  the  whole  aspect  of  I  he  Home 
Rule  Question.  If  Lord  Rosebery  is 
right  in  his  view  about  the  English 
majority,  then  the  House  of  Lords  were 
right  in  rejecting  the  Home  Rule  Bill. 
We  were  promised  that,  if  the  Lords 
dared  to  reject  the  Bill,  all  Great  Britain 
would  be  made  to  ring  with  a  cry  for  the 
abolition  of  the  House  of  Lords.  We 
were  promiscil  that,  umler  such  circum- 
stances, the  Ooverimicnt  would  at  once 
pass  the  Bill  again  in  an  Autumn 
Session  and  send  it  again  to  the  Lords, 
and  that,  if  the  Lords  dared  again  to 
reject  it,  all  England  should  be  made  to 
ring  with  their  misconduct.  Was  all 
that  talk  mere  moonshine  ?  We  know 
that  the  promised  agitation  did  not  come 
off — that  not  even  a  Parish  Vestry  passed 
a  resolution  denouncing  the  House  of 
Lords  for  rejecting  the  Bill.  We  know, 
too,  that  if  Lord  Rosebery  is  right  about 
this  English  majority,  then  nil  this  talk 
about  the  House  of  Lords  and  about  the 
agitation  a^^ainst  it  must  have  been  mere 
hollowness  and  insincerity,  then  not  only 
is  Home  Rule  hun;j^  up  in  this  Parlia- 
ment, but  no  Goverinnent  can  ever 
seriouslv  introduce  another  Home  Rule 
Bill  until  an  English  majority  in  its 
favour  has  been  first  obtained.  Ireland, 
North  and  South,  may  be  united  as  one 
man  in  favour  of  Home  Rule,  and  Scot- 
land and  Wales  may  be  united  in  favour 
of  it,  and  it  may  be  a  just  thing  to  grant  ; 
yet,  ac<M)rding  to  the  doctrine  of  Lord 
Rosebery,   Ireland   is    not  to  \vAve  \V  \l 
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there  is  only  a  majority  of  one  among  the  It  is   an  interesting  question   for  us  to 

Representatives  of  England  opposed  to  it.  determine  wliether  the   Home   Secretary 

[Ministerial  cries  ot  "No!"]     I  know  ^^   «*»^1  ''^  ^'^*^^  opinion   and  whetlier  in 

,,    .  1         r^     .\  -x     I        .  1-1  expressinsf  that  opinion  he  expresses  the 

that  hon.  Crentlemen  opposite  do  not  hke        .'  .         e  .\      nr  ^  \    ^\ 

.     I    i.        xi    .   ^1    *^   •     I      II)       I       "  opinion  of  the  (Tovernment,  or  whether 

to  beheve  that   that   is   Lord   Kosc'bery  s  ^/  .   .         *  ^i     r>  ^    • 

T  1         i.  !•!  II'        --t     I    r  T  "le  oi)inion  of  the  (jrovernmeut  is  now 

view.     1  do  not  hke  to  beheve  it  ;  but  1  ^    i  i      •*    ^-^   i      i      j   -^i     o  • 

1  I  ,  .  ,  ,  ,,  ,  represented  by  its  titular  iiead,  the  I'nme 

have  read  his  words,  and  those  words  are  ^/.   •  ^     ..     </    r  i 

,  .         1  J-  X-     -L   T  1  xi  •      1  Minister.''     ho  far  as  we  are  coueerneii, 

plain  and  distinct.  I  denounce  this  chancre  .^  •      ^^    i     .  'ui    r  .  i     i 

'^c    i.*\L    1  11-  X         .1  X  it  18  utterlv  impossible  for  us  to  overlook 

01  attitude  as  a  backint?  out  on  the  part  ^i  .         ^    '    i-  i    i  im 

c  T      ,  r>       1  xi  •    T  •  I   /^       1'  this  extmordinarv  and   deliberate  state- 

ot  liord  liosebery  on  this  Irish  Uuestion  ^        i    •     ^.i    "tt  r  t      j 

•^        -  ^,        I    1  •*•  mcnt  made  in  the  House  of  Lords  vester- 

— as  a  ffivinff  away  of  the  whole  iwsition  i  r\  i  i    r      "ii  u 

1  •  I   xi      TT  13   I  day.       One  word  more  and  1  will  have 

upon   which  the  Home  Kule  cause  was  ^   •  i     i      r.^         •  ^u  *^        i      *. 

0  ^     ,    ,    ,       ^1        .1^1         ^g      I       jj  fiuishoil.      1  here  is  another  matter  about 
lounded   by    the  right  hon.  Member  tor       ,  .  ,  ,  ,        i     i      i   ^  i         -^i  • 
AT'ji  xi  •            IT           xi    X  xi      11  which  we  have  heard  absolutely  nothmir 
Midlothian,  and  I   say  that   the  declara-                    c  ^i     nir-   •  -^    •  i    *  ^  *  i 

I       '   T-»     I      1     u  •  1  '»  a"V  of  the  Ministerial  sUitements,  and 

tion    about    rint^iand     beinj'    the    pre-  ^i    ^  '      i    ^i       t      i  o      i  •  i 

,      .       ,  I  c  XL  X        L-     •  that  IS  whether  Lord  Rosebery,  in  speak- 

dominant  member  of  the  partnership  is  .  -    ,,  ^   ,  \\ 

,        ...    .  ,  .       ,  .        *    T    1      IT  i»K    of    Home    Rule,    means    the   same 

hiimiliatins:  and  insultin<c  to  Ireland.     1  ^i-  ^i      m  •  i?   o        ^  i    *u 

,  ^,    p^.        .  r  T      1  f)      I  thiiij'  as  the  Chiei   Secretarv,  and    the 

know  that  the  views  or  Lord  Rosebery  '^  ^.  .  i\''      i 

,,  .  ^,       ,        X      •     -1       -xi    xi  same  tn Miff  as  we  mean.      Does  he  meao 

on  this  matter  do  not  coincide  with  the  ^,      „  r>   i     t>ii      i*  i  i 

,     ,      ^.  111-  II  X  ^he  Home  Rule  Bill  which   was  passed 

declaration  ma<ie    by    his    colleajjues  at  ^i  i   ^i  •    tt  i     ^  o     r       i.- 

^,        ^.  T  T        X     1  e  throns'h  this  House  last  year .''     1  notice 

other  times.     In  readmit  to-day  one  of  . .    ^  *^  .^,       ,  .,       -^        *  t      j        t 

.  ...  ,      .  '^  -^  ,  that  neither  he  nor  the  present  Leader  of 

those    incisive    and    visj^oroiis    speeches  .i      it  i  •  i  •     i  j    i      *. 

,  .  ,     ^,       TT  Ox  •      •      xi  the  House  has  said  one  single  word  about 

which    the    Home  Secretary    is    in    the      ,      ,.        c     '\     \      *u  ..  i>-ii        r\     ^i 

,    I  .^     .       ,  .        T  x:    1  xi    X  I      -1x1  standing   firmly  by  that  Bill.       On  the 
habit  of  making,  1  nnd  that  the  right  hon.  ^      ^         i  i     i  i-       •  *• 

.^     ^,  -Ax     10..0     1  1  contrary,  we  have  h^id  many  disquieting 

(Tentleman  in  August,    1892,  denounced      .  " '  ^,  xi.         w    i 

.    ^1  .     TT  xi  X  I       1        i?  xi  circumstances  on  the  matter.     We  know 

m  this  House  the  present  Leader  of  the  ..        .  c   xi     t      i        u  xi     tt 

^x         -x-       I  L     I     1         X       1  x  fhe  views  of   the  Leader  ot  the  House — 

Opposition  because  he   had  ventured  to       .    ,       ^  ,  ^,  -  ..        ^ 

^^  .  I    X  T      1  T>      1  ^^t   least,  we   know  them   from   time  to 

say  some  time  ago   what  Lord  Rosebery  ..  .,'    i  xu  *  u  xi  u 

i_  "^  •  1    •     xi      TT  ij   T      i'  time.    W  e  know  that  be  was  a  thorough- 

has    now   said    in  the  House  of   Lords.         •       tt  o   i      •     loo^-   i    x    r*     ?u 

rvM      TT  Ox  -1  J?oing  Home  Ruler  in  1886,  but  after  the 

1  he  Home  Secretary  said —  r>    i-  x  •  •     i  i  u 

^  1  arliamentary  crisis  he  made  a  speech 

';  What (loes  the  ripht  hon. Gentleman  mean?  i,i    ^^^ich    he    denounced    Mr.    Parneirs' 

It  IS  not  aisputetl,  as  I  have  saui,  that  we  have  •  i  r   tt  r>    i  t^     -         tt 

a  majority  of  the  whole  of  the  electors  of  the  ^'^^"^  ^^  ^^^^n®    ^"*o  »«  I  enian    Home 

United  Kingdom.     It  is  not  disputed  that  in  Rule.     \  et  last  year  he  supi>orted  a  Bill 

three  of  the  four  component  parts  of  the  Unite<l  which  contained  almost  all  the  promiuent 

Kingiiom-namely,    Scotland.    Ireland,     and  demands  Mr.  Paruell  put  forward.     Has 

Wales — we  have  a  maionty  also.  *  But.  says  th-s  ^i        •    i  x  i  /^      i.i  u     i     * 

right  hon.  Gentleman  in  effect/ notwithstanding  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   gone   back   to 

that  majority  of  yours,  I  am  entitletl,  speaking  his  ideas  of  Fenian  Home  Rule    or  not  ? 

in  the  name  of  the  people  of  England  wno  have  He   has  said   nothing   to   us   as  to   what 

cast  their  votes  the  other  way,   to  claim  to  \^\^^^^  ^f  Home   Rule  he  is  do w  going  to 
Ignore  and  ovemde  the  opinion  of  the  mass  of.ii  aii*tid       i         i 

the  people  of  the  United  King.lom,  or  even,  if  «^^V'^  ^'^'     ^"'^  ^^^'""^  ^^""^"^  Rosebery  has 

need   be,   to  summon  to    my  aid  that  pliable  J*J^^«    »^    worse   than   silence  on  the  ques- 

instrument  which  the  Constitution  has  placed  tion,    hccaiise    he  sounded    the     noto    of 

'^^,?y.^\**l'^''*'*^^°'",^'^®  puqweeof  making  the  (.omproinise   so  far   hack  as   the  Second 

cipleagainst  this  disintegrating  and  anarchical  He  clearly  showed  tuat  his    view  of    the 

doctrine.    I  protest,  in  tlie  name  of  the  unity  <>f  settlement  of  the  question  was  a  compro- 

thisstilUTnito.!  Kingrlom,  against  this  fantastic  ^ige  on  til   t  Bill.       The  Irish  Members 

development  of  an  Jilwtract  Separatist  logic.  So  .   .  ^,.i.,.  i    xi.,.    i>:ii      i  .,x      ...   ,..^ii„  i 

long  ai  we  have  an  Imperial  Pariiament,  and  HO  •^^'^-epted    the    Bill,     hut     avowedly    and 

It.ng  as  in  that  Imperial  Tariiament,  as  1  trust  <)I>eniy,  as  a  compromise  upon  what  they 

and  Mieve  will  always  Ixj  the  case,  every  part  considered    thev    were    entitled    to.        It 

of  the  Uniteil  Kir.gdom  is  represcnto<l,  so  long  therefore  conies  to  this— that  Lord  Rose- 

the  Government  an<l  the  policy  of  the  Govern-  i^„,„»^    :,i.«.^    ^r  „    ^.. »*♦!,..««.»*    «^     ii 

«,«««•  «,.,«f  u.   1  *. '^  Ji  I ..  *i        «.      *  *!,  iKU  y  s   Ideas    or  a  settlement   or    Home 

mcnt  must  be  detcrmmed  by  the  vote  of  the  ,,    /     .  .  i  v^^-w 

majority.     Yes,   by   the  vote  of  the  majority ;  R^l^  '«   ^  compromise   on   that  compro- 

and    by    the    vote  of  the  majority  I  mean  a  iiiise.        If  that  he  so,  then  I  say  that  tho 

majority  of  the  whole.     Under  the  right  hon.  situation    of    tho    qiiosfion    is   a    hiinonti- 

Gcu.thWs  theory  England  is  tx>ha>^^^^^^^^  .,,^,^.    ^,„^.    j.,.^,„^    ^,^    j,.j^j,         -^^    ^^,.    ^.j 

:nlvantaircs  of  the  most  extreme  form  of  Home  ..,,  ,  ,  *        ,    .         .        " 

Uule    without    any   of  the    counterbalancing  ^^  "«^^'    ^^'*^»    "^^     phrase     used    by    LonL 

i'hccks  and  safeguartls  of  Imperial  control."  Rosebery     last    night?     It    was    *' loeal 

J/r,  J,  Hedmond 
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self-goTernmeDt  for  purely  local  affairs." 
He  would  not  trust  himself  apparently 
to  use  even    the  words    "  natioual   self- 
government,"  or  "  Homo  Rule,"  or  **auto- 
nomv."      Bv  **  Home  Rule  "  we  Irishmen 
mean  somethin^^  more  than  a  purely  local 
self-government  for  purely  local  affairs. 
We  mean  hy  "  Home   Rule  "  a  Govern- 
ment which  would  he  consistent  with  the 
supremacy   of  this   Parliament  and  with 
our  position   in  the  Empire,  a    national 
Guvernmeut  with  something  of  the  pride 
ami  the  honour  attaching  to  a  national 
Government  and  a  national  Parliament ; 
tod  therefore  I   say  that  the  silence  of 
the  Leader  of  the  House  as   to   what  he 
now  means  by  Home  Rule,  and  the  words 
used  hy  Lord  Rosehery   last  night,  are 
cilculated  to   inspire  us  with  suspicion 
and  with   doubt.     All   I  have  to  say  in 
WDclusiou   is   this  :    If  it  be  the  plan  of 
the  Government  to  put  this  question  con- 
Tenientlv  on  the  shelf  for  the  next  three 
or  four  years,  and  to  go  on  quietly  and 
iBoothly  here  with  English  Bills,  just  as 
if  00  Irish  Question  were  clamouring  for 
Kttlemeut  at  your  doors,  just  as  if  Ire- 
1«k1  were     prosperous,    contented,  and 
bippT,  and  if  it  be  their  belief  that  Ire- 
laod  will   acquiesce   in    that   view    and 
■aintain  this  peace  and  order  and  tran- 
^oillity  which    they  desire,  I  think  they 
^11  find  they  are  living  in  a  fooPs  para- 
<ii«e.  For  my  part,  I  have  no  doubt  what- 
e^tf  in  mv  mind  that  as  soon  as  the  Irish 
p«?»{ile  realise  that  this  is  the  programme 
|:'ftbe  Lil>eral   Party   a  spirit   will  arise 
in  Ireland  whi<rh  will  make  the  govcru- 
■ttitof  Ireland  by  England  at  all, on  the 
pr^ouiinant  partner  theory  at  any  rate,  an 
ateolute  impossibility  ;  and,  for  my  part, 
ifthii*  is  the  Programme  of  the  Liberal 
Pirtv,  the  sf>oner  that  dav  comes,  in  niv 
<finion,  the  better. 

Mk.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
tttm,  W.)  :  I  venture  to  ask  the  attention 
^  the  House  to  a  few  words  at  this 
ptrio<I  of  the  Debate,  bocanse  it  is  to  the 
^reiMfml  Debate  that  I  wish  to  address 
*V!*eif.  At  the  outset  let  mo  sav  that 
■j  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
referred  to  certain  language  he  said  I 
kid  n*ed  with  respect  to  the  Evicted 
Teotnts  Bill  iu  answer  to  a  deputation, 
inwhioh  I  s;iid  I  should  gla<lly  see  any 
leaHonalde  settlement.  The  words  tluMU- 
J^lvo*  are  so  slightly  compromising  that 
it  i-*  lianlly  worth  while  to  correct  them, 
W  80  far  as  I  can  recollect  I  have  never 


received  any  such  deputation  or  uttered 
any  language  at  all  upon  the  subject. 

'Mr.  J.  MORLEY  was  understood  to 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  accurately  gathered  what  he  had 
said. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Possibly 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  right.  I  hope 
I  may,  in  the  first  instance,  be  alloweil,  on 
behalf  of  my  friends  as  well  as  myself,  to 
associate  ourselves  with  all  that  has  been 
said  as  to  the  great  loss  that  the  House  of 
Commons  has  sustained  by  the  with- 
drawal of  its  most  illustrious  Leader.  We 
are  quite  as  conscious  as  any  can  be  that 
our  Debates  will  lose  very  greatly  in 
colour  and  force  and  dignity  owing  to  his 
absence.  It  would  ill  become  me — it 
would  be  a  presumption  which  I  cer- 
tainly will  not  venture  on — if  I  were  to 
attempt  to  add  anything  in  praise  of  his 
character  and  abilities.  All  I  would 
wish  to  say  is  that  at  a  time  when, 
unfortunately,  voices  are  sometimes 
raised  in  order  to  envenom  political 
differences  and  to  transform  them  into 
personal  animosities,  that  we  who  were 
his  loyal  followers,  but  who  for  some 
seven  years  have  found  ourselves,  much 
to  our  own  regret,  compelled  to  come 
into  sharp  conflict  with  him,  would  now 
desire  to  forget  the  incidents  of  that  con- 
test, and  only  remember  the  great  ser- 
vices he  has  rendered  to  this  House  and 
the  country.  It  is  natural,  I  think,  that 
more  than  usual  interest  should  be  taken 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  and  iu 
the  commentaries  on  that  Speech,  which 
have  been  made  in  another  place  and  at 
the  meeting  at  the  Foreign  Office.  We 
have  a  change  of  Government — a  new 
Prime  Minister.  It  can  well  be  im- 
agined that  there  are,  or  there  have  been, 
some  people  who  have  thought  that  with 
a  change  of  Minister  there  would  also 
come  a  change  of  poli<\v  :  and  I  do  not 
think  I  shall  be  accused  of  being  hyjjcr- 
critical  when  I  say  that  the  s[)eech 
which  Lord  Roseberv  made  on  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  ILmie  Rule  Bill 
did  lend  itself  to  an  im])ression,  which  I 
believe  was  widesj)read  at  the  time,  and 
the  possibility  of  which  he  himself  has 
recently  admitted,  that  he  was  a  Laodi- 
cean in  regard  to  Ilcmie  Rule,  and  that 
he  was  lukewarm  in  r(^s])ect  to  what  has 
been  the  leading  item  in  the  Prograinnn* 
of  his  Party.  But,  Sir,  we  have  leeii 
now   assured  that    that  speech  was  eu- 
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tiroiy  iniscoQStrued.     It  appears  that  to 
the  careless  eye  and  the  careless  observer 
it  was  so  studded  with  jokes  that  such  a 
comparison  might  be  distracted  by  the 
laughter  which  these  jokes  produced,  and 
the  true  inwardness  and  meaning   of  the 
speech  might  thereby  be   missed.     That 
is  a  warning  to  all  of  us   not  to  be  too 
funny.     But  I  confess  that  I  have  never 
been  under  any  illusion  and  have  never 
supposed  that  the  change  which  we  have 
witnessed    would    or    could    involve    a 
change  of  policy.    Whatever  Lord  Rose- 
bery's  private  opinions  may  be,   circum- 
stances are  too  strong  for  him,  and  pre- 
scril)e  absolutely  the  course    which    he 
must  take  ;    and  I  quite  understand  the 
argument  which  has  been  used  with  so 
much  effect  to-day   by    my    right    hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary,  an  argument 
which  he  used  with  so  much  vehemence 
and  emphasis  that  I  almost   thought  he 
addressed  it  not  merely  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  but  also  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
1  quite  understand  that  argument — that 
it  is  qu'te  impossible  that  Lord  Rosebery 
can  have  accepted  the  Leadership  of  his 
Party    in   order   to    betray    it.     I    quite 
understand  that  it  would  be  an  insult  to 
him  to  assume  that  by  any  possibility  he 
could  have  varied  in  the  slightest  from 
the  proclamation  of    policy   which  was 
made  by  his   predecessor.     If  there  are 
any  doubts  upon  the  subject  they  would, 
of   course,  have  been  dispelled   by    the 
speech    made    al    the    meeting    at    the 
Foreign    Office.       The   world   was  told 
then  that  the  Government  stood  where 
they  did — that  there  is  no  change  in  the 
measures  of  the  Government — and  that, 
I  venture  to  say,   is  the  answer   to  the 
hon.   Member    who   preceded   me.      Of 
course  the  measures  are  the  measures  of 
the  late  Government,  and  it  is  to  them, 
and  to  every  important  principle  in  them, 
to  these  actual  measures,  that  the  Govern- 
ment is  strongly  committed.     Lord  Rose- 
bery went  on  to  say  that  the  measures  of 
1893 — and   they,  of  course,   include  the 
Home  Rule  Bill  of  1893— 

"  remain  the  exposition  of  the  policy  of  the 
Lilxjral  Party,  and  we  have  no  intention  of 
recwling  from  any  one  of  them." 

Those  words,  I  think,  are  sufficiently 
clear  and  [>recise,  and  accordingly  I  feel 
that  we  are  face  to  face  with  the  old 
policy.  What  that  policy  is  is  not  so 
clear.  We  know  it  is  the  old  policy,  but 
we  did  Dot  If  no  IV,  even  when  we  had  the 
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old    Leader,    exactly    what    that  policy 
Hon.  Members  who  have  been   to 


was. 


Egypt   will    recollect    that    it    is    very 
common  there  for  experts  to  take  impres- 
sions of  the  hieroglyphics  in  the  temples 
and    ancient   monuments  of  Egypt,  and 
these  impressions  are  technically   called 
"  squeezes."     These  "  squeezes  "  repre- 
sent all  the  mystery  and  all  the  imper- 
fection of  the  inscriptions  they  endeavour 
to  copy.     Now  we  know  the  policy  of 
Lord  Rosebery  is  a  **squeeze"  the  policy 
of  Mr.  Gladstone.     We  are  face  to  face, 
then,  with    the  old  Gladstonian  Party, 
although  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Member    for   Midlothian   is    no   longer 
there.     The  play   is  the  same,  but  the 
part  of  Hamlet  has  been  cut  out.     The 
Party  who  are  chiefly  concerned  appear 
to  be  perfectly  satisfied  with  this  result. 
They  congratulate  themselves  as  though 
they    had    improved    their  position.      If 
they  are  satisfied,  so  are  w^e.     We  are 
glad  that  we  have  a  distinct  issue  upon 
which  once  more  we  can  meet  them,  and 
I  cannot  help  saying  that,  while  we  re-    i 
gret  his  absence  from  this  House,  we  are    t 
very  glad  that  we   have  lost  our  most 
redoubtable  opponent.     Everybody,  then, 
for  once  in  a  way,  is  satisfied,  except  the 
hon.    Member    for    Northampton,    who 
must   be,   I  am   sure,   at   this   time  an    f 
object  of  universal  sympathy.     The  hon.    ' 
Member  for  Northampton  has  been  going 
about  Avith  his   lantern   looking  for    an 
honest  Radical.     He  has  been  preaching 
in  the  wilderness,  and  not  even  the  Mem- 
her  for  Camborne  (Mr.  Conybeare)  would 
come  to  listen  to  him.     He  stands  alone, 
a  solitary  monument  of  what  has  been, 
and  all  I  can  sav  to  comfort  him  is  that 
he  must  recollect  that  it  is  not  the  first 
time  that  "  Truth  "  has  been  left  at  thcto 
bottom  of   a    well.      But    although    EL 
think    it    clearly    established    that  the^ 
measures   of    the    Government   and   tb^a 
policy  of  the  Government  is  not  changedK.., 
there  is  something  to   be  said  as  to  tlm^e 
time  at  which  the  most  important  p&^t 
of  that  policy  is  to  be  brought  forwar«3. 
Has  not  that  been  a  little  postponed,    ml 
not  by  the  speech  at  the  Foreign  Offic5«, 
at  all  events  by  the  speech   in  ano 
place  ?     My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ch 
I  Secretary  devoted  himself  to  expound! 
I  the  speeches  of  his  Leader.     It  appeal"* 
I  that  the  value  of  Lord  Rosebery 's  speedi®* 
lies  in  the  application   of  them  ;  and    ^ 
must   say    that  the   explanation   of  l!l^ 
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speech  io  the   House  of  Lords   was  an 
explaiuttiou  that  explaiued  uothing.    For 
what  is  it  that  Lord  Rosehery  has  said  ? 
He  has  practically  postpouc<l  the  reeon- 
fideratiou  of  the   Home  Rule  Question, 
while  of   course    he    is   still   a   devoted 
follower  of  the  policy.  He  has  postponed 
its  applicatiou  until    p]ugland,  the  pre- 
domiDant   partner,  ^has  heen  convinced. 
•Oh  ! "  says  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary,  "  hut  that  will  he  a  very 
T^id  performance/*    What  do  you  mean 
W   a    rapid    performance  ?       Do    you 
think   that   that  will    take    place,    and, 
if  it  does   take   place,    how    will     you 
kiow   that   it   has   taken    place    hefore 
t  Dissolution  ?     It  is  perfectly   certain, 
therefore,  that,    even   according  to    tbe 
gloM  that  has  Ijeen  put  upon  Lord  Rose- 
bery'g  language  by  the  Chief  Secretary, 
Home  Rule  is  absolutely  placed  upon  the 
ihelf  during   the  continuance  of  the  pre- 
tSDt  Parliament.  ["  Hear,  hear  ! "]  Yes, 
hit  then  we  are  told  that  Home  Rule 
will  come  forward  again   when  circum- 
will  allow,  when  it  is  thought  the 
is  favourable  for  its  further  prosecu- 
lioi.    Home  Rule  is  jam  yesterday  and 
fm  to-morrow,  hut  it  is  never  jam  to- 
^j.    The    Government  are   coniniitted 
hf  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
wnnieDt    to    postpone     absolutely    all 
hrther  consideration  of  what   has  been 
the  prime  object   of    their    policy,    of 
*h«  is  the   cardinal    issue,    the    groat 
priding    line    between    Parties,   while, 
iwooth,  we  are  to  be  invited  for  Party 
fvpoees   to   consider   the    long   list   of 
■euares  iu  the    Newcastle  Proijranime. 
e  are  to  spend  this  year,  next  year,  and 
At  year  after  next  in  this  work  in  spite 
^  the  fact   that  one   of   the    cardinal 
torines  of  the  Newcastle  Programme  is 
triennial  Parliaments.     We  are  to  spend 
tee  Tears  more  of  the  time  of  Parlia- 
ment in  proceeding  with   the    measures 
*ltteh  are  repeated  year  after  year  in  the 
QoeeuV  Speech.     We  know  what  that 
■etn?.    This  is  part  of  the  process  of 
wnvertiujr   a    majority    of    the  British 
people.     The  predominant  jmrtner  is  to 
W  (Irnggetl   with   the    Newcastle     Pro- 
p5unme  in  order  that  afterwards  lie  may 
^  »l>le   to   swallow   Home  Rule.     AH 
^  measures  are  baits  for  the  British 
electorate.      They    are    allurements    by 
taod  of  which  the  British   elector  may 
k  induced  to  adopt  what  otherwise  it  is 
perfectly  certain  he  would  scornfully  re- 
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ject,  and  therefore  we  have  in  this  policy 
of  the  Government — in  these  tactics 
which  I  do  not  think  are  straightforward 
tactics — a  particular  comment  on  another 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  when  he  told  us  at 
Newcastle  that  every  single  vote  given 
for  British  legislation  was  two  votes 
given  for  Home  Rule. 

An  hon.  Member  :  It  was  at  Man- 
chester. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Yes,  at 
Manchester.  Then  that  is  the  light  in 
which  we  must  consider  the  policy  to 
which  the  Government  invites  our  atten- 
tion. Our  course,  at  all  eveiitsf,  as 
Liberal  Unionists  is  made  absolutely  clear. 
We  separated  from  the  Liberal  Party 
because  we  would  not  consent  to  the 
establishment  of  such  a  Parliament  in 
Dublin  as  that  which  has  just  been 
indicated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  J.  Redmond).  We  have 
not  changed  our  view  upon  that  subject, 
and  our  duty  will  now  be  to  prevent  this 
great  issue  from  being  obscured  and  to 
secure  as  quickly  as  we  possibly  can  that 
ajjpeal  to  the  people  to  whose  decision 
Lord  Rosebery  himself  has  referred  us. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  thought  he  was  one  of  those  who, 
as  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  hinted, 
was  not  particularly  satisfied  with  the 
present  arrangement.  Ho  had  thought 
that  as  a  question  alike  of  pri!ici])le  and 
of  expediency  the  Prime  Minister  should 
be  in  the  House  of  Comujons,  and  he  took 
it  that  what  had  happened  that  night 
clearly  proved  that  he  was  right.  For  what 
had  they  been  doing  that  evening  ?  They 
had  during  the  past  two  hours  been  dis- 
cussing what  was  the  meaning  of  certain 
words  used  by  the  Prime  Minister  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  For  his  own  part,  he 
was  an  exceedingly  sim])le  person.  He 
generallv  attached  to  words  used  the 
plainest  meaning.  He  confessed  that  luj 
entirely  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  when  he  said  that  the  ])osition — 
the  ParliaiuJMitary  position — of  Home 
Rule  was  entirely  changed  by  the  words 
used  by  the  Prime  Minister  vesterdav. 
[*'  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Hon.  Members  cried 
"Oh  !  "  but  what  were  the  facts  ?  Did 
thev  understand  for  a  moment  before 
they  were  told  so  yesterday  that  Home 
Rule  was  to  be  dependent  upon  an 
English  majority  being  iu  favovir  ol  \\.  'i 
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If  so,  why  did  they  waste  their  time  over 
a  Home  Kiilc  Bill  hist  Session  ?     If  so, 
why  hud  he  and  many  others  been  round 
the  country    denouncing    the    House  of 
Lords  ?      He   had    heard  many   Conser- 
vatives  justify  the   House  of  Lords,  but 
he   never  lieard  such  a  complete  justifi- 
cation of  that  House  as  that  which  was 
made  by  the  Earl  of  Rosebery  yesterday. 
For  his   part,  ho  did  not  understand  all 
this  discussion  about  words.     He  did  not 
trouble  himself  about  what  Lord  Rose- 
bery, or  Lord  Salisbury,  or  any  other  Peer 
thought  or  said  about  the  subject.     He 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  stood  where  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian  stood   when   he  left 
that  Treasury  Bench  ?     What  was  their 
position  then  ?  They  asserted  that  Home 
Rule  was  the  absolute  right  of  Ireland  ; 
they    asserted  that  when    there    was    a 
majority    from  the    United    Kingdom  in 
favour  of  Homo  Rule,  it  was  the  duty  of 
that  majority  to  give  to  Ireland  what  was 
its  absolute  right,  and  now  it  was  absurd 
to  tell  him  that  there  was  not  a  difference 
if  they  were  told  that  whether  there  was 
a  majority  of  the    United   Kingdom    in 
favour    of     Home    Rule    or     not     that 
which   Lord  Rosebery  called  "  a  scheme 
of      local       self  -  government  "  —  this 
whittled-down      Home     Rule  —  should 
not   ever    pass    till    there    was    a     ma- 
jority    of     Englishmen     in  its    favour. 
He  should  like  to  have  that  mjijority,  of 
course  ;  but  he  considered  it  the  duty  of 
the  Partv  of   which  he  was  a  Member  to 
bring   in  a   Home  Rule    Bill    whatever 
might  be  the  view  of  the  majority  of  the 
English  people  or  of  the  gentlemen  who 
sat  on  the  other  side  of  the  House.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman   the  Member    for 
West  Birmingham  had  told  him  that  he 
(Mr.  Labouchere)     had    his    sympathy. 
He  was  always  delighted  to  have  any 
gentleman's  sympathy.    In  this  particular 
case    he    could    assure    the    right   hon. 
Gentleman  he  did  not  need  it.    He  would 
tell    the    right    hon.    Gentleman    why. 
Where  did   iio   (Mr.  Labouchere)  go  for 
sympathy  ?      Well,  where  did  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  go  ?     He  went  to  Bir- 
mingham.    Ho  (Mr.  Labouchere)   went 
to  his  const! tULMits  at  Northampton.     He 
would  tell  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
public  opinion  was  us  sound  in  Northamp- 
ton as  it  was   unsound    in  Birmingham. 
He   (Mr.   Labouchere)   had   been  to  the 
only    masters    that    he    recoornised — his 
constituents.     And  he  had  come  back  not 
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only   with  a  full  assurance  that  his  con- 
stituents agreed  absolutely  with'  him  in 
his  protest  as  a  Radical  against    their 
having  put  over  them  a  Premier    who 
was  in  the  House  of  Lords,  but  they  had 
given  him  a  mandate,  and  that  mandate 
he  was  going  to  fulfil.     They  expected 
in    the    Address    something    about  the 
House  of  Lords.     They  were  very  much 
disappointed,  and    he   suspected   that  a 
great    many    other    people     were     dis- 
appointed also.     They  felt  that   it  was 
his  duty — a  duty  which  he  most  willingly 
accepted — if  there  was  no  sound  declara- 
tion in  the  Address  against  the  House  of 
Lords  to  move  an  Amendment  to    the 
Address,  and  that  Amendment  he    was 
going  to  move.     Now,  they   had   had  a 
good  many  utterances  from  responsible 
gentlemen   in   the   Ministry  in  regard  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  but  what  did  these 
utterances  amount  to  ?     They  amounted 
to  this — that  something  ought  to  be  done 
at  some  time.     W^hat  that  something  was 
that  ought  to  be  done  or  when  it  was  to 
be    done    they    did    not    know.     Very 
possibly,  after  this  assurance  in  regard  to 
Home  Rule  in  Ireland,  these  declarations 
would  be  supplemented  by  a  statement 
that  they  were  only  to  deal    with    the 
matter  of  the  House  of  Lords  as  soon  as 
the    House   of    Lords    were  induced    to 
agree   with  tiiem  on   the  subject.      He 
was  not  going  to  inflict  on   the  House 
an    indictment    against    the    House    of 
Lords.     He     had    more    than    once    in 
previous  Parliaments  spoken  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  he  had  already  stated  his  views 
of  the  recent  conduct  of  their  Lordships' 
House.     It  would  be  admitted  that  the 
House  of  Lords  consisted  of  hereditary 
Peers,    Bishops,    and     gentlemen     who 
had     been      sent      up      some      because 
they   were   brewers,  some   l)ecause  they 
were  baiikers,  some   because  they    were 
rich  nonentities,  and  some  because  they 
were  failures  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  it  was  a  remarkable   thing  that  the 
last    three     Lords    whom    the    Liberal 
Party  had  selected  for  this  honour — Sir 
Hussey  Vivian,  Mr.   Stuart  Rendel,  and 
Mr.  Cyril  Fowler — who,  unless  he  was 
mistaken,  qualified  themselves   for  being 
hereditary   legislators   by   voting  for  his 
Resolution,  declaring  that  there  ou;^ht  to 
be  no  hereditary  legislators   in   this  self- 
governing    country.       These    were    th© 
sort  of  men  they  made  Lords.      He  saiil. 
nothing  against   these   gentlemen.     No 
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donht  there  were  gentlcmon  in  tlie  other!  Tliat  Bill  \v:is  thrown  out  in  the  House 
tiuiise,  aod  uo  doubt  they  had  many  of  Lords.  Mr.  For^ter,  the  then  Chief 
estimable  private  qualities,  but  unques-  I  Sccietary  for  Ireland,  attribute<l  all  the 
tiooably  they  were  all  froni  one  ehiss,  ditficnlties,  all  the  troubles,  and  all  the 
Uhl  that  was  the  capitalist  class.  Soiue  outrages  that  ensued  in  Irchmd  to  the 
Ittd  capital  in  laud  ;  some  had  capital  fact  that  the  Government  having  the 
10  casih,  aud  not  ouly  was  that  the  case,  responsibilities  of  OfHcc  were  yet  not 
boi  thev  were  all  Conservatives — and 
flien  he  used  the  woni  '*  Conservative  " 
he  meant  it  entirely   in  the   Party  sense 

of  the  word.  As  for  Radicals,  if  an  i  happened  ?  During  last  Session  three 
iiigel  were  to  appear  from  Heaven  and  i  important  measures  had  passed  that 
SIT,  as  was  said  of  the  City  of  the  Plains,  !  House.  The  Home  Rule  Hill  was 
lliAt  anlesij  three  just  Radicals  were  to  |  passed  after  a  long  discussion,  but  was 
be  found  in  the  House  of  Lords  the  j  thrown  out  by  the  House  of  Lords  in  a 
HoiL<e    of    Lords   would    be   destroyeil,    day  or  two.     The   Em])loyers'    Liability 


able  to  carry  out  their  own  government 
in  Ireland.  In  1893  they  again  had  the 
majority    in     the     country,    but    what 


why  it  would  be  destroyed.  The  theory 
of  M  Upper  ChamVier,  as  he  had  always 
onderstood  it,  was  to  prevent  hasty  and 
inpuUive  legislation  ;  to  give  the 
eoaotrT  time  to  think  twice  over  a 
■atter  before  it  was  absolutely  decided  ; 
toMep  in  when  the  Lower  Chamber  pro- 
ceeded ultra  vires  and  brought  on  any 
■tter   to   which    the   country    had  not 


Bill  was  so  emasL'ulatetl  in  the  House  of 
Lords  that  the  Government  thought  it 
was  not  justlHed  in  going  on  with  it  after 
it  came  back  with  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments. How  was  it  thev  had  been  able 
to  pass  the  Parish  Councils  Hill  ?  Be- 
cause the  Duke  of  Devonshire  told  the 
House  of  Lords  that  it  would  be  a  serious 
matter  for   them  to   throw  out  throe  im- 


tMented,  and    it  also  had   the   cardinal  !  portant   measures   in  one   Session.     But 


Att?  of  revising  Bills   in  a  non-p.  litical 
sense.     A  worse  set  of  men  to  discharge 
tfaeie  duties   than    the  House  of   Lords 
cwW  not   possibly  be  brought  together. 
Thej  were    not    independent   of   Party 
feeling  or  class  feeling.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the   Member  for  Midlothian 
in  hbi  last    speech    in  that  House  said 
*lie  Dosition   was  intolerable.     How  did 
^TQudersUtnd  it  ?     Why  they  thought 
k  WES  a  call   to  arms.      They  believed 
tker  were  going  to   fight  the  House  of 
L*r*K  and    they    responded    with    rap- 
*wi#  cheers  to  the  observations  of  the 
rismt  hon.   Gentleman   the  Member  for 
MiJlothirtn.     The  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tk)D  frankly  and  fairly  took  up  the  glove  ; 
fectme  forward  like  Goliath  the  Philis- 
tine   and    defied    them ;     he    told    their 


they  had  to  pass  that  Bill  in  a  somewhat 
emasculated  form.  Now  what  was  it 
that  was  proposed  ?  One  of  the  Bills 
mentioned  was  in  referen<!e  to  registra- 
tion. The  Duke  of  Devonshire  had 
already  told  them  he  believed  thev  meant 
to  gerrymantler  the  constituencries  in  the 
Registration  Bill  and  that  the  Lords 
would  take  care  to  throw  that  Bill  out. 
The  Conservative  Partv  alwavs  eon- 
sidered  giving  more  power  to  the  people 
as  gerrymandering  the  constituencies. 
So  that  that  Bill  would  only  bo  passed 
by  that  House  in  order  to  be  thrown  out 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  Then  as  to  the 
Welsh  Disestablishment  Bill.  Would 
any  gentleman  in  the  secrets  of  the 
House  of  Lords  get  up  and  say  that  if 
the  Commons  passed  that  Bill  the  Lords 


••Tay  that  they  were  very  brave  in  words,  Would  pass  it  and  semi  it  u[)  to  H(!r 
lnt  be  diJ  not  think  they  would  be  very  Majesty  for  approval  ?  They  all  knew 
l»nire  in  deeds.  As  yet  the  right  hon.  perfectly  well  that  this  SeSvsion  again 
^K'utlfinaii  had  been  right.  They  all  aiiti-  must  be  absolutely  wasted,  because  the 
opiteii  iminediate  action — action  prompt  Bills  they  passed  would  be  thrown  out 
nnl  ilrastic  upon  this  matter.  He  would  !  in  the  House  of  Lor^ls.  But  it  might  be 
XK  wo  back  beyond  1 880.  In  that  year  said  that  after  the  (lencial  Election, 
tlie  Lilieral  Party  gained  the  elections  :  which  must  occur  at  some  time  or  other, 
t.'»ec'>unfrv  was  entirely  with  them.  A  '  the  Lords  would  ])ass  those  Bills  which 
lilieral  Ministry  was  formed,  and  they  they  had  rejected  because  they  would  see 
lTr»u;:ht  in  their  programme.  One  part  !  that  the  country  was  with  the  Commoiis. 
'>fiiwasa  Bill  for  the  ijovernmeut  of  •  Not  in  the  least;  for  the  Lords — the 
Ireland,  a  Bill  providing  for  compeusa-  Conservatives — had  invented  a  new 
lioa  for  disturbance.     What  happened  ?  ,  doctriue   to   meet    this    dlftieviUy  \  l\\e,^' 
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said  that  the  Liberals  always  submitted 
several  issues  to  the  country,  aiul  that  if 
they  got  a  majority  it  was  by  a  species 
of  log-rolling,  one  elector  voting  on  one 
issue  and  another  man  on  another  issue  ; 
so  that  the  real  effect  of  the  Election,  no 
matter  what  the  result  might  be,  was  not 
to  show  that  the  people  were  in  favour  of 
all  those  popular  issues,  but  that  possibly 
while  they  were  in  favour  of  one  they 
were  against  another.  ["  Hear,  hear  !  "] 
*'  Hear,  hear,"  said  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  but  he  would  ask  had 
not  the  Conservative  Party  adopted  the 
same  doctrine  ?  Had  not  they  done  a 
little  log-rolling  between  the  parsons  and 
the  beer-house  keepers,  the  parsons 
looking  after  their  loaves  and  fishes,  and 
the  puldicans  after  tlieir  beer  ?  Every 
one  on  that  side  of  the  House,  whether 
English,  Irish,  Scotch,  or  VV^elsh  Repre- 
sentatives, desired  to  end  the  House  of 
Lords.  He  was  sick  of  seeing  popular 
measures  destroyed  in  the  House  of 
Lords — sick  of  pouring  good  Radical 
liquor  into  a  Tory  vat.  They  had  been 
told  it  was  necessary  that  a  few  more 
object-lessons  should  be  presented  to 
the  country.  Object-lessons  they 
had  had  enough,  and  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  consider  they  had  had 
enough.  Were  they  not  aware  of  the 
resolutions  passed  at  so  many  public 
meetings  ?  Of  course,  it  was  of  no  use 
to  speak  to  gentlemen  opposite,  but  he 
could  assure  them  there  was  not  a  single 
Radical  in  the  country  who  was  not  of 
the  opiidon  that  there  had  been  sufficient 
object-lessons  for  dealing  with  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  who  did  not  desire  to  go  in 
and  fight  it.  Now,  how  were  they 
acting  with  regard  to  this  intolerable 
position  ?  The  only  way  to  deal  with  it 
was  to  put  an  end  to  the  constant 
opposition  which  produced  it.  They 
wanted  taken  away  absolutely  from  the 
House  of  Lords  the  power  to  interfere 
with  the  declared  will  of  the  country 
through  its  Representatives  in  that  House. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  in  favour  of  tluj 
total  abolition  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  knew  of  no  reason  why  the  Bishops 
of  one  particular  Church  in  this  country 
should  for  a  single  day  longer  interfere 
with  the  declared  wishes  of  the  people. 
It  had  been  suggested  that  they  ought  to 
have  a  suspensory  veto.  He  would  be 
disposed  to  vote  in  favour  of  a  suspensory 
F6'/6;/>rovided  it  were  Sessional;  but  he 

J^r,  Aadouchere 


could  not  suppose  for  a  moment  that  the 
Lords  would  be  content  to  appear  simply 
like  rooks  in  a  rookery — simply  to  caw 
and  complain  ;  for  there  was  no  doubt 
that  if  the  House  of  Commons  were  to 
decide  in  favour  of  a  measure  in  ooe 
Session,  they  would  not  alter  their 
opinion  in  the  next  because  oOO  gentle- 
men, who  represented  absolutely  no- 
body, had  protested  against  their  actioo. 
Practically,  a  suspensory  veto  was, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes,  the  same  as 
the  abolition  of  the  House  of  Lords,  be- 
cause it  absolutely  did  away  with  their 
right  to  interfere  with  the  decisions  of 
the  Commons.  It  would  put  a  measure 
off  for  a  Session,  but  he  regarded  that 
delay  as  a  mere  waste  of  time.  Cer- 
tainly if  a  measure  for  a  suspensory  veto 
were  supported  by  a  majority  of  the 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House,  he 
would  not  refuse  to  vote  for  it  merelj 
because  he  was  himself  in  favour  of  a 
still  larger  and  stronger  measure  for 
dealing  with  the  House  of  Lords.  Three 
things  were  absolutely  essential  in  the 
settlement  of  the  question  1>etween  the 
House  of  Lords  and  the  people  of  this 
country  :  first,  that  that  House  should 
be  strengthened ;  secondly,  that  Bills 
passed  by  the  Commons  should  Ijecome 
the  law  of  the  land  ;  and,  thirdly,  that  if 
the  Commons  devoted  themselves  to  a 
measure  urged  and  agitated  for  by  people 
outside  who  called  upon  them  to  vote  foi 
it,  they  should  make  it  absolutely  cer- 
tain that  the  Bill  would  not  be  rendered 
nugatory  by  the  opposition  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  They  had  often  heard  that 
it  would  require  a  revolution  to  put 
an  end  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
but  there  was  nothing  in  the 
world  more  simple.  There  were  Con- 
stitutional means  of  overcoming  the 
resistance  of  that  House.  It  had  been 
suggested  that  the  Government  for  the 
time  being  shquld  only  issue  writs  ol 
summons  to  those  Lords  who  were  iu 
accord  with  them.  Well,  that  would 
not  be  un-Constitutional.  Our  old  Kings 
were  accustomed  todo  it,  though  the  prac- 
tice had  fallen  into  desuetude.  But,  foi 
his  own  part,  he  thought  tlie  simpler 
course  would  be  to  create  500  Lords. 

An  hon.  Memhek  :  And  cook  them  in 
their  own  juice. 

Mr.   LABOUCHERE    accepted   thi 
phrase — and   cook    them    in  their   owi 


ft)l  Majesty's  Mosi  {13  March  1894 j  Gracious  Speech. 
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jaice.     Xobodj  would  suggest  that  that 
wu  UD-Coustitutioual.     lu  the  reign  of 
Gtorn^e  I.  a  Bill  was  brought  iu  to  limit 
the  povrer  of  the  Crown  to  create  Peers. 
That  Bill  was  passed  in   the    House  of 
Lords  and  came  down  to  the  Commons, 
where   it  was  opposed    by  Sir    Robert 
Walpole  and    others,    who  based    their 
opposition  od  this  :  if  it  were  impossible 
for  the  Crown  to  create  Peers  in  order  to 
pass  anj  particular  measure  upon  which 
the  Peers  were  in  opposition  to  the  will 
of  the   country,    the  Lords    would    be 
■bsolute  masters  of  the  situation  ;    and 
ODthat  ground  the  Bill  was  thrown  out. 
Bat  it    was    unnecessary  to  go  back  to 
tke   time      of      George      I.,     for      in 
the  reij^n    of    William    IV.,    when    the 
Beform     Bill     was    passed,      the    then 
Prime   Minister  obtained   permission  to 
create  a  sufficient   number  of  Peers  to 
cwnr   that   Bill   through  the  House  of 
Lords ;  and  the  mere  threat  created  such 
tknn  among  its  Members  that  so  many 
t{  those  who  opposed  stayed  away  that 
the  Beform  Bill  was  passed.     He  men- 
tMned  those   facts  to   show  that   there 
voe   Constitutional    precedents.      His 
Aaeodment  was  in  two  parts  :  the  first 
WM  declaratory,   and    the    second    ex- 
fnmod  the  hope  that  should  the  Lords 
■c  be  inclined  to  yield.  Her  Majesty 
ihoold  be  advised   to   use   the  Consti- 
titkMial  power  in  her   hands.     He  was 
-   Miious  to  be  at  one  with  the  Govern- 
■nt  in   this   matter ;    but    if   for  any 
iMoodite  or  State  reason  they  did  not 
ike  the  latter  part  of  the  Amendment,  he 
«*  ready  to  strike  it  out,  because  really 
b  great  desire  was  that  the  essential 
tot  part  of  the  Amendment  should  be 
pMied    by    the    House.     He    sincerely 
iHped   the    Amendment   would    not   be 
imposed  upon  merely  technical  grounds. 
Ik  eoold  not  be  said  to  be  objected  to 
kcMise  it  was  not  in  the  Address  to  the 
CrowOi     It    was    not    iu    the    Queeu^s 
Speech,  but  Lord  Rosebery  had  himself 
iitfomied  them  that  the  Queeu^s  Speech 
vae  rather  a  setting  forth  of  their  views 
>oii  putting  down  of  the  measures  they 
Htieipated  would  be  passed  during  the 
Feoeut  Session.     No  one  could  complain 
^  this  would  be  a  Vote  of  Want  of 
Coofiflence.     As  he  understood  it,  a  Vote 
4  Waut  of  Confidence  would   be  if  it 
vere  proposed  to  strike  out  any  particular 
point  on  which  their  minds  were  bent,  or 
^  add  anything  with  which  they  did  not 
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themselves  agree.     Surely  it  was  mere 
vanity  and  red-tapeism  to  say,  "  We  do 
agree  witii  you,  but  we  think  the  moment 
ill-chosen — we  do  not  like  to  have  our 
beautiful   Address   interfered   with,  and 
we  will  therefore  vote  against  you.''     At 
the  present  time  it  was  most  desirable 
that  the  country  should  be  assured  of  the 
views  of   the  Government,  and   upon  a 
question  of  this  kind  it  was  better  not  to 
depend  upon  the  words  of  this  or  that 
Minister  uttered  in  Parliament  or  at  a 
meeting  in  the  Foreign  Ofiice,  but  that 
the  House  and  the  Government  should 
state  solemnly  the  views  they  entertained 
on  the  matter.     He  repeated   his  hope 
that  the  Government  would  not  be  pre- 
vented from  accepting  this  Amendment 
on  mere  pedantic  grounds.     People  out- 
side did  not  umlerstand  pedantic  grounds. 
They    looked    upon    the    Resolution   as 
dire^'ted  against  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
it  would  be  the  greatest  disapi>ointment 
to   Radicals   outside    the   House   if   the 
Government  refused  to  accept  it*  It  would 
be   adopted  with    acclamation,  and    had 
been  adopted  at  every  Liberal  meeting  in 
the  country.     Properly  understood,  this 
would  be  a  Vote  of  Confidence  in   Her 
Majesty's  Ministers.     He  wanted  to  free 
them  from  a  degrading  servitude  to   the 
House  of  Lords — to  give  them  power  to 
carrv  out  their  own  views  and  their  own 
measures.     To  look  upon  this  as  a  Vote 
of  Want  of  Confidence  was  as  though  a 
slave-owner,  raving  at   a  philanthropist 
who  was  seeking  to  strike  oif  the  chains 
of  his  slave,  were  to  represent  that  the 
efforts  of  the  philanthropist  amounted  to 
a   Vote   of    Want    of    Confidence.     He 
begged  to  move  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  ALLEN  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  cordially  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  chosen  a  very  opportune 
time  for  moving,  a  time  when  the  House 
of  Lords  had  abundantly  proved  beyond 
the  possibility,  of  doubt  that  they  paid 
very  little  heed  to  the  opinions  of  the 
Commons  or  the  wishes  of  the  electo- 
rate. He  supported  the  Amendment 
not  only  on  account  of  deeds  done 
by  the  House  of  Lords  iu  the  past  or 
because  of  the  measures  they  had  ruined 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament, 
but  because  he  was  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Second  Chamber.  It  was 
contrary  to  the  true  interests  of  a  Demo- 
oncy  to  permit  to    exist    a   C\iaui\^i 
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which  had  the  power  of  vetoing  mea- 
sures passed  hj  the  Representatives  of 
the  people  chosen  by  bailot  at  the 
polling-booths.  The  electorate  were 
convinced  that  the  Liberal  policy  was 
right  and  wise,  and  by  their  votes  sent  a 
Liberal  majority  to  that  House  ;  but  the 
measures  passed  there  in  the  interests  of 
the  people  had  to  pass  through  the 
burning,  fiery  furnace  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  Those  measures  had  to  go  be- 
fore a  bo<ly  of  hereditary  legislators  who 
had  not  been  chosen  for  their  fitness  to 
represent  anybody,  but  were  in  their 
places  by  mere  accident  of  birth.  Lord 
Rosebery  could  not  see  why  that  acci- 
dent of  birth  should  prevent  a  man 
serving  his  country  in  any  position ;  but 
there  was  no  reason  why  that  mere 
accident  should  enable  a  man  to  sit  in  a 
Second  Chamber,  and  should  give  him 
the  power  of  critici^iing  and  destroying 
Bills  passed  by  the  Commons.  The 
Leailer  of  the  Opposition  said  the  other 
night  that  throughout  the  whole  civil- 
ised world  existed  the  principle  of  a 
Second  Chamber  ;  but  surely  the  whole 
civilised  world  was  at  liberty  to  pro- 
gress, and  to  shape  its  requirements 
according  to  the  altered  conditions 
of  changing  time.  Forms  of  Go- 
vernment surely  should  not  be  made 
in  a  cast  -  iron  mould — unalterable. 
Government  should  be  as  perfect  a 
machine  as  could  be  devised,  and  if  it 
was  to  properly  perform  the  work  re- 
quired of  it  should  have  all  the  latest 
improvements.  Existing  forms  might 
have  answered  in  the  past,  but  surely 
when  a  Government  had  to  drop  its 
measures  because  there  was  not  the  least 
chance  of  passing  them,  the  time  had 
come  when  legislation  must  be  accelerated. 
That  would  be  done  by  taking  from  the 
Second  Chamber  its  veto,  and  no  longer 
allowing  it  to  throw  out  the  measures  the 
Commons  had  passed.  Take  the  example 
of  last  Session.  Several  important 
measures  had  been  passed  by  the 
Commons.  The  House  of  Lords  had 
rejected  them.  That  House  threw  out 
the  Home  Rule  Bill,  which  had  in  the 
Commons  occupied  a  time  so  long  that  it 
was  unexampled  in  the  history  of  Parlia- 
ment. They  destroyed  the  Employers' 
Liabilty  Bill  and  the  Scotch  Fisheries 
Bill.  The  House  of  Peers  though  r 
thej  were  better  able  to  form  a  correct 
opinion  of  the  real  requirements  of  the 
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working  classes  than  the  Representatives 
of  the  people  themselves,  and  by  their 
action  last  Session  had  vastly  increased 
the  difiiculties  of  legislation.  But 
it  was  not  only  during  last  Session  ; 
they  had  been  constantly  doing  the 
same  thing  for  the  last  100  years. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham,  who  was  now 
acting  in  concert  with  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  had  said 

*'that  during  the  last  100  years  the  House  of 
Lords  had  never  contributed  one  iota  to  popular 
liberty  and  freedom ;  that  they  had  done 
nothing  to  advance  the  commonweal,  and  had 
denied  justice  and  reform  ;  ** 

and  he  instanced  the  Irish  Land  Act  of 
1870,  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
Act,  the  Act  of  1880,  and  the  more  in»- 
portant  parts  of  the  Land  Act  of  I88I9 
all  of  which  they  had  thrown  out.     No 
one  would   deny   that   the   Irish    Land 
Question  lay  at  the  very  root  of  Irish 
difficulties,  and  the  House  of  Lords,  by 
their  action  in  mutilating  and  rejecting 
those   Bills,   had    done    much    towards 
widening  and  deepening  them.     On  the 
other  hand,  when,  in  1882,  the  House  oi 
Lords  had  to  consider  a  Coercion  Bill, 
they  managed  to  rush  it  through  all  its 
stages  in  one  Sitting.     When  they  hmd 
before  them  any  Bill  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  people  they  seemed 
to  revel  in  its  destruction.     Thpy  were 
always  out  of  tune  with  any  measure  of 
freedom.     It  was  unnecessary  to  go  into 
what  tliat  House  had  done  in  regard  to 
land    legislation   and   ecclesiastical   and 
social  reforms  ;  but  he  must  call  atten- 
tion to  the  way  they  had  treated  Bills  to 
reform  the  representation  in   the  Com* 
mous.      One    would    have   thought  the 
House  of  Commons  would  be  the  proper 
body  to  determine  the  constitueucies  and. 
electors  by  which  it  should  be  chosen. 
Going    back  for  a  moment   to  1830,  h^ 
found  that  a  number  of  the  electors  of 
Newark    complained  that   the  Duke  of 
Newcastle  had  controlled  the  election  ivn. 
their  borough,  and  the  answer  given  b^ 
the  Duke  to   their  Petition  was — "  Mn»^ 
I   not  do  what  I  like  with  my  own  ?  ** 
And  still  at  the  present  time,  after  »ll. 
the    old     means     of      influencing      tbi^ 
electors    had   been   swept   away,    muotB- 
the    same     feelings     and     ideas     wer^ 
manifested  by  the  Torv  House  of  Lords* 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  elected  Repro* 
sentatives  of   the  country  were  oapal  ~ 
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of  legislatiDg  for  the  people  without  the 

ioterreutiou   of    the   other    IIouhc.      In 

1871   the  HoQse  of    Lords  rejected   the 

BaUot  Bill,  which  was  introduced  to  enable 

electors  secretly  to  choose  their  Represen- 

Utives  and  to  secure  purity  of  election. 

But   the  Lords  cared   nothing  for  that, 

they   delayed   the   necessary   reform   as 

bog  as  they  dared,  and  they  only  gave 

way    because   the  voice  of  the  country 

iod  of  the  House  of  Commons  was  most 

proooanced   against  them.      Even    then 

tbay  gave  way  most  ungraciously.     The 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  once  told  the 

country  that  the  Lords  were  never  to  be 

found   on    the  side   of   justice,   and    he 

•freed  with  the  right   hon.  Gentleman 

that  the  history  of  the  last  50  years  f ur- 

niahed  a  most  damning  record    of  their 

■etious.      By   their   conduct   they   were 

reducing  Parliamentary  Government  to  a 

farce.     One  of  the  old  cries  of  the  Liberal 

Party  was  "Government  by  the  people 

for  the  people,'*  and  if  tbey   meant   to 

Miek  to  that  they  could  not  do  otherwise 

tkao  vote  for   the   Amendment   of  the 

koa.  Member  for  Northampton.     It  was 

Mthiog    more    than    a   snare,   a   sham, 

tad  a  delusion  to  say  that  the  people 

were    being    governed    by    the    people 

wiien  these    hereditary  legislators  were 

oabled   thus   to    control   the  action   of 

tbe  House  of  Commons.     The  House  of 

Lords  was  a  House  composed  of  groat 

ilipitaries   of   the  Church  and  of  men 

voo  held  a  position  by  accident  of  birth, 

lid  tbey    were   now   as   much    out   of 

ifBpathy  with  the  people  as  ever  they 

•■e.    The  Peers,  in  fact,  were  now  the 

■ve  puppets   of  one  man,  their  Party 

Uttler,  who  put  a  penny  in  the  slot  and 

^niachine  worked.     For  these  reasons 

kuMMt  cordially  seconded   the  Amend- 

>BBt  of   the   hon.  Member   for   Nurth- 

iKpton. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
*^  Question,  to  atlil  the  words — 

"  iu>\  we  humbly  pray  Your  Majesty  that  the 
f»tr  now  enjoyed  by  |>er8on8  not  ele<;t<j<l  to 
'WJMient  by  the  potwesBore  of  the  Parlia- 
•*»rT  franchise  to  prevent  Bills  beiiip  suh- 
Jtei  to  Your  Majesty  for  Your  Royal  a])provaI 
■jD  cetUKy  aoil  we  rcHpcctfully  express  the 
■jpcthat,  if  it  be  necessary.  Your  Majesty  will, 
y»  and  by  the  advice  of  Your  responsible 
*>i^ni,  u«ethe  power  vested  in  Your  Majesty 
^  ttcoTv  the  pastiing  of  this  much-needed 
'•^"a." — (J^r.  Labvuchere.) 

QuestioD  proposed,  '^That  those  words 

« there  added.** 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  need  hardly 
say,  with  regard  to  the  views  which  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
takes  of  the  course  adopted  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  not  only  this  year,  but  in  many 
preceding  years,  towards  Bills  passed  by 
the  House  of  Commons — I  need  not  say 
how  entirely  I  concur  with  the  language 
and  with  the  principles  laid  down  by  the 
late  Prime  Minister  on  this  subject.  He 
has  said  that  it  is  one  of  the  great  sub- 
jects of  the  present  time  ;  he  has  said  it  is 
one  which  will  occupy  the  attention  of  this 
House  and  of  the  nation  in  a  most  serious 
manner,  and  that  it  is  quite  impossible 
that  the  state  of  things — I  am  speaking 
not  of  this  Bill  or  that,  but  of  a  long- 
continued  series  of  actions  by  the  House 
of  Lords  in  rejecting  and  in  mutilating 
Liberal  measures  which  are  sent  up  by 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  which  are 
approved  of  by  the  great  majority  of 
the  nation — is  a  state  of  things  which 
ought  not  and  cannot  continue.  In  that 
we  are  entirely  agreed,  and  upon  that 
view  we  mean  to  proceed.  But  the 
question  I  have  to  ask  myself  is,  whether 
or  not  I  can  vote  for  or  support  the 
Resolution  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton.  I  do  not 
quite  understand  at  what  my  hon.  Friend 
aims.  He  begins  by  humbly  praying 
Her  Majesty  that  the  power  now  en- 
joyed by  the  House  of  Lords  shall  cease. 
But  then  how  is  Her  Majesty  to  make 
that  power  cease  ?  That  is  assuming  a 
power  in  the  Crown — [Mr.  Laboucheke 
dissented.]  Well,  that  is  what  the 
Amendment  states. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEUE:  May  I  ex- 
plain ?  Her  Majesty  has  responsible 
Ministers,  and  no  doubt  acts  by  their 
advice.  Therefore  when  I  used  the 
words  "  Her  Majesty, *'  it  was  the  mere 
technical  form  used  in  the  Address  for 
Her  Majesty's  responsible  Ministers.  I 
should  like  them  to  bring  in  a  Bill. 

Sir  \V.  HAKCOURT  :  That  is  not 
what  my  hon.  Friend  has  said.  What 
he  has  said  in  this  Resolntion  is  that  he 
prays  the  Crown  to  [nit  an  end  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  That  is  a  proposition 
which  he  can  hardly,  I  should  imagine, 
expect  the  GovcTUineiit,  or  indeed  any 
Member  of  the  Liberal  Party,  to  vote 
for.  Then  he  proceeds  in  the  second 
part  to  say  that — 

"  We  respectfully   express  the  hoyc  l\iatj  \l 
it  he  neceaa&ry," 
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that  is  a  curious  qualification,  but  I  sup- 
pose he  has  made  up  his  miud  that  it  is 
necessary — 

**  Your  Majesty  will,  with  and  by  the  advice 
of  yoar  respoasible  Ministers/' 

there  he  introduces  responsible  Ministers, 
bnt  not  in  the  first  part — 

"use  the  power  vested  in  Your  Majesty  to 
secure  the  passing  of  this  much -needed  reform." 

Well,  then,  my  hou.  Friend  says  that 
that  meaus  the  creation  of  500  Peers. 
Bnt  in  the  beginning  of  his  speech  he 
rather  objected  to  the  few  Peers  that  had 
been  created,  and  he  passed  rather  a 
censure  upon  the  Peers  who  had  been 
made  recently.  His  views,  however,  are 
more  extensive,  and  he  desires,  I  presume, 
that  the  result  of  the  passing  of  the 
Amendment  should  be  that  to-morrow  or 
next  week  there  should  be  500  Peers 
created  on  the  spot.  I  suppose  that  my 
hon.  Friend  has  his  list  ready. 

Mr,  LABOUCHERE  :  I  have  a  list 
of  stalwarts,  who  will  sacrifice  themselves 
for  a  short  time,  in  onler  to  destroy 
themselves  as  Peers  and  their  brother 
Peers. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  no 
doubt  my  hon.  Friend  has  his  list  ready, 
but  is  he  prepared  to  guarantee  that  they 
are  stalwart  ? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  Yes. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT ;  But  before 
we  are  committed  to  a  policy  of  that 
character  I  think  the  House  will  see  that 
we  should  consider  whether  the  method 
my  .hon.  Friend  proposes  is  a  practicable 
one.  I  do  not  desire  to  pursue  these 
criticisms  on  what,  after  all,  is  a  very 
serious  matter.  I  do  ask  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  feel  with  me  to  remember  that  we 
are  debating  a  very  serious  subject, 
in  which  every  step  ought  to  be 
most  carefully  considered,  and  that 
the  spirit  in  which  we  must  proceed 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian has  impressed  upon  us,  ought  to 
be  one  of  grave  deliberation,  and  we 
ought  not  to  embark  on  a  Resolution  of 
this  character,  which  in  my  opinion  will 
not  tend  to  advance  the  object  which  my 
hon.  Friend  has  at  heart.  If  my  hon. 
Friend  has  not  confidence  in  Her 
Majesty's  Government — I  do  not  know 
whether  he  has 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  None. 

Sir  fV.  Harcourt 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  So  I  under- 
stand ;  and  that  being  so,  I  hope  those 
who  have  a  more  benevolent  view  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  than  my  hon. 
Friend  takes  will  be  disposed  to  trust 
them  to  consider  and  deal  with  a  ques- 
tion of  this  gravity  and  importance,  and 
to  bring  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House  and  of  the  nation  the  manner  and 
the  measures  which  we  think  proper  for 
advancing  a  matter  in  which  we  are  as 
deeply  interested  as  in  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Northampton. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  147; 
Noes  145. — (Division  List,  No.  2.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again  pro- 
posed. 

Finances  of  India. 

•Sir  G.  CHESNEY  (Oxford)  said,  he 
was   afraid  the  empty    Benches  of  the 
House  were   rather   illustrative  of    the 
degree  of  interest  that  was  taken  in  our 
fellow-subjects    in   India ;    but,  at  any 
rate,  it  illustrated  a  point  he  would  en- 
deavour to  submit  to  the  House.     Com- 
plaints had  been  made  of  various  omis- 
sions in  the  Speech  from  the   Throoe, 
and  amongst  the  different  subjects  which 
had   not    been   touched   on,   perhaps   il 
was  not  remarkable   to  find   England's 
greatest  Dependency.     But  there  mighl 
be,  and  he  believed  there  was,  sufficienl 
reason  for  that  significant  omission  in  the 
fact  that  at  this  very  time  Her  Majesty*! 
Government  had  inflicted — he  did  not  say 
that    they    were    thoroughly   aware   oiF 
what  they  were  doing — a  great  wrong 
and  injustice  upon  the  people  of  India* 
No   doubt  the  House  and    the  oountrjr 
were  familiar  with  the  leading  circnm* 
stances     connected    with     the    present 
financial  condition  of  India.     They  wei 
aware   that   while  the   Government 
India  received  its  revenues  in  silver, 
had  very  large  fixed  liabilities  for  pay- 
ment in  this  country  in  gold,  and  th^C^ 
with  a  constantly  accelerated  depreciaib— 
tion  of  silver  as  compared  with  gold,  tb^ 
burden   of   silver   payments    was    con- 
stantly increasing.     Under  these  circaixk^ 
stances,  which  brought  about  a  very  re- 
markable  and  acute    stage  of  finaneii^ 
difficulty,  the  Indian  Government  natta— 
rally   acceded  with  alacrity  to   the  itt*" 
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ritAtioo  of  the  different  GoveriimeDts  of 

£arope  and   America  to   combine   and 

agree    apon   some   common   scheme   of 

ftction  for    restoring  silver  to  a  better 

position  with  respect  to  gold.     He  was 

not  going  to  inflict  on  the    House    an 

attempt  at  an  essaj  on  bimetallism.    He 

would  odIj  observe,  or  note,  a  notorious 

fact  that  he  presnmed  no  one  would  have 

the    hardihood    to   controvert — namely, 

that  whether  or  not  that  International 

meeting  of  financiers  might  or  might  not 

have  led   to   some  successful   measure, 

tt  an  J   rate,    the   Government    of   this 

eoimtiy  not  onlj  gave  no  definite  assist- 

anee  to  the  Government  of  India,  but 

direw  difficulties  in  its  way.      It  was 

Dotorioas  that  the  unfructuous  result  of 

the  Conference  was  due  almost  entirely 

to  the  hostile  attitude  assumed  towards 

it  bj  the  English  Government.     On  that 

point    he     apprehended   there    was     no 

doubt.     The  result  was,  that  silver  went 

lower  and    lower    without  any  remedy 

yog  applied,  and  then  the  Indian  Go- 

nmment,  as  a  last  resource,  proposed 

tbt  the  Mints  should  be  closed,  and  that. 

Mi  oecessary  corollary,  the  Secretary  of 

Sltfie,iD8tead  of  continuing  to  sell  his  bills 

ii  the  open  market  by  auction   to  the 

y^faest  bidder,  must  stop  the  sale  of  them 

-«t  any  rate,  that  he  must  put  a  fixed 

Ut  on  them  below  which  they  would 

Mt  be  offered  for  sale.     It  was  autiei- 

filed  that   in    this  way,   at   any   rate, 

ikbilitj  would   be  given  to  the  rupee, 

ni  that  its  further  fall  would  be    re- 

ttrded.      That    expectation     was     un- 

Mtedlj  fulfilled  for  so  long   as  that 

filiej  was  pursued.      The  Mints  were 

liQcioeed  ;  but  almost  in  the  middle  of 

h  experiment,  for  some  reason  or  other 

Uh  which  the  outdoor  public  were  not 

Mooted,  and  which  both  the  outer  and 

dinner  public  were  absolutely  unable 

HaiiderBtand — it  was  equally  a  mystery  to 

tW  monetary  interests  in  the  City — the 

Secretary  of  State  appeared  suddenly  to 

kve  lost  heart,  to  have  given   way,  and 

tibave  begun  again  to  open  the  auction 

■ileofhis  bills.     The  result  was  a  still 

kther  alarming  fall  in  the  gold  price  of 

^  nipee,  with,  of  course,  the  necessary 

(oiwqaence  of  a  very  large  increase  of 

k  silver  burden  of  the  Government  of 

<idia ;  and  as   a  result  of  this,  for  the 

pKHeat  financial  year,  at  a  time  when 

Uia  was  prosperous  in  itself,  after  a 

|ood  harvest,  aod  in  a  time  of  general 


peace — with  no  special  or  abnormal  ex- 
penditure— the  Government  of  India  had 
got  to  face  the  beginning  of  the  financial 
year,  with  all  the  unknown  liabilities 
that  might  come  on  it — and  who  could 
say  what  they  would  be  ? — with  a 
deficit  of  3^  crores  of  rupees,  or, 
in  conventional  sterling,  of  £3,500,000. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  only 
resource  open  to  the  Indian  Government 
was  extra  taxation  in  some  form  or 
other.  To  have  allowed  the  deficit  to  go 
on  with  the  prospect  of  a  probably  re- 
curring deficit  next  year  would  have 
been — to  say  the  least  of  it — a  very 
disreputable  line  of  action.  But 
when  the  House  came  to  consider  the 
question  of  taxation  in  India,  it  was 
confronted  with  difficulties  on  every  side. 
The  great  staple  item  of  taxation  was 
the  land,  and  the  land  was  settled  all 
over  India  either  in  perpetuity  or  on  long 
leases,  so  that  a  sudden  increase  of 
revenue  by  the  raising  of  the  Land  Tax 
was  impracticable,  even  if  it  would  not 
be  highly  dishonest  to  increase  the 
charges  on  one  particular  class  of  the 
people.  The  Income  Tax  touched  only 
a  very  small  proportion  of  the  com- 
munity in  India.  Any  tax  to  be  pro- 
ductive in  India  must  be  collected  from 
the  great  bulk  of  the  people,  and  the 
Salt  Tax,  which  fulfilled  this  condition, 
was  undoubtedly  already  as  high  as  in 
fairness  it  could  be  carried.  JSo  doubt 
every  person  connected  with  the  Indian 
Government  desired,  above  everything,  to 
lower  the  Salt  Duties.  Under  these  cir^ 
cumstances,  almost  the  only  course  open 
to  the  Government  was  to  obtain  the 
necessary  revenue  for  covering  the 
deficit  by  imposing  Import  Duties  on 
goods  which  went  into  India.  It  so 
happened  that  the  very  moderate  general 
Import  Duty  of  5  per  cent. — in  no  sense 
a  Protective  Duty — on  all  Indian  imports 
would  realise  almost  precisely  the  sum  of 
£3,500,000,  which  was  required  to  bring 
al>out  financial  equilibrium.  Although 
the  Government  of  India  had  not  dis- 
tinctly said  it  was  their  intention  to  place 
a  5  per  cent,  duty  on  all  classes  of  com- 
modities, it  was  an  open  secret  that 
this  was  their  desire.  It  was  equally* 
an  open  secret  that  while  they  hail 
been  allowed  to  impose  a  5  per  cent, 
duty  on  everything  else,  cotton 
goods,  which  formed  the  largest 
article   of   importation,  bad    been    ex- 
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eluded  from  the  new  duty.     Every  other 
description  of  goods  was  to  be    taxed, 
but   cotton   goods  were  to   remain   un- 
taxed.    This    action,   which    of   course 
emanated  from  the  Home  Government, 
had  created  a  very  remarkable  and  extra- 
ordinary amount  of  excitement  and  in- 
dignation in  India.     He  had  no  recol- 
lection during  his  long  connection  witli 
India  of  any  circnmstpnce  about  which 
all  classes,  British  or  native,  who  were 
capable  of  forming  a  judgment  on  the 
matter  at  all,  had  been  so  much  unit<ed 
as  they  had  been  upon  this  one.     They 
knew  that  if  any  taxation  could  be  said  to 
be  acceptable  to  the  people  of  India,  this 
was  a  form  which  would  be  acceptable. 
They  knew  that  the  5  per  cent,  duty  had 
only  a  very  moderate  effect  upon  the  price 
of  the  article  imported,  that  its  incidence 
would  be  almost  imperceptible,  and  that 
unless  such  an  Import  Duty  were  raised 
there   would   be   a   deficit   which    must  ^ 
sooner  or  later  be  covered  by  some  other 
and  more  objectionable  form  of  taxation. 
They  knew,  moreover,  that  the  attitude 
of  the  Indian  Government  towards  India 
was  one  which  it  would  not  venture  to 
adopt    towards     the    humblest    of     our 
colonies.     It  might  be   said    that  India 
was  not  in  the  position  of  a  colony,  that  it 
was  not  a  free  country,  that  it  had  not 
got  Representative  Institutions.      That 
was  true;  but   surely  it  was   the  more 
reason  why  Great  Britain  should  exercise 
the   greatest   forbearance,  and  even   the 
greatest  delicacy,  in  dealing  with  addi- 
tions to  Indian    taxation.     It  had  often 
happened,   no    doubt,   that   the    British 
Government    had    interfered    with    the 
customs  of   the  people  of  India,  but  it 
bad  only  done  so  when  it  had  felt  that 
those   customs   were   repugnant   to  the 
morality  of  the  Western    world,  and  in 
response  to  the  appeals  of  the  Govern- 
ment   on    the    spot,    and    in    harmony 
w'th   the  wishes  of   the  more  educated 
and    liberal     classes    in    that     country. 
It  was  obvious  and   notorious  that  the 
action  now  being   taken   was   taken   in 
opposition  to  the  wishes  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India   and    to   the   wishes   and 
feelings  of    all  classes  in  that  country. 
There  was  no  question   now  of  higher 
morality ;  it  was  simply  a  question   of 
interfering   with    the    fiscal     rights    of 
India   in   the  interest  of  British  manu- 
facturers.    There  was  evidence   of  this 
//7   the    report   which   appeared   in   the 

Sir  G.  CAesney 


papers  of  the  deputation  which  waited 
on  the  late  Secretary  of  State  (the  Earl 
of  Kimberley)  to  protest  against  the 
levying  of  a  duty  on  cotton  goods.  Any- 
one who  read  that  report  must  have 
sympathised  with  the  Secretary  of  State, 
as  far  as  one  could  sympathise  with  a 
man  who  did  a  wrong  thing,  because  it 
was  so  obvious  that  he  was  acting  against 
his  own  convictions,  and  because  he  bad 
not  a  word  of  argument  or  excuse  to 
offer.  He  (Sir  G.  Chesney)  would  appeal 
to  every  friend  of  India  in  the  House  to 
support  the  Amendment,  and  so  to  let 
the  people  of  India  see  that  they  had 
in  the  House  of  Commons  those  who 
would  see  justice  done  to  them.  Every- 
one was  well  aware  what  mischief 
and  injury  was  done  in  former  years  by 
our  high-handed  and  foolish  commercial 
policy,  and  how,  in  order  to  support 
what  was  supposed  to  be  the  benefit  of 
British  industry,  colonies  were  exploited, 
and  the  manufacturing  industries  of 
Ireland  were  allowed  to  wither  up.  It 
would  now  be  said  that  both  sides  of 
the  House  were  actuated  by  a  higher 
morality.  If  that  were  the  case,  was  the 
present  Government  going  to  resort  to 
the  old  vicious  system  of  commercial  op- 
pression over  again  ?  Everyone  knew 
that  the  action  now  being  taken  was  due 
to  the  desire  to  buy  off  the  agitation  of  a 
certain  Party  in  the  House.  It  was  said 
that  if  any  other  course  were  adopted 
Manchester  would  make  things  too  hot 
for  the  Government.  No  one  would  wish 
to  injure  Manchester,  which  represented 
Lancashire,  one  of  tho  largest  and  most 
patriotic  sections  of  the  country.  Whilst 
he  appealed  to  the  higher  motives  of 
Lancashire,  he  felt  at  the  same  time  that 
the  imposition  of  this  trifiing  duty  would 
not  really  appreciably  affect  Manchester 
trade.  Even  if  it  should  do  so,  it  would 
be  far  better  in  the  long  run  for  Man* 
Chester  and  for  England  that  it  should 
cause  some  present  loss,  rather  than 
that  a  policy  should  be  adopted 
which  would  tend  permanently  to  excite 
a  feeling  of  hostility,  and  to  alienate  the 
sentiments  of  the  people  of  India  from 
Great  Britain.  He  believed  that  our 
political  connection  with  India  was  of  a 
very  fragile  character.  He  did  not  mean 
that  we  could  not  if  we  chose  hold  that 
country  in  subjection,  but  he  said  that  if 
wo  were  to  govern  India  not  by  brutal 
military  force,  but  on  the  same  principleei 
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of  gorerameDt  as  were  applied  to  our- 
selves, it  woald  be  well  not  to  allow  the 
people  of   iDdia  to  feel  that    we   were 
kifisiariDg  not  in   their  interests  but  in 
our  owe.     There    was    even    now,    he 
tboDght,  a  way  for  the  Government  out 
of  the  false  position  in  which  they  had 
placed  themselves.     If  it  were   thought 
that  the  imposition  of  a  duty  on  cotton 
l^oods  would  give  a  preferential  ail  van- 
tage to  Indian-made  goo<ls,  it  was  open 
to  the  Government  to  meet  the  objection 
bj  imposing  an   £xcise  Duty  on  Indian 
■anufactores.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  a  happy  or  a  very  creditable  thing  to 
<lo ;  but,  at  any  rate,  it  would  get  over  one 
of  the   most   palpable    objections,    and 
enable  the  Governm'»nt  to  escape  from 
their  present  false  position.     He  bogged 
ID  move  bis  Amendment. 
•Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  said,  he 
voald  second  the  Amendment.     Thouarh 
be  was  deeply  interested  in  the   cotton 
■uufacturo,  and  though  all  his  interests 
wfre  very  much  opposed  to  the  levying 
da  duty  on  cotton  in  India,  he  could  not 
WIp  feeling  that  the  financial  position  of 
Ma  rendered   such  a  course  necessary. 
He  was  boand  to  associate  himself  with 
t^  remarks  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  as  he 
*M  quite  confident  they   were  exciting 
it  India  a  strong  feeling  against  the  Go- 
nrDment  here,  and,  looking  at  the  droad- 
U  condition  into  which  Indian  finance 
U  fallen,  he  thought  they  were  entitled 
•iip^eafree  hand  to   the  Government 
^  Julia.     At   the  present  moment  the 
^ucial  state  of  India   was  worse  than 
W  lieen  the  case  for  many  years,  and  he 
61  not  think  the   House  quite  realised 
*kit  a  serious  condition  of  things  there 
*»<in  India.     By  artificial  means  they 
»»fe  able  to  keep  up  the  value  of  the 
npw  at  Is.  2d.,  but  the  value  of  it  in 
f^llion  was  onlylO^d. ;   and  who  could 
luTe  any  confidence  that  they  would  be 
>i4e  to  maintain  the  exchange  in  India 
tt  that  artificial  rate  for  much  longer  ? 
So  far  it  had  simply  been  kept  up  by  the 
Iikdian  Government  refusing  to  sell  billn, 
fc«t    they     would     have    to    sell    con- 
t'lQoonsly  now  in  order  to  preserve  the 
Wian   Government    from    bankruptcy; 
*ithin  the  next   12  months  they  would 
Ittve  to  sell  an    amount   equivalent    to 
£19,00D,(XH)   sterling.     lie   himself  ap- 
prebeuded  a  very  great  fall  in  the  rate  of 
Exchange  in  the  near  future,  and  should 


not  be  surprised  if  the  rupee  in  India  in 
the  next  year  or  two  fell  to  lOd.  There 
was  but  one  logical,  real,  and  sulistantial 
remedy  for  that  state  of  things.  The 
Indian  Government  had  pressed  upon  the 
Home  Government  for  very  many 
years — only  to  be  treated  with  con- 
tempt— the  necessity  of  this  country 
joining  other  nations  in  Europe  and  the 
Uniteil  States  of  America  in  reverting  to 
the  old  system  that  gave  them  a  fixed 
exchange  in  India  for  70  years.  Unless 
that  were  done,  he  believed  that  even  the 
financial  genius  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  not  be  able  to  prevent  the  Indian 
Government  getting  into  something  like 
bankruptcy.  He  believed  that  the  pro- 
posal now  before  the  House  was  but  a 
feeble  attempt  to  grapple  with  the 
difficulty,  but  still  it  was  an  attempt  that 
should  be  made.  However,  he  could 
only  give  a  qualified  adhesion  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Con- 
sidering that  Lancashire  had  scarcely  been 
able  to  hold  its  head  above  water  for  the 
last  10  years,  and  that  there  had  been  an 
almost  total  absence  of  profit  in  carrying 
on  the  great  cotton  trade,  it  would  bo  out 
of  the  question  for  a  Free  Trade  country 
like  England  to  impose  a  duty  which 
would  protect  Indian  cotton  goods  ; 
therefore  he  claimed  that  a  corresponding 
Excise  Duty  should  l)e  put  on  Indian 
goods.  With  this  explanation  he  begged 
to  second  the  Amendment. 

Amendment   proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  Question,  to  add  the  words, 

"  And  humbly  to  represent  to  Your  Majesty 
that  this  House  has  learnt  with  rejrret  the 
determination  of  Your  Majesty's  a<lvisers,  con- 
trary to  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  India,  to 
restrain  the  Government  of  that  country  from 
takinjf  the  measurea  ])ro|M>se<l  by  them  for  meet- 
ing the  deficit  in  their  revenues  ;  and  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  such  a  <lisre}^nl  of 
the  f(»elin|fs  and  interests  of  the  ])eople  of  India 
is  at  variance  with  the  principles  which  shouM 
rejfulate  our  iwiduct  towanls  theni."--(N/r  ^r. 
ChcjfHt'y.) 

Question  proposcMl,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Mr.  II.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  I  am  rather  sorry,  Sir, 
this  question  has  been  raised  to-night, 
not  merely  on  personal  grounds — though 
I  only  took  possession  of  the  Office  yester- 
day morning — ^l)ut  rather  on  the  ground 
of  public  convenience.  The  Govern- 
mentf  through  my  right  hon.  FriewA  tVv^ 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  have 
already  promised  that  after  Easter  they 
will  find  a  day  for  the  full  discussion  of 
ludian  finances,  and  during  the  small 
time  that  has  already  been  consumed  this 
evening  the  hon.  Members  who  moved 
and  seconded  this  Amendment  have 
dipped,  to  some  extent,  into  the  cur- 
rency question,  and  raised  that  difficult 
subject.  I  think  it  would  have  been  better 
if  we  could  have  adjourned  the  whole  of 
this  question  until  the  day  that  is  to  be 
devoted  to  Indian  finances  had  been 
reached.  At  all  events,  it  will  be  my 
duty,  in  a  very  imperfect  manner,  to  meet 
the  case  so  far  as  I  can  this  evening. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite 
has  used  a  rather  strong  expression  ;  he 
has  described  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment— that  is,  the  Home  Government  as 
distinguished  from  the  Government  of 
India — as  having  done  a  great  wrong  and 
injustice  to  the  people  of  India,  and  has 
also  spoken  of  commercial  oppression. 
That  is  a  very  grave  charge  to  bring 
against  the  Indian  Executive  in  England, 
and  I  must  endeavour,  for  a  moment  or 
two,  to  submit  to  the  House  two  or 
three  considerations  which  I  will  ask 
hon.  Members  fairly  to  regard  before 
they  accept  a  Motion  founded  on  such  a 
theory.  If  a  wrong  and  injustice  in 
this  case  have  been  done  to  the  people 
of  India  it  must  be  by  inflicting  either 
excessive  or  unjust  taxation.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  will  not  quarrel  with 
that  interpretation  of  his  position.  It 
would  be  a  wrong  and  unjust  thing  to 
levy  unjust  taxation,  but  the  point  we 
have  to  consider  is  whether  the  action  of 
the  Home  Government  has  been  to 
inflict  either  the  one  or  the  other. 

•Sir  G.  CHESNEY  :  My  objection 
was  that  the  Government  here  have  not 
allowed  the  Indian  Government  to 
impose  taxation  according  to  the  wishes 
of  India,  and  the  question  of  whether 
the  taxation  is  just  or  whether  there  be 
none  was  not  raised. 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  will  admit  the  Imperial 
Government  is  responsible  for  th'e  taxa- 
tion of  India,  and  it  will  be  my  duty  to 
explain  how  the  matter  stands,  and  to 
submit  that  the  charge  of  inflicting  a 
wrong  and  injustice  upon  India  has  not 
been  proved.  I  must  ask  the  House  to 
recall  the  fact  that  this  is  not  a 
new    question ;    this    is    an    old     con- 

J^r.  zr.  H.  Fowler 


troversy,  and  has  been  the  result 
of  long  and  careful  consideration  both  io 
India  and  England,  and  I  was  sorry  to  hear 
the  hon-  and  gallant  Gentleman  say  the 
action  of  my  predecessor  was  influenced 
by  Party  motives,  and  that  the  conduct 
of  the  Executive  here  in  disallowing  that 
proposed  taxation  was  influenced  bj 
Party  considerations  and  the  desire  to 
propitiate  a  certain  class  of  votes  in  this 
House.  Whether  the  action  has  been 
right  or  wrong,  it  has  had  the  judgment 
of  the  House  of  Commons  confirined  bj 
Secretaries  of  State  belonging  to  both 
political  Parties,  after  a  great  deal  of 
discussion  on  the  matter.  I  would  like 
to  remind  the  House  that  this  im- 
portant question  of  cotton  goods  was 
discussed  by  Lord  Salisbury  in  his 
Despatch  of  the  loth  of  July,  1875,  and 
he  then  drew  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  to  the  effect  of  the 
duty  on  the  coarser  class  of  cotton  goods. 
Later  in  the  same  year  he  returned  to  the 
subject ;  he  explained  it  in  an  exceedingly 
able  argument,  and  referred  to  this 
Import  Duty  as  preventing  the  im» 
portation  of  an  article  of  the  first 
necessity,  and  tending  to  operate  as  a 
Protective  Duty  in  favour  of  the  native 
manufacturer.  Lord  Salisbury  in  1876 
was  of  opinion  it  was  impracticable  to 
levy  a  duty  on  the  imports  of  cotton  from 
Lancashire.  Even  then,  when  the'  pro- 
duction of  native  cotton  was  less  than  it 
is  now,  Lord  Salisbury  spoke  of  it  as  a 
"Protective  Duty  in  favour  of  a  native 
manufacture,"  and  he  went  on — 

"  It  is  thus  inconsistent  with  the  policy  which 
Parliament,  after  very  mature  deliberation,  has 
ftanctioned,  and  which  on  that  account  it  is  not 
oi>en  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  allow  to 
be  set  aside  without  special  cause  in  any  part 
of  the  Empire  under  their  direct  control.  The 
speedy  removal/'  in  the  opinion  of  Lord  Salis- 
bury, *'was  a  matter  of  serious  importance 
both  to  Indian  and  Imperial  interests." 

I  am  not  going  to  trouble  the  House  with 
a  historv  of  this  matter,  but  a  Resolution 
was  passed  in  1877  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  these  duties,  and  the  Go^ 
vemment  of  the  day,  then  represented  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  late  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  one  of  the  Members  for 
Middlesex  (Lord  G.  Hamilton),  added  to 
that  Resolution  that  the  duties  should  be 
repealed 

"so  soon  as  the  financial  condition  of  India 
will  permit." 

No  doubt  the  (juestipp  is  |k  fair  on^  to  bo 
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nised  oo  the  fiDancial  coudition  of  India. 

EFeotuaiiy,  in  1879 — and  I  wish  to  call 

iilentioD  particularly  to  this  point — the 

Hou»e  of  Commons  passed  a  Resolution — 

^That  the  iDdian  Import  Duty  on  cottun 
goods,  being  unjust  alike  to  the  Indian  con- 
famer  and  the  English  producer,  ought  to  be 
abolished,  and  this  House  accepts  the  recent 
icdnction  in  these  dnties  as  a  step  towards  their 
toul  aboh'tion,  to  which  Her  Majesty's  GoTcm- 
meat  are  pledged.*' 

I  would  here  remark  that  where  Parlia- 

Bent   has,    after    protracted  discussion, 

inired  at  a  distinct  Resolution  as  to  the 

policj    that    ought   to    be    pursuetl    in 

reipect  of  this  duty  in  India,  it  would 

not  be  open  to  the  Executive  Govern- 

Bent    to    take    a    step    reversing   that 

decision   without  the  matter   being  dis- 

cnsMd  in  this  House.    A  few  years  after- 

wudi  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  repealed  the 

vbole  of  the  Import  Duties  on  cotton,  and 

I  would  like  to  ask  the  House  what  has 

been  the  effect  of  that  repeal  ?     Has  it 

Wen  an    injustice   in   any   way   to   the 

people  of  India ;  has  it  interfered  with 

the  development   of   the   Indian   cotton 

tade — aod  I   regard  this  as  an  essential 

oiditioQ  of  the  prosperity  of  the  people 

~^  it  interfered  with  the  native  pro- 

die&oo  ;  has  the  unrestricted  competition 

rf  Lancashire    produced    an    injurious 

ifet  on   Indian  trade  ?     I  would   ask 

tte permission  of  the  House  just  to  give 

two  or  three    figures.     In    1881-2,  the 

vGtf  before  the  duties  were  repealed,  the 

oports  of  Indian  twist  and  yarn  amounted 

(•the  value  of  1,369,000  tens  of  rupees. 

Ii  1892-3  the  value  of  the  exports  was 

^3,000  tens  of  rupees.     That  is  as  to 

^  and  yarn.     If  we   come  to  piece 

fMii  of  Indian  manufacture,  the  amount 

ttported      from       India       in       1881-2 

*ie   642,000     tens     of     rupees  ;     last 

jar  it   was    1,327,000   tens  of   rupees. 

Aerefore,  so   far  a^   that   part  of  the 

Ujninient    is    concerned,    I    think    the 

Hone  will  see  there  has  been  no  injury 

iiiicted  on   the  manufacturers  of  India 

W  exposing  them  to  unrestricted  eom{)e- 

lilioo.     And  I  might  mention,  as  further 

poof  of  that  point,  that  there  were  62 

nCtOD  mills  in  India  at  that  time,  and 

■ov  there   are    130 ;    then   there    were 

I^S54,000     spindles,     now      there     are 

J^78,000;  then  there  were  1 5,000  looms, 

■ov  there   are  26,000.     That  is   proof 

dbat     the     removal     of     these     duties, 

purting  India  on   unrestrictive  terms  no 

far    a:»    competition    is  concerned   with 


Lancashire,  has  done  India  no  harm.  Then 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  spoke  of 
the  deficit  being  an  open  secret,  but  I 
am  under  the  impression  that  his  figures 
are  like  many  open  secrets — liable  to  con- 
siderable modification.  I  hope,  when  the 
Budget  Statement  is  made,  there  will  not 
be  such  a  deficit  as  he  appears  to  antici- 
pate. I  admit  that  the  Government  has 
declined  to  sanction  the  imposition  of 
Import  Duties  on  cotton  goods.  The 
essence  of  this  controversy,  I  ven- 
ture to  submit  to  the  House,  is, 
are  these  duties  Revenue  Dnties  or 
are  they  Protective  Duties  ?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  behind  me  who  seconded 
the  Amendment  gave  the  point  away  at 
once,  when  he  said  he  would  be  no  party 
to  the  imposition  of  any  Protective 
Duties  whatever.  I  admit  there  ought 
to  be  no  discrimination  between  two 
classes  of  gooiis.  A  discrimination  in 
favour  of  goods  from  any  part  of  Her 
Majesty *s  Dominions  would  be  unjust 
and  unfair.  But  I  rather  put  to  the 
House  the  real  nature  of  this  duty  as  the 
main  influential  reasons  guiding  the  con- 
duct of  the  Home  Executive  ?  I 
take  it  to  l>e  the  distinction  between 
Revenue  Duty  and  Protective  Duty,  that 
the  former,  being  raised  for  the  purposes 
of  Revenue,  is  imposed  upon  all  articles 
alike,  whether  they  are  made  at  home  or 
whether  they  are  imported  from  abroad. 
But  if  you  put  a  duty  simply  upon  goods 
imported  from  abroad,  and  not  the  same 
duty  upon  goods  manufactured  at  home, 
that  is  a  Protective  Duty.  What  is  the 
practical  effect  of  that  ?  If  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Indian  Government  were 
carried  out,  and  a  duty  was  levied  upon  all 
cotton  goods  imported  from  abroad,  and  no 
duty  put  upon  the  cotton  manufactured  in 
India,  the  full  amount  of  dutv  would 
have  to  l)e  paid  by  the  Indian  consumer, 
because  the  Indian  manufacturer  would 
raise  his  prices  to  within  an  almost 
inappreciable  diUbrence  of  the  amount  of 
duty  place<l  upon  foreign  goods.  He 
would  leave  just  so  small  a  margin  as 
would  secure  him  the  market,  and  there- 
fore, practically,  the  consumer  would 
pay  the  duty  on  all  the  goods.  The 
result  of  that  is  that^  in  that  case,  the 
duty  paid  does  not  go  into  the  Ex- 
chequer ;  it  goes  into  the  pocket  of  the 
native  producer  ;  and  what  wo  say  is  that 
taxation  wouhl  be  levied  upon  the  con- 
sumer, not  for  the  benefit  of  the  UcvewuQ^ 
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but  for  tbe  benefit  of  a  particular  class. 
It  therefore  must  be  8«3en  that  to  charge 
the  Government  with  acting  unjustly  to 
the  people  of  India  is  not  strictly  correct. 
What  is  the  extent  of  the  present  Indian 
manufactures  ?  I  have  some  extra- 
ordinary figures  that  I  will  give  to  the 
House  showing  the  amount  of  cotton 
goods  made  in  India  and  exported  from 
India.  I  am  not  dealing  for  the  moment 
with  the  home  consumption  in  India, 
which  is  a  considerable  item  in  addition. 
Taking  the  average  of  the  last  three 
years,  I  find  that  the  exports  from  the 
United  Kingdom  into  India  of  yarn  and 
twist  averaged  42,000,000  lbs.,  whilst  the 
exports  from  India  to  other  countries 
amounted  to  173,000,000  lbs.  Taking  the 
manufacture  of  piece  goods,  I  find  that  the 
exports  from  the  United  Kingdom  to  India 
for  the  three  years  averaged  1,858,000,000 
yards,  whilst  the  exports  from  India  aver- 
aged 73,000,000 yards.  Without  going  into 
elaborate  calculations,  I  think  I  can  say 
that  a  considerable  proportion  of  the 
goods  consumed  in  India  are  manufactured 
in  that  country,  whilst  there  is  a 
growing  export  trade  from  that  country 
to  China  and  Japan.  The  suggestion 
that  a  countervailing  duty  could  be  im- 
posed on  cotton  goods  in  India  is  one 
that  cannot  be  adopted  without  con- 
sideration. I  should  like  to  point  out 
that  there  is,  as  it  seems  to  me,  one  diffi- 
culty in  the  way.  It  is  doubtful  whether 
in  the  Native  States  an  Excise  Duty 
could  be  imposed.  If,  therefore,  it  was 
imposed  upon  manufactures  in  British 
territory,  we  might  be  giving  a 
Protective  Duty  to  the  manufac- 
tures in  the  Native  States.  That  is 
one  of  the  questions,  but  there  are  other 
matters  which  will  have  to  be  very  care- 
fully considered  before  a  decision  is 
arrived  at.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
Government  have  acted  either  unfairly 
to  India,  or  that  they  have  sacrificed  the 
interests  of  India  to  the  interests  of  the 
British  manufacturer.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  said  we  ought  to  be 
very  forbearing  in  our  dealings  with 
India,  and  with  that  remark  I  cordially 
concur.  The  whole  matter,  however,  is 
one  of  great  difficulty.  It  is  difficult 
to  apply  rigidly  to  a  country  like 
India  the  same  financial  principles  that 
guide  our  fiscal  arrangements  here. 
I  tbinky  however,  with  regard  to  India  as 
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to  any  other  country,  we  should  adopt  the 
principle  of  not  protecting  one  class  at 
the  expense  of  the  whole  community,  and 
that  is  a  principle  of  sound  justice,  wise 
justice,  and  true  economy.  The  Govern- 
ment in  the  course  they  have  taken,  and  of 
which  the  hou.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
complains,  have  been  influenced  by  that 
consideration,  and  by  that  consideration 
alone.  The  latest  telegram  which  was 
sent  to  India  by  my  predecessor  intimated 
to  the  Indian  Government  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  not  prepared 
to  make  a  final  decision,  that  thej 
regarded  the  difficulties  in  this  case 
as  great,  and  that  they  would  be 
prepared  to  receive  further  representa- 
tions on  the  subject  before  coming  to  such 
final  decision.  I  think  that  is  a  courRe 
which  the  House  will  see  is  a  wise  and  a 
prudent  course.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  infiuenced  solely  by  the  desire 
to  do  justice  to  the  people  of  India  ;  to 
protect  the  consumers  in  India,  which 
means  the  general  bulk  of  the  popala- 
tion,  and  not  in  any  way  to  prejudice  or 
fetter  the  trade  of  India ;  and  in  so  doing 
we  are  carrying  out  the  policy  which 
this  House  so  wisely  described  as  in  the 
interests  alike  of  the  Indian  consumer  and 
the  £ngHsh  producer.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances I  hope  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  will  not  press  his  Motion  to 
a  Division.  He  has  raised,  and  raised 
with  very  great  ability  and  fairness,  a 
question  on  which  he  is  a  very  competent 
authority.  I  can  assure  him  that  the 
whole  question  will  receive  at  the  India 
Office  the  most  careful  and  anxious  con- 
sideration, and  there  is  no  other  desire 
there  than  to  do  justice  to  the  people  of 
India  and  promote  th  eir  prosperity — both 
financial  and  social. 

•Mr.  NAOROJI   (Fiusbury,  Central) 

had   no  intention  of  taking  part  in  tliie 

discussion.      He  would,  however,  thank 

the  Proposer  and  Seconder  of  tbe 
Amendment  for  taking  up  this  subject 
and  saying  what  they  had  said.  He  did 
not  agree  with  a  large  portion  of  their 
remarks,  but  he  did  not  desire  at  thk 
stage  to  enter  into  the  discussion  for 
two  reasons  :  firt^t,  because  the  right  heci. 
Gentleman  the  Clmncellor  of  the  Ex* 
chequer  had  promised  them  a  day  for  the 
complete  discussion  of  the  finances  of 
India  ;  and  second,  because  these  partial 
discussions    always    led    to    some    wi- 
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fortaoftte  misnnderstanditig  and  qd  satis - 
factorj  resnlts. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  again 
proposed. 

Dr.  J.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College 
Green),  in  rising  to  move  the  following 
Amendment  : — 

"  And  we  humblj  represent  to  Your  Majestj 
thit  the  time  has  come  when  the  cases  of  all 
prisoners  coDvicteil  under  the  Treason  Felony 
Act  who  are  and  have  been  for  many  years 
■]iderpr)iDg  panishment  for  offencen  arisin^;^  out 
of  iiuanrectionary  movements  connected  with 
Ireland,  may  be  advantageously  reconsidered,'* 

laid,  he    regretted   that   the    hon.   and 

learned  Member  for   Waterford  (>ir.  J. 

Hedmond),  in  whose  name  the  Amend- 

■lent  stood,  was  precluded  from  moving 

it  as  the  hon.  Member  would  have  dealt 

with  a  matter  of  so  much  importance  in 

a  far  abler  manner  than  he  could  hope  to 

do.     He  desired,  in  the  first  place,  to 

repodiate   in   the   most  emphatic  t<*rms 

aaj  idea  that  those  who  took  an  interest 

k  this  question  were  animated  bj  poli- 

lieal  motives.      He  would  consider  any 

we  man  or  any  party  of  men  who  would 

cnbark    into    a    question    involving   so 

dttplj  the  interests  of  humanity  simoly 

fcr  political  purposes  as  guilty  of  a  crime, 

iid  be  desired  to  repudiate  all  such  sug- 

pttions  as  monstrous  and  unreal.       It 

w  to  him  a  matter  of  profound  surprise 

Mir^ret  that  whilst  there  existed  in 

^  House   a    party  of  Members  from 

Uaod,   all  of  them  professing  a  deep 

•west  in  this  question,  with  the  *power 

•ienforce  their  views   if  their  will  was 

yal  to  their  power,  yet,  notwithstanding 

*i«,  it  should  i)e  necessary  for  them  to 

k»TB?  forward  'this  Motion  Session  after 

J^ion.       A  year,  however,  had  elapsed 

ttcc  a  similar  Motion  was  last   brought 

Wore   the    House.      Therefore,   a   year 

■ort  of  punishment  had  been  inflicted 

tbemen  in   whose  interest  the  Am< 

■Mt  was  brought  forward,  and   th#t  m 

itaelf  added    weight  to  this  app«n   for 

demency.       The    present    MotWi    was 

bied  on    the   highest   prerogwyo  that 

tonld    be    exercised — ^namelw^that    of 

■erey.        The      first       queyfon      was, 

•as  the  definition  given  iW|jo  Amond- 

■ent  fulfilled  by  the    perrf„j,  i„  wh  >se 

merenti  it  was  brought  ^Ofwun]  ?     That 

vas  to  say,  were  thej  polfi^^jii  prisoners? 

&t  did  not  think  AnyouB-jwho  had  given 


attention  to  the  subject  could  for  a 
moment  doubt  that  they  were  political 
offenders  who  were  undergoing  imprison- 
ment for  offences  of  a  political  character. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  Home  Secretary 
in  his  speeches  in  the  House  and  else- 
where had  cast  doubt  on  the  reality  of 
their  position  in  that  respect.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  of  that  opinion 
he  could  at  any  rate  appeal  from  him  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  show 
that  in  the  estimation  of  the  latter  right 
hon.  Gentleman  these  men  were  political 
oifenders  and  nothing  else.  During  the 
time  of  the  General  Election  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle,  in  reply  to  a 
deputation  of  Irishmen  who  waited  upon 
him  in  reference  to  this  question,  used 
these  words — 

"  We  are  endeavouring  to  bring  the  old  system 
of  Irish  (Government  completely  to  an  end.  When 
we  have  succeeded  in  these  efforts  then  will  be 
the  time  to  consider  whether  the  British  Go- 
vernment would  not  be  well  arl vised  as  incidental 
to  that  momentous  settlement  of  national 
accounts  to  show  the  same  spirit  of  clemency 
towards  these  prisoners  as  was  shown,  for 
example,  by  the  Government  of  the  French 
Republic  towards  the  exiled  communists.  Such 
at  least  is  my  judgment,  and  1  beg  you  to  con- 
vey it  to  your  friends." 

What  meaning  could  possibly  be  derived 
from  these  words  but  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  believe  they  were  political 
oifenders,  and  that  at  the  moment  of 
closing  the  blood-stained  and  tragic 
ac'counts  between  the  two  nations  it 
would  be  a  proper  and  right  act  to 
amnesty  these  men  ?  Why,  if  they  were 
not  political  offenders,  would  the  settle- 
ment of  the  national  accounts  involve  a 
general  gaol  delivery  ?  If  anyone  ought 
to  be  anxious  for  a  settlement  of  this 
amnesty  question  outside  the  Irish 
Members  it  was  the  Chief  Secretary,  be- 
cause he  did  raise  in  the  minds  of  the 
Irish  people  by  his  Leinster  Hall 
ij^eech  the  definite  idea  that  he  regarded 
tlf^fte  prisoners  as  political  offenders,  who 
shouldljo  amnestied.  He  knew  the  right 
hon.  GenCTeman  had  repudiated  such  a 
meaning  being  placed  on  his  words,  and 
had  said  that  he  meant  a  general  amnesty 
for  old  feuds  ;  but  that  was  not  the  im- 
pression created  on  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people,  who  took  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's language  to  mean  that  one  of  his 
first  acts  would  be  to  obtain  the  release 
of  tiiese  persons.  The  right  lion.  Gen- 
tloman  admitted  it  would  he  right  to 
amnesty  these  men  on  the  occaaVoxi  oi 
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closing  the  accounts.  If  that  be  so,  was 
it  not  within  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  the  present  moment  to  close  the 
national  accounts  on  this  subject  ?  What 
was  the  use  of  keeping  it  open  as  a 
sore  between  the  two  nations,  or  between 
a  section  even  of  the  Irish  Nationalists 
and  the  British  Government  ?  That 
seemed  to  be  an  illogical  position.  If  it 
was  right  that  there  should  be  a  closing 
and  settlement  of  the  national  account, 
why  should  they  still  keep  open  these 
items  in  the  account,  which  would  be  a 
source  of  irritation  and  do  no  good  to 
anyone  ?  Supposing  certain  of  these 
men  had  escaped  to  America  or  France, 
and  that  the  Government  had  demanded 
from  the  French  or  American  Govern- 
ment their  extradition,  would  that  de- 
maud  have  been  listened  to  ?  No,  they 
would  have  beeu  told  that  the  offence 
was  a  political  offence,  and  did  not  come 
within  the  class  of  offences  for  which 
extradition  could  be  demanded.  The 
men,  on  whose  behalf  he  was  appealing, 
were  tried  not  for  the  possession  of  the 
dynamite  or  creating  dynamite  explo- 
sions. And  here  let  him  say  that  he 
and  his  friends  wished  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  now — as  they  had  often 
stated  before — that  with  dynamite  and 
its  methods  they  had  no  sort  of  sympathy 
or  community  whatever,  but  detested 
them  as  much  as  anyone  could,  and  should 
continue  to  teach  their  fellow-country- 
men that  they  were  bitterly  opposed  to 
such  methods.  The  prisoners  in  ques- 
tion were  tried  under  the  Treason 
Felony  Act  of  1848,  and  got  sentences 
of  penal  servitude  for  life,  which  could 
not  have  beeu  imposed  had  they 
been  tried  under  the  Explosives  Act. 
Let  them  contrast  for  a  moment  what 
occurred  between  two  sets  of  prisoners, 
some  of  whom  were  convicted  under  the 
Treason  Felony  Act  and  others  under 
the  Explosives  Act.  The  two  sets  of 
prisoners  were,  by  a  coincidence,,  tried  by 
the  same  Judge.  In  the  case  of  the 
Walsall  prisoners,  who  were  tried  under 
the  Explosives  Act,  Mr.  Justice  Haw- 
kins commented  on  the  enormity  of  the 
crime  of  which  these  men  were  guilty — 
namely,  that  of  a  conspiracy  to  cause 
explosions  of  a  most  atrocious  character, 
and  directed  against  the  most  innocent 
of  the  community,  and  yet  when  he 
came  to  sentence  them  he  awarded  them 
/>iJ2jishment8  ranging  from  d  to  10  years, 

^r,  J',  Kenny 


the  latter  being  the  highest  sentence  he 
passed.     What  would  have  been  the  case 
of   the  political  prisoners  who  in  1888 
were  tried  by  the  same  Judge  under  the 
Treason    Felony    Act     had     they    got 
sentences     of     this     character  ?       The 
majority  of  them  would  have  been  oat 
by  this   time.       If   justice   was   to    be 
respected    it    should     be    even-handed. 
Daly,  Egan,  and  the  other  men  were  tried 
and  convicted  under  the  Treason  Felooj 
Act.       They    were    sentenced     in    the 
spirit  of  vindictiveness,  which  at  that  time 
prevailed  in  England,  and  were  awarded 
punishment   not  for   treason- felony,  bat 
for  the  possession  of  dynamite  in  some 
cases,  although  in  one  case  it  was  clear 
there  was  no  such  possession.       He  en- 
treated  the  Home  Secretary  not  to  give 
a  cut-and-dried  answer.     There  must  be 
some  reason  given  for  this  inequality  of 
sentences  ;  the  men  who  were  convicted 
of  the  lesser  crime  being  dealt  with  far 
more    severely    than    those    who    were 
guilty  of  atrocious  offences.    As  to  Dalj, 
though  he  was  known  to  be  an  extreme 
Nationalist,    he    was    a    man   of    hig^ 
honour,  and  one  who  would  not  stoop  to 
mean  actions  to  carry  out  the  designs  he  ^ 
openly,  avowed.     There  was   no  doabt 
in     the    mind    of   any  man    who    had 
studied    Daly^s    trial    and    the   circum- 
stances   connected     with     it    that    the 
Irish     police     did      plant,     by      means 
of    an   agent,    the    bombs   which   were 
found   in    Daly's    possession.       If     the 
Home  Secretary  doubted  that,  he  woald 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  bad 
become  of  the  man  who,  as  they  believed, 
lured  Daly  from   Birmingham  to  Liver* 
pool,  who,  after  Daly^s  conviction,  had 
disappeared,  and  never  since  been  hear& 
of,   and  who  would   have   no  reason  on. 
earth  to  disappear  from  Liverpool,.whertt 
he  was  doing  a  lucrative  business,  if  hc» 
had  not  been  a  provoking  agent  of  th^s 
Irish  police,  and  acting  at  their  instigik^ 
tion  ?   He  was  sorry  to  see  the  right  hon* 
Geutlemau  seemed  to  find  this  a  subjeot* 
for  apiusement.     There  were  the 
ments  of  Alderman  Manton  and  Inspecl 
Farndai^,of  Birmingham, on  this  sul 
and  alth)pugh  the  Home  Secretary 
his  prede^sor  in  Office  cast  doubts 
such  statements,  neither  Mr.  Manton 
Mr.  Farndaie  had  ever  repudiated  theOB^ 
Mr.  Farndald  ought  not  to  be  retained 
for  a  moment  yn  his  position  if  the  slal^ 
ment  he  had  db^Mle  wns  not  well-foundeilp 
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and  if  he  had  Dot  been  able  to  convince 

the  Watch  Committee  of  Birmiugliam  of 

Its    tiuth.     That    statement   was    most 

specific.     It  was  that  ho,  who  was  the 

offieer  that  had  Dalj  nnder  observation 

since  he  came  to  England,  knew  that  the 

bombs  found  in  his  possession  when  he 

was  arrested  had  been  planted  on  him  bj 

la  ageot  of  the  Irish  police.    That  agent 

was  the  man  in  Liverpool  named  O^Neill. 

It  was  a  very  suspicious   circumstance 

diat  the  police  officer  from  Ireland  who 

was  able  to  recognise  Dalj,  and  see  that 

his  pockets  were  full  of  bombs,  happened 

to  be  at  the  railway  station,  where  Daly 

was  arrestetl,   though   the   English  In- 

fpeetor  stated  at  the  trial  that  from  the 

tiflM  Daly  arrived  in  Liver{K)ol  until  he 

WBS  irreated  the  English  police  had  lost 

sight  of  him  and  did  not  know  where  he 

Oq  all  these  grounds  he  renewed 

to  the  Home  Secretary  to  take 

Mriouslj    into   consideration   whether  it 

WH  worth  while  to  keep  these  men  in 

prison,  and  who  it  was  he  would  please 

^  doing  so.     If  it  were  the  Opposition 

lbs  right  hon.    Gentleman   thought    to 

yksie  he  could  not  expect  any  gratitude 

hsB  them.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

■d  hi3  colleagues  had  in  contemplation 

igreat  scheme  for  healing  the  differences 

khrsen  England  and  Ireland.  Let  them 

Rhue  those  men,  and  remove  thereby 

«M  of  the  grievances   which  they  had 

fiver  to  remove,  while  it  was  not    in 

fcr  power    to    relieve     the     greatest 

{riennce.     The  hon.  Member  concluded 

W  Moving  his  Amendment. 

•Ms.  W.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 

*Mded  the   Amendment.      He  did  so 

br  two  reasons — first,   because  he  was 

lUiged  by  his  constituents  to  do  so  ;  and 
■BBoodly,  because  of  the  hopes  that  were 
^1  in  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people 
W  eertain  right  hon.  Gentlemen,  who 
Mw  sat  on  the  Ministerial  Benches, 
Ubie  they  came  into  Office.  He  dis- 
fbiaed  any  sympathy  whatever  with 
vi&e.  However,  it  was  useful  to  re- 
■laber  that  at  the  time  these  crimes 
^committed  the  circumstances  of  Ire- 
ta  were  entirely  diffidrent.  Liberal 
Ksisters  might  not  desire  to  have  their 
■nones  refreshed  with  regard  to  those 
**ms ;  but  he  should  point  out  that 
"CD  when  a  Liberal  Government  was  in 
P^fx  public  meetings  were  proclaimed, 
Ainciations      were     suppressed,      and 
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coercion  was  rampant  in  Ireland.  These 
men  were  tried  in  a  time  of  panic,  and 
were  convicted  on  evidence  which  would 
not  have  been  satisfactory  if  they  had 
been  charged  with  other  ofl^ences.  Under 
the  circumstances,  the  Government  first 
made  these  men  criminals  and  then 
punished  them  for  being  what  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  them.  That  might 
seem  a  strange  assertion,  but  it  was 
true.  Crime  was  the  natural  outcome  of 
oppression  ;  these  men  raised  their  voices 
against  oppression  in  the  only  way  that 
was  then  open  to  them,  and  it  was  the 
Government  which  made  that  state  of 
things  possible  that  should  bear  the  re- 
sponsibility. He  would  remind  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  also  that  there  was  no 
life  lost  in  any  of  the  outrages  and  very 
little  property  was  destroyed.  Besides, 
the  men  were  tried  under  the  Treason 
Felony  Act,  and  were  political  prisoners 
pure  and  simple.  Amnesty  was  re- 
cognised by  all  civilised  nations  ex- 
cept Russia.  And  were  British 
Ministers  going  to  adopt  the  code  of 
acknowledged  despotism  ?  The  battle- 
cry  at  the  elections  in  Ireland  had  been 
that  the  evicted  tenants  were  to  bo  put  in 
and  the  political  prisoners  let  out.  There 
had  been  18  months'  talk,  and  absolutely 
no  result.  In  the  words  of  Shakspere, 
^*  It  was  sound  and  fury,  signifying 
nothing."  They  were  face  to  face  with 
the  fact  that  the  Government  had  dropped 
one  plank  in  their  political  programme  and 
cast  another  adrift  on  the  waters  of  the 
future.  But  he  warned  the  Government 
that  this  subject  would  not  be  lost  sight 
of,  and  if  they  did  not  give  a  more 
sympathetic  consideration  in  favour  of 
amnesty  it  would  probably  tell  against 
their  success  at  the  next  General  Elec- 
tion. That  was  a  consideration  that 
generally  had  more  weight  with  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  Office  than  anything 
else  that  could  be  brought  forward. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 

Question  to  add  the  words — 

"  Ami  we  humbly  represent  to  Vour  Majesty 
that  the  time  lias  oome  when  the  cases  of  all 
prisoners  convicted  under  the  Trcanon  Felony 
Act  who  are  and  have  been  for  many  years 
undergoing  punishment  for  offences  arising  out 
of  insurrectionary  movements  connected  with 
Ireland,  may  be  advantageously  reconsidered." 
— (2)r.  Kenny.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added/' 
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Mr.  J.  REDMOND  said,  he  was 
anxious  to  iDtervene  for  a  few  momeuts 
in  the  Debate  before  the  Home  Secretary 
delivered  the  reply  of  the  Goverumeut. 
He  was  conscious  of  the  fact  that  tiie 
circumstances  of  the  time  constituted  a 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  favourable 
consideration  of  this  question  by  the 
House.  It  was  undoubted  that  the 
recent  outbreak  of  the  forces  of  anarchy 
in  different  countries  on  the  Continent 
was  calculated  to  close  the  ears  of  a 
great  many  people  against  any  appeal 
for  mercy  on  the  part  of  men  who  were 
supposed,  rightly  or  wrongly,  to  have 
been  connected  in  the  past  with  crimes 
of  this  character.  He  recognised  frankly 
that  this  feeling  was  a  difficulty  in  the 
way  of  the  Amendment,  but  disputed 
altogether  the  justice  aud  the  logic  of 
that  feeling.  If  ,they  could  make  out  a 
fair  case  for  the  reconsideration  of  some 
of  these  cases  it  would  be  illogical  and 
horribly  unjust  to  refuse  redress  because 
other  men  in  other  countries  had  been 
guilty  recently  of  crimes  which*  merited 
and  which  received  the  abhorrence  of 
all  men.  If,  therefore,  the  House  found 
that  the  case  presented  was  in  itself 
and  on  its  own  merits  a  reasonable 
one,  he  appealed  to  the  House  to  rise 
superior  to  any  feeling  of  panic  or 
prejudice,  and  to  do  a  wise  and  mag- 
nanimous act  by  releasing  these  men. 
On  the  general  question,  he  desired  to  say 
that  he  put  forward  this  claim  for  political 
amnesty  on  political  grounds.  He  was 
aware  that  that  was  a  claim  which  would 
not  receive  much  sympathy  in  various 
quarters  of  the  House,  but  it  was  a 
claim  that  they  had  been  making  in 
Ireland — a  claim  which  they  had  made 
before  in  this  House,  and  they  felt  bound 
to  put  it  forth  again.  Apart  altogether 
from  the  question  of  political  amnesty, 
there  were  specjial  circumstances  which 
justified  a  reconsideration  of  the  sentences 
in  certain  cases.  When  he  brought  for- 
ward Egau's  case  the  late  Home  Secre- 
tary admitted  that  there  was  a  broad 
distinction  between  his  case  aud  that  of 
the  other  prisoners,  and  a  similar  admis- 
sion was  made  by  the  present  Home 
Secretary,  who  after  an  inquiry,  had 
released  £gan.  The  second  case  to 
which  he  had  already  dfawu  particular 
attention  was  that  of  Daly.  They 
founded  their  claim  for  the  reconsidera- 
ti'ou  atsthat  c&se  upon  the  fact  that  the 


Chief  Constable  of  Birmingham  had 
publicly  stated  that  the  explosives  found 
in  Daly^s  possession  were  purchased  and 
planted  upon  him  by  an  agent  in  the  pay 
of  the  Irish  police,  and  to  that  statement 
Mr.  Farndale  still  firmly  stood.  An  io« 
vestigation  was  held  by  the  late  Home 
Secretary  into  the  matter,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  satisfied  himself  that 
Mr.  Farndale  was  mistaken,  but  he  did 
not  satisfy  Mr.  Farndale  that  he  was 
mistaken,  and  it  was  nothing  short  of  a 
public  scandal  that  Daly  should  be  kept 
in  prison  when  a  police  officer  had 
solemnly  declared  that  he  had  been  con« 
victed  because  of  an  Irish  police  plot. 
He  now  wished  to  call  attention  to  a 
perfectly  new  case — that  of  a'  man 
named  Curtin,  or  Curtin  Kent.  This 
man  was  a  labourer  and  illiterate,  and  a 
man  who  could  not  by  any  possibility 
have  been  a  principal  in  the  dynamite 
conspiracy.  At  the  worst  he  could  onlj 
have  been  a  dupe  in  the  hands  of  cleverer 
men.  This  man  was  a  native  of  Fermoj, 
in  Cork,  and  went  to  America  in  1873* 
He  returned  to  Ireland  in  1883  and  went 
to  Fermoy,  where  he  remained  for  soma 
time  with  his  parents.  He  then  went  to 
Glasgow.  These  matters,  he  «hould 
say,  were  not  disputed,  and  wonld  be 
found  set  forth  in  the  Report  of  the 
trial  in  Vol.  16  of  Harding^s  Criminal 
Cases.  What  brought  Curtin  to  Glas* 
gow  was  this  :  While  in  America  he 
had  been  medically  attended  by  Dr. 
Gallagher,  who  had  been  a  doctor  in 
considerable  practice  in  New  Yoric 
Gallagher  gave  Curtin  a  letter  to  a  man 
named  Kilfeather  in  Glasgow  asking 
him  to  try  to  get  Curtin  some  employ- 
ment in  Glasgow,  and  through  this  letter 
Curtin  did  get  work  in  a  shipyard  in 
that  city.  Curtin  remained  there  for  * 
considerable  time ;  and  having  heard 
from  Kilfeather  that  Gallagher  was  in. 
London,  lie  wrote  to  him  asking  hh 
for  some  money,  as  he  desired  to 
back  to  America.  Gallagher  sent  him  £6 ^ 
With  that  money  Curtin  came  to  Londoi 
It  was  proved  that  the  man  was  actual  1; 
starving  while  in  London,  and  he  had 
pawn  a  silver  watch  to  buy  food.  l£^ 
was  arrested  along  with  GallagiK*^- 
Whitehead,  and  Wilson,  who  were 
mittedly  in  the  conspiracy,  and  "wr^ 
placed  on  trial  with  them.  The 
was  a  charge  of  conspiracy,  and  thi 
fore  the  evidence  against  Gallagher  i 


\ 


S29  Majetiy^t  3iosi  (13  March  1894}  Oracious  Speech. 


230 


the  otiiers  was,  according  to  the  Law  of 
CoDSpIracj,    evidence     against     Curtin. 
There  was    no    other   evidence   against 
Curtin  than  his  connection  with  Gallagher, 
and  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  in  his  Charge 
to  the  jury  seemed  to  suggest  that  there 
was  a  feature  in  Curtin^s  case  which  dis- 
tinguisheii  it  from  that  of  Gallagher  and 
the  others,  who  were   undoubted  dyna- 
Bitent.     The   man,  however,   was   con- 
victed and  sentenced  to  penal  servitude 
for  life.     There  was  not  a  tittle  of  evi- 
deoce  to  show  that  he  was  in  any  way 
coooected    with    the    conspiracy.     The 
only  evidence  against  him  was  evidence 
of  sojipicioD,  based  on  letters  as  to  the 
£5  which   had  passed  between  him  and 
Gallagher.      The  men   were  tried  under 
extraordinary    circumstances    of    panic. 
He  had  been  told  that  as  the  prison  van 
down  to  the  Old  Bailey  with  tho^^ 
every  window  of  every  house  was 
crowded  with  people  hissing  and  groan- 
ing; the  prison  van  had  to  be  guarded 
bjAD  armed  force,  and  even  the  Court  was  ' 
IB  the  possession  of  armed  men.     Under 
ftoie  circumstances,  it  was  only  human 
Mtore  to  feel   that  the  jury  might  have 
Weo  so  prejudiced  by  the  panic  as  to 
tog  in  a  verdict  which  under  calmer 
ominstances     they    would     not    have 
Wight     in.       The     same    verdict     of 
'Guilty  **  was  brought  in  against  this 
oanioD  hod-man  who  ha^l  been  starving 
nl/mdoQ  as  that  returned  in  the  case  of 
ieann  found  with  a  large  quantity  of 
^fiaunite,  and  a  large  sum  of  money  in 
liipossession.  The  learned  Judge,  under 
mt  circumstances,  and  although  he  had 
Hie  a  declaration  as  to  the  diifereuce  in 
Omiu^s  case,  gave  the  same  sentence  to 
CauD  that  he  gave  to  the  others.     This 
OK  was  a  peculiar  one.     Curtin  was  a 
■loniised     American     subject.       The 
Aacrican   authorities   brought   his  case 
Viler  the   consideration    of    tho    Home 
Oin  in  1888,  and  the  result  of   that 
^^mly   was   that    the   English    aii- 
^ti«5  took  some  steps  to  investigate 
fc  nmtter.     They   took    the    unprece- 
Wd  coarse  of  formulating  a  number 
'<|oe«tion8  as  to  Curtin^s  antecedents, 
vcircnmstances  of  his  life,  his  means 
J^lirelibood,  his  character,  and   that  of 
">  iriends    and    relations    in    Ireland, 
w  seat   these    queries    round   to   a 
^^of  people  in  County  Cork.     To 
*"   ■!?  R**®*^»oM    *1>©7    received    replies 
uci  »i^|  ^  ^  Bunber  of  persons  of  all  classes 
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of  life,  Justices  of  the  Peace  and  clergy- 
men of  all  denominations,  with  a  great 
number  of  names  for  reference,  but  they 
took  no  further  steps.  He  mentioned 
these  facts  to  show  that  the  Goverament 
were  at  one  time  seriously  considering 
the  question  of  the  release  of  this 
man  or  a  mitigation  of  his  sentence. 
A  change  of  Government  took  place 
shortly  afterwards,  and  he  feared  in  that 
way  the  matter  was  lost  sight  of,  for 
from  that  day  to  this  it  had  never  been 
reconsidered.  He  would  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  not  to  give  a  hasty  answer  in 
the  case  of  Curtin,  but  at  all  events  to 
make  it  his  busines'S  to  investigate  it,  and 
to  see  whether  he  could  LOt  find  in  it  as 
much  element  of  doubt  as  was  to  be 
found  in  the  case  of  Egan,  who  was 
released.  He  felt  that  he  should  only 
weaken  the  force  of  his  appeal  if  he  ex- 
tended it  to  any  greater  length.  He 
would  conclude  by  saying  that  all  these 
men  hml  now  been  imprisoned  from  10  to 
1 1  years,technically  one-half  of  their  term, 
as  a  sentence  of  penal  servitude  for  life 
generally  meant  about  20  years.  In 
cases  quite  as  bad,  and  in  even  worse 
cases,  which  had  been  trieci  recently, 
prisoners  received  sentences  of  five,  seven, 
or  ten  years,  and  if  these  Irish  prisoners 
had  received  the  maximum  sentence  given 
to  English  prisoners  for  worse  ottences 
they  would  to-day  be  at  liberty.  He 
would,  therefore,  appeal  to  the  House  of 
Commons  to  consider  the  question  whe- 
ther these  men  had  not  been  sufficiently 
punished  by  the  years  they  had  spent  in 
prison.  Their  continued  imprisonment 
was  undoubtedly  looked  upon  by  large 
masses  of  people  in  Ireland  as  unwise 
and  vindictive.  Divided  as  Nationalists 
in  Ireland  might  be  in  general  politics 
there  was  no  division  amongst  them  on 
this  subject,  and  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  he  was  profoundly  convinced 
that  the  reconsideration  of  their  case 
would  do  more  to  prevent  the  recurrence 
of  such  crimes  as  those  of  which  these 
men  were  convicted  than  any  mistaken 
policy  of  vindictivoness.  The  release  of 
the  prisoners  would  be  liailoJ  with  joy. 
It  had  been  said  in  many  quarters  that 
he  and  his  friends  urged  the  case  of  these 
men  in  a  spirit  of  palliation  of  the 
offences  for  which  thev  were  sentenced. 
That  was  absolutelv  untrue.  For  his 
part,  he  agreed  with  the  phrase  used  in 
Newcastle  by  the  Chief  Secretary,  \v\\e\\ 
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he     described    these    crimes    as      "  the 
detestable  resort  of  political  hiuacy." 

Mr.  J.  MORLE^T  was  uuderstood  to 
say  that  that  was  a  phrase  used  not  by 
himself,  but  by  oue  of  his  corre- 
spondeuts. 

Mk.  J.  REDMOND  said,  that  at  any 
rate  the  phrase  was  one  with  which  he 
agreed,  but  he  thought  there  were  raauy 
ways  ill  which  the  Goverument  could 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  these  detestable 
crimes  without  continuiug  these  puuish- 
ments  in  a  way  which  would  appear  to 
Irish  Nationalists  as  vindictive.  If  in 
this  matter  the  Government  could  see 
their  way  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people,  they  would  do  far  more  to 
create  trust  and  confidence  as  to  the 
future  in  Ireland  than  by  anything 
else  they  could  possibly  do.  He 
begged  cordially  to  support  the  Motion 
which  had  been  made,  and  to 
respectfully  urge  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  to  deal  with 
the  matter  in  a  gracious  and  lenient 
spirit. 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  trust  that  the 
three  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  just 
addressed  the  House  in  support  of  this 
Motion  will  not  think  that  I  am  wanting 
in  courtesy  or  that  I  in  any  way  under- 
estimate the  gravity  of  the  topic  they 
have  brought  under  our  notice  if  I  reply 
to  them  in  a  very  few  sentences.  The 
truth  is,  that  the  whole  of  the  general 
considerations  which  aifect  this  question 
were  fully  debated  in  this  House  only  a 
year  ago,  and  I  then  expressed  at  con- 
siderable length  and  in  much  detail,  on 
my  own  behalf  and  on  behalf  of  my  col- 
leagues, the  views  then  held  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty*8  Ministers.  Those  views  we  still 
entertain,  and  I  think  I  should  be  want- 
ing in  respect  to  the  House  if  I  were  to 
go  over  again  the  ground  that  was 
thoroughly  traversed  on  that  occasion. 
What  has  happened  since  that  Debate 
and  Division  to  require  the  House  to  go 
back  on  the  judgment  which  it  then  pro- 
nounced ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  J.  Redmond)  has  certainly  re 
f erred  to  one  undoubtedly  new  fact,  or 
new  series  of  facts — namely,  those  de- 
plorable outrages  which  have  taken  place 
in  a  number  of  European  countries,  and 
which  indicate  a  recrudescence  of  that 
very  class  of  crime    in    the   attempted 
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execution   of    which    these    men    wore 
fortunately    detected    and    brought     to 
justice.      I    agree    that    it    would     be 
very    unfair    to    prejudice    their    cases 
by    matters    which    have    subsequently 
happened,      and     I      can     assure     the 
hon.   Members   who   have  spoken   that 
recent  events  have  not  in  the  least  degree 
influenced  my  judgment  as  to  the  indi- 
vidual merits  of  these  cases.  But  I  think 
the  outrages  in  question  have  brought 
home — and  it  is  only  from  that  point  of 
view  that  I  refer  to  them — to  the  mind  not 
only  of  this  but  of  all  civilised  countries 
the  peculiar  atrocity  and  wickedness  of 
a  method  of  warfare,  whether  you  call  it 
social  or  political  warfare,  which  shows  a    li 
reckless  disregard  for  the  lives  and  limbs    \ 
of  innocent  persons,  and  whose  peculiar    | 
characteristic  as  distinguished,  so  far  as    i 
I  know,  from  every  other  kind  of  war-    \ 
fare   for  political   purposes   recorded  in    \ 
the   history   of  the  world  is  that  it   is 
directed  not  against  those  who  can  be 
fairly  held  responsible  for  the  sufferings  l 
of  victims  of  oppression,  but  is  directed  t> 
indiscriminately   against   all    classes   of   *; 
society.     I  do  not  think  that  is  a  oon-    - 
sideration  which  anyone  whose  invidious 
and  most  painful  task  it  is  to  have  to 
consider  the  righteousness  of  sentences 
like  these  can  possibly  leave  out  of  view. 
Although  the  Government  are  asked  to 
recommend  to  the  Queen  that  the  time 
has  come  when  we  should  reconsider  th^ 
cases  of  all  the  prisoners,  the  hon.  andL 
learned    Gentleman    has    only   referre4i|» 
even  by    name,    to  three,  and  has  o: 
dealt  in  anything  like  detail  with   o: 
The  case  of  Egan  has  already  been  dt 
posed  of  ;  that  of  Daly  was  exhaustive 
discussed  last  year,  and  I  can  only  rej 
without  re-stating  the  arguments  I 
advanced,  that  in  my  opinion  Daly 
most  properly  convicted.  He  was  en 
without    a    shadow    of    doubt    in 
prosecution    of    a    criminal    enterpri 
and  the  evidence  was   amply   suffici 
to  warrant  his  conviction  and  sentea' 
The    only    remaining    case,    is    that 
Curtin.      I    am    at    a    disadvantage 
the      moment     in     dealing     with 
arguments    in    that    case,    since    it  .^ 
some  time  since  I  went  into  the  ma 
myself.      The  hon.  and  learned  Geiillftj 
man  has  made  a  very  able  defence' 
Cnrtin,  such  as   I  have  no   doubt 
addressed   by   his   counsel   to  the 
Judges  and  the  jury  at  the  Old  Baita^SP 
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can  asf»ure  tbo  lion.   Gcutlcmau  that  I 
nvc  invself   uudertakeu  a  most  careful 


tliat  tho  man  is  perfectly  nane.  I  have, 
I  think,  said  enough  to  dispose  of  this 
er:ioual  investigation  of  that  very  case  Amendment  for  the  purposes  of  to-night. 
i  of  tho^^e  of  ail  the  14  prisoners  now 
odergoiug  scnt-euce,  and  1  have  come  to 
le  conclusion  tliat  in  no  one  case  should 
le  soutencG  bo  remitted.  I  would  point 
at  that  this  House  is  not  the  most  satis- 
ftctorr  tribunal  in  which,  1 1  years  after 
be  trial  of  the  event,  the  friends  of  the 
rLsouera  should  attempt  to  re-open  the 
oerits  of  a  case  tried  by  Judge  and 
UTT.  It  is  uot  suggested  that  the 
xiginal  evidence  was  false.  The 
kiails  of  evidence  were  carefully  sifted 
It  the  time,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
it  appeared  certain  that  Cur  tin  was 
deeply  implicated  in  a  conspiracy.  Al- 
tbough  he  did  not  originate  it,  and  was 
oolj  a  subordinate,  he  was  privy  to  all 
va  proceedings,  and  was  legitimately 
ooancted.     The  hon.  Member  said  that 

dte  American    Government   have   made 

representations  in  favour  of  this  prisoner. 

That  statement  is  true  ;  but  the  reason 

tor  their   so  doing  was  because  Curtin 

wan  American  citizen.     I  may   point 

w,  moreover,  that  they  have  taken  the 

«ne  course  in  other  cases — for  example, 
*••  tl»e  rase  of  Dr.  Galla&;her. 


•^■1 


Mr.  J.  REDMOND  :  Those  rcpre- 
■Dtations  were  made  on  the  ground  that 
Dr.  Gallagher  was  insane. 

•Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Not,  1  think,  the 
(vfier  representations,  though  it  is  true 
^representations  of  that  diameter  were 
Mde  afterwards  on  behalf  of  Dr.  Galla- 
t^  and  on  behalf  of  other  prisoners.  I 
W  always  said,  and  I  repeat  to-day, 
fct  if  any  of  these  prisoners  could  be 
Awrn  to  be  physically  or  mentally  until 
*  andergo  their  sentences  their  case 
•OttUrweive  the  most  careful  rcconsidcra- 
lioo.  I  had  Gallagher  examined  by  the 
fetow  of  tho  prison,  and  they  reported 
^  he  was  perfectly  sound  in  mind, 
^tlemen  in  America  were  not  satisfied 
'ith  that  Report,  and  suggested  that 
*»e  expert  should  be  called  in.  That 
Knot  the  usual  practice.  Still,  in  this 
^  ais  that  prisoner  was  an  American 
•iwo,  I  agreed,  and  the  prisoner  was 
*iuiiQed  by  one  of  our  most  eminent 
^ialiats  in  mental  disease.  The 
''^t  is  that  there  is  no  doubt  whatever 
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It  is  a  very  invidious  thing  to  reject  an 
appeal  for  mercy.     It  is  an  unthankful 
task   for   any  Minister  to   have   to  dis- 
charge,   but    I    repeat   to-night   what  I 
said    before,    because    it   represents    my 
settled  conviction  and   practice,  that,  so 
far  as  these  prisoners  are  concerned,  they 
have  been,  and  they  will  be,  treated  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  way  as  other  prisoners 
in  Her  Majesty's  gaols.     I  do  not  reckon 
that  there  is  anything  in  the   nature  of 
their  crime,  or   tbo  circumstances  under 
which  they  were  convicted,  which  would 
warrant   a  departure  from  the  ordinary 
practice.     If  they  could  be  shown  to  have 
been  improperly  convicted,  in  their  case, 
as  in  that  of  other   prisoners,  I  should 
be  prepared    to   give   the   fullest   hear- 
ing   to     their    case.      If,    again,     they 
could     be    shown    to     be    in    peril    of 
life    or    health,    the    fullest    considera- 
tion would  be  given  to  their  condition. 
Beyonl    those    lines,  and   outside   those 
limits,  I     am  not   prepared    to   go,   and 
when   this  Amendment  asks  the  House 
to   represent  to    Her   Majesty    that  the 
cases  of  these  men  should  be  reconsidered 
with  a  view  to  their  release,  any  Minister 
would  be  acting  with  a  gross  disregard 
to   the  responsibility  that  the  law  casts 
upon  him  in  assenting  to  such  a  proposi- 
tion.    It  is  no  argument  to  say  that  such 
a  course  might   please   some   one  ;  and, 
painful  as  the  duty  is,  I  cannot  hold  out 
any    hope  that,    if    the    House  were   to 
accept  the  advice  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and    were    to   express   the   opinion   that 
these  cases  were  worthy  of  special  treat- 
ment, such   a  course  would   receive  the 
support  or  influence   the  action  of  Her 
Majesty's  (iovornmcnt.     I  trust  that  the 
House   will   rest  content  with    the    con- 
sideration given  to  this  question  to-night 
and  the  full   discussion  it  received  on  a 
previous  occasion. 

Mil.  T.  IIARUINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  said,  the  House  would  agree 
that  tho  manu(?r  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  ^'fusing  to  consider  the  case 
of  th(?sc  men  to-night  was  different  to 
what  it  was  on  the  occasion  of  his  first 
appearance  in  his  present  position.  But 
ho  (Mr.  Harrington)  regretted  to  say 
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that,  though  the  manDer  was  more  satis- 
factory, the  language  of  the  refusal  was 
equally  as  emphatic.  It  was  a  remark- 
able thing  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  careful  both  on  the  last  occasion  and 
to-night  to  give  a  complete  go-by  to  the 
comparison  hon.  Members  had  instituted, 
or  rather  the  contrast  they  had  drawn 
between  the  sentences  on  the  Walsall 
prisoners  and  that  inflicted  ou  the  Irish 
prisoners.  If  in  Ireland  there  was  a 
burning  feeling  of  indignation  at  life 
sentences  being  inflicted  in  the  case  of 
the  Irish  prisoners,  and  five,  seven,  and 
ten  years'  imprisonment  in  the  case  of  the 
Walsall  prisoners,  the  Government  could 
not  wonder.  Under  the  circumstances, 
they  could  not  complain  if  the  Irish 
people  were  indignant,  and  if  this  question 
was  eternally  knocking  at  their  door. 
With  regard  to  these  being  political 
prisoners,  the  Government  of  the  day 
chose  to  try  the  men  under  the  Treason 
Felony  Act ;  and,  if  a  political  complexion 

was  thrown  round  the  whole  of  their 
case,  the  responsibility  for  that  rested, 
not  on  Irishmen,  but  on  the  Govern- 
ment who  put  the  men  on  their 
trial.  The  Home  Secretary  asked  the 
Irish  Members  to  bring  forward  new 
facts.  Surely  he  was  trifiiug  with  the 
intelligence  of  the  House.  New  facts  as 
to  what  ? — as  to  trials  that  took  place 
1 1  years  ago.  Whenever  fresh  circum- 
stances were  brought  forward  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the 
same  stereotyped  answer — namely,  that 
all  these  things  were  before  the  Judge 
and  were  present  to  the  minds  of  the 
jury.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  had  quite  satisfied  himself  that  the 
conviction  in  Daly's  case  was  just.  It 
had  never  been  contended  that  Daly  had 
not  some  knowledge  of  the  nature  of 
the  bombs  found  upon  him.  The  whole 
case  put  forward  on  his  behalf  was  that 
those  things  were  planted  upon  him  by 
agents  of  the  Government,  and  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  the  same  agents  had 
continued  to  act  under  the  regime  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  now  sits  on  the 
Treasury  Bench.  There  w^as  not  a  sliadow 
of  a  doubt  that  dynamite  outrages  now 
occurring  in  Ireland  were,  more  or  less, 

Jfr.  T,  Harrington 


owing  to  the   money   expended   by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.     It  was  known 
in  Ireland  perfectly  well  that  Daly  had 
been    led    into    crime    by  the  American 
agents  of  the  Home  Office,  like  so  many 
others  of   his  deluded   and   unfortunate 
countrymen.     The   allegation  made  was 
that   these    bombs    were   planted  upon 
Daly  by  Government   agents,  and  that 
the  unfortunate  man  was  the  victim  of  a 
foul  conspiracy,  and  the  police  had  per- 
fect  knowledge  of   the   fact.     If   there 
was  the  slightest  ground  for   the  allega- 
tion the  House  ought  to  insist  upon  the 
whole  matter  being  thoroughly  investi- 
gated, in  order  to  ascertain  how  far  the 
Government  ofiicials    were  guilty  ;  but, 
as  matters  now  stood,  those  officials  were 
being  rewarded,  whilst  their  victims  were 
undergoing   life-long   sentences   of    im- 
prisonment.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  dismissed  that  evening  the  question 
of  the  imprisonment  of  these  men,  who 
were  pining  out  their  lives  in  penal  ser- 
vitude  who,   guilty   as   some    of    them 
might  have  been  of  some  connection  with 
dynamite  outrages,  would  not  have  been 
so  heavily   punished   had   they  not  bad 
the    misfortune     to    be    Irishmen,    but 
would     to-day     have     undergone    their 
imprisonment,    and    would     have    been 
released.       He     could     only     tell     the 
Government    that     the    Irish      Repre- 
sentatives were  faithful  to  their  people, 
and   that    they  would,  if   driven   to  do 
so,  make   it   very    inconvenient  to    Her 
Majesty's  present  Government,  or  to  any 
future  Government  which  might  exist  in 
this  country.       The  right   hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Home  Secretary  had  been  care*< 
ful  to  hold  out  no  hope  that  the  cases  of 
these  men  would  be  reconsidered,  but  ho 
was  not  certain  that  the  non  possumus  of 
the   right   hon.     Gentleman    would    nc^ 
undergo  a   great  change  in  the   future* 
There  was  no    sympathy  among  Irisl^— 
men    with    the    kind    of    crime    allo[ 
against  these  men,  but  the  feeling  wi 
that   they   had   received   a    punishmecft'i 
which  they  would  not  have  received     il 
they  had   been  of  any  other  nationalL'fc^ 
than  Irish.       As  long  as  the  right  ho^Vft 
Gentleman    refused    to    consider    th^»^4 
cases,  that  one  feeling  would  induce 
Irish    people    to   make    the   right    h 
Gentleman's   position    as    uncomfortfc*l>l< 
as  they  could  make  it.       No  doubt  *il»< 
threat  would  be  regarded  lightly  now 
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the  TroMury  Bench,  but  he  looked  for- 
ward to  tlie  time  when  it  would  be 
looked  upon  as  more  significant-  They 
hid  seeo  may  changes  in  recent  days, 
ftnd  might  therefore  hope  for  the  time 
when  appeals  for  justice  on  behalf  of 
thoM  men  would  bo  received  in  a  more 
eoDciliatory  spirit. 

Mh.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 

Wne)  Miid,  that  last  Session  when  the 

qdestlod   was  ralsod  he  had  voted  with 

the  Government,  because  he  thought  the 

Hone  Secretary's  case   was   conclusive 

ifuost  any    immediate   release    of    the 

■M  whose  position  had  been  so  ably  and 

»  pathetically  described  by    the    Irish 

Kenbers  who  ha<l  spoken.     But  on  the 

pBieot    ocoasion    he    felt     that    under 

ttrtMD  eircumstdncef)  it  might  be  desir- 

lUe  to  grant  a  general  amnesty.      Now, 

WW  received  a  letter  from  one  of  the 

■vtable  advocates  of  the  cause  of  these 

lltiOQers,  which  dftlled  his  attention  to 

fccaae  of  William  Clark — a  young  man 

vfewms  convicted  1 1  years  ago  for  eon- 

■rtion  with  a  dynamite  conspiracy,  and 

■»  in  Portland.      Clark  was  the  son  of 

Ilia  who  served  in  the  Crimea.       lie 

^  to  have  gone  into  the  Army  himself, 
take  was  rejected  by  the  doctors  on  the 

Cud  that  one  of  his  lungs   was   af- 
^  He  then  earned  his  livelihood  as  a 
*M  teacher  at  Dungaunon    until    he 
^thrown  out  of  employment,  when  he 
•ipited  to  America.       There  ho  was 
••a  into  the  net  of  the  dynamite  con- 
^■ijors,  with  the    result  that  ho  was 
•*firt€d  and  8entence<l.       He  cn<lorsed 
•Btliit  had  been  said  bv  Irish  Members 
*«  agents  of  the  British   Government 
■^ong  young   men   into   crime.       He 
■*»  it  had  been    the  case  in  Ireland, 
••  wald  well  believe  it  was  done  in 
**««.     It  was  quite  possible,  there- 
■^  that  this  unfortunate   young   man 
^  the  victim  of  that  diabolical   con- 
j!^'  But  while  in  other  cases  serious 
■^itt  bad   been   caused    by   the   men 
Jwjwd,  this  young  man  had  not  even 
■^jht  about  an  explosion.     He  was  at 
pjwitin  ill-health,  and   it  was  believed 
*t  be  was  in  consumption.  Thsee  facts 
•jointed  a  very  strong  case,  and  if  the 
%*t  Ikk).  Gentleman  found  thftt  it  came 
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within  the  limits  of  the  rule  he  had  just 
laid  down  he  should  show  the  people  of 
the  country  that  in  the  administration  of 
his  Office  he  was  anxious  to  do  all  he  could 
to  extend  the  clemency  of  the   Crown. 

Mr.    T.    M.    IIEALY   (Louth,   N.) 
reminded  the  House  that  some  time  ago 
he   called   the   attention   of   the    Home 
Secretary  to  the  case  of  a  prisoner  named 
Callaghan,  whose  health  had  suffered  in 
prison  owing  to  an  accident  consequent 
upon   the  kind  of  job-surgery  to  which 
people   were    subjected    in    gaols.       A 
doctor,  in  examining  the   man  for  some 
disease  of  the  ear,  incautiously  using  a 
glass  syringe,  the  instrument  broke  in  the 
ear,  the  eventual  result  being  that  one  of 
the  eyes    was    sympathetically  affected, 
became  diseased,  and  hml  tobo  taken  out. 
This  was  a  very  hard  case,  even  admitting 
that   the   misfortune    had    been   due    to 
an  accident,  for  imprisonment  did  not  in- 
clude a  sentence  of  semi-blinding  ;  and  he 
suggested   to  the   Home  Secretary  whe- 
ther the    facts    did    not    point    in    the 
direction  of  some   special  mitigation   of 
Callaghan^s  punishment.     Referring  next 
to  the  policy  just  declared  by  the  right 
lion.   Gentleman,  he  acknowledged  that 
the  public  mind  at  the  present  time  was 
undoubtedly  in  an  acutely  sensitive  state 
with  reference    to   anarchist   explosions 
abroad   as    well  as  at  home.     But  these 
dynamiters  were  convicted  in  1883,  and 
the  Government  must  feel  that  there  was 
an     absolute     distinction     in     principle 
between   the   case  of  these  prisoners  and 
the  case  of  the  anarchists.     The  Walsall 
trial  showed  that  there  was  no  connection 
with  any   ]K>litical  conspiracy  in  Irohmd 


v'here  there  was  not  the  slightest 
anarchical  tendencv.  It  would  do  much 
to  l>reak  up  and  prevent  the  spreading  of 
conspiracy  in  Ireland  if  something  were 
(lone  to  show  that  a  broad  line  of  distinc- 
tion was  recognised  between  the  two 
cases.  In  the  Walsall  Anarchist  case  a 
remarkable  piece  of  evidence  was  given  : 
to  the  effect  that  one  of  the  prisoners  ad- 
mitted he  was  making  Iwmbs  for  the 
purposes  of  explosion  in  some  opera- 
house  abroad.      The  sentences  passed  in 
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that  case  ranged  from  5  to  10  jears'  penal 
servitude  ;  but  what  was  done  in  the  case 
of  the  Irishmen  ?  At  that  time — it  was 
a  remarkable  period,  immediately  after 
the  passing  of  the  Crimes  Act,  under 
which  a  number  of  innocent  men  were 
hanged,  as  ho  would  never  hesitate  to  de- 
clare— men  in  America,  roused  by  those 
judicial  murders,  and  believing  there  was 
no  other  way  of  affecting  the  mind  of  the 
Englisl.  public,  undoubtedly  entered  upon 
a  rash  and  criminal  course.  But  to  com- 
pare their  case  with  that  of  the  French 
and  Spanish  Anarchists,  whose  acts  were 
as  meaningless  as  murderous,  was  to  mis- 
take entirelv  the  nature  of  the  cases.  He 
verily  believed  these  outrages  had  been 
committed  because  of  the  continued  in- 
carceration of  these  men.  His  own 
desire  would  have  been  in  1886,  when  the 
Home  Rule  Bill  was  introduced,  that  re- 
presentations should  have  been  made  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  the  release 
of  all  prisoners  in  gaol.  But  though 
nothing  was  done  for  several  years  that 
did  not  relieve  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment from  the  responsibility  of  acting 
upon  the  broad  and  deep  line  of  demarca- 
tion in  these  cases.  These  crimes  were 
all  of  an  abominable  nature,  but 
when  the  Anarchist  bomb-makers  only 
suffered  five  and  10  years'  imprisonment, 
these  unfortunate  Irishmen  were  not 
being  fairly  dealt  with  in  being  kept 
under  sentence  of  penal  servitude  for 
life.  He  maintained  that  these  Irish 
prisoners  had  been  more  than  adequately 
punished.  Greatly  to  his  credit  the 
Irish  Secretary  had  shown  mercy,  and  Ire- 
land had  become  more  tranquil  on  account 
of  it.  Terrible  murders,  it  was  said, 
would  follow  the  release  of  the  Donegal 
prisoners,  but  had  not  the  very  contrary 
been  the  case  ?  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man believe  that  if  thef.e  prisoners  wore 
released  they  would  have  any  successors 
in  using  dynamite?  Was  it  not  clear  to 
his  mind  that  these  crimes  arose  out  of 
the  political  desperation  of  the  time ;  and 
that  political  desperation  having  passed 
away,  was  it  likely  that  anyone  in  cir- 
cumstances different  from  those  which  he 
trusted  would  never  arise  again,  they 
would  never  recur  ?  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  had  denounced  what  he  called 
*'  the  Maamtrasna  alliance" — that  Was  his 
expression.       The     Tories    well    knew 

Afr.  T.  M.  Heahj 


when  they  were  in  Office,  supported  by 
an  Irish    vote,    that  the  Liberals  would 
make  no  difficulty  whatever  about  show- 
ing clemency.       In  the  last  two  or  three 
years    there  had  been  some  unimportant 
outrages  committed  in  Ireland,  and  the 
cause  of  them,  in  his  opinion,  was  the 
continued   incarceration   of  the  prisoners 
whose  imprisonment  'they  were  consider- 
ing.      He  had  already  said  that    these 
men    had    been    more    than   adequately 
punished.       The  Home  Secretary  asked 
what   had  passed  since    their  case    was 
last    broui(ht    before    the    House.     He 
would    tell    the    right  hon.    Gentleman 
— 12   long    months  had    passed,  another 
year  added  to  the  long  years  which  they 
had  already  spent   in  gaol.       He  would 
not   stand    there   pleading    these   men's 
cases  if  he  believed  that  in  doing  so  he 
would    be    encouraging    in  the  smallest 
degree  these  terrible  dynamite  outrages. 
He   knew   the  difficulty  of  the    task  of 
the  Home  Secretary.      He   knew   that, 
surrounded   as    he    was    in    London    by 
refugees  from  various  parts  of  the  Coo- 
tinent — men  with  no  political   aim — he 
was  very  anxious  that  nothing  should  be 
done  to  encourage  the  idea  amongst  those 
men  that  tenderness  was  to  be  shown  ia 
connection  with  outrage  against  society. 
So  far  as  the  person  who  committed  thtt 
outrage     in    Paris,    or    the    man    whc^ 
attempted    the    outrage     in     Trafalga^^ 
Square,  was  concerned,  for  his  part,  h^ 
would    hang    them    by    the   neck.       Li 
the    case    of    the    Irish    business,    tfcfc« 
outrages  were  the  outcome  of  a  feclic&i 
of    hopelessness  and  despair  which 
vailed   at  the  time  amongst  millions 
Irishmen   of    getting    justice   from   t^< 
millions   of  Englishmen  who   had   no' 
taken  the  side  of  Ireland.     He  trusted 
that  the  Home  Secretary  would  look   n,^ 
this  whole  matter  rather  more  from  tlMk, 
standpoint  of  humanity  than   from    tb49l 
point  of  view  of  the  stern  official.     Tb^ 
Member  for  the  Harbour  Division 
said  that  he  would  bring  forward  tbi 
Motion  again,  whether   it    embai 
the  Government  or  not.  He  (Mr.  H( 
did  not  see  how  it  embarrassed  the 
vernment.     So  far  as  his  judgment  w( 
knowing   the   facts   of   the   year   II 
knowing    that     these     men    were 
resultant  of  the  desperation  of  that  til 
he  had  only  to  say  that,  so  far  as 
voice  went,  it  would  be  always  heard 
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favour  of  mercy  and  clomeiicy  for  these 
meo. 
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Question  put. 

Tbe  House  divided  : — Aves  96 
286.— (Division  List,  No.  3.) 

Main    Question,    as    amended, 
propose*  I. 

♦Mr.    CLANCY'     (Dublin    Co.,     N.) 
moved — 

-Hamblv  to  represent  to  Your  Majesty  that 
the  iriministnition  of  the  law  in  Irolaml  in  the 
Qoaree  of  the  last  few  months,  bv  the  encourajjo- 
■ttnt  offerctl  to  the  eviction  of  tenants,  an<l  the 
tetraction  and  burning  of  their  houses,  by  the 
pwecution  of   Representatives  of  the  people 
Md  others,  for  efforts  to  secure  shelter  for  the 
Prictel  people,  by  the  continuance  of  the  prac- 
tice of  JQry-|kackin{r,  and  by  the  suppression  of 
pwblic  meetingH,  has  causeil  grave  disappoint- 
■ew  in  Ireland,  and  tends  directly  U)  produce 
tecmitempt  foran<l  hostility  to  the  Law  and 
*  klministration   which  accompanie<l    in   so 
■M)aji  a  degree  the   administration   of  Irish 
Ail*  by  Your  Maje.st\''s  late  (tovernmunt." 

TW  hon.   Member   said,   lie    wished  in 

■win;r  his  Amend metit  to  refer,  first,  to 

^encouragement  offered  by  the  (jovern- 

■Btt  in  Irehiud  to  the  eviction  of  tenants 

Mdihe  burning  of  their  homes  ;  second, 

*4e recent  prose(;utions  in  Roscommon  ; 

■*l  to  the  practice  of   jury-pack inir  ; 

•^fourth,  to  the  suppression  of  public 

■win?.    The  estate  of  Lord  de  Freyue 

■  Roscommon  was  one,  the  hind  of 
'Wiir.is  of  the  poorest  character.  It 
^  i  wrctclied,  swampy  soil,  tloodeil 
••4  witer.  Tlio  holdings  were  small 
•^iveraging  four  or  ^va  acres,  and  no 
■■tcougested  district  than  this  could 
•fonod  in  Ireland.  The  tenants  had 
*^beeu  able  to  earn  the  rent  from  the 
J*.  Evictions  ha4l  not  been  frequent 
Jjfttent  years  because  of  the  Plan  of 
^•pttigii,  but    when    the    combination 

■  the  people  broke  up  the  evictions 
J^  recommenced.  These  evictions 
■•  been  of  such  a  character  as  to 
■•tttate    a     gross      provocation      to 

and     had     been     attended     by 

barbarous   and    inhuman   conduct 

be  said  the  Government  ought  to 

to  aid  in  carrying  them  out.     The 

singled   out     for    eviction    were 

lyoKl  people  who  had  all  their  lives 

paying  excessive  rents — not  earned 
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out   of    soil — ^l)ut   earned    in    labour   in 
England,  and  who  were   now   flung  out 
to   die  because  thev  had  broken  down 
and  were  no  longer  able  to  go  to  England 
to  earn  money  for  Lord  De  Freyne.     In 
most  of  these  (;ases  the  agent  was  offered 
one,  one  and  a  half,  and   in   some  cases 
two   years'  rent,  and  this   was   refused. 
Nothing  would    be    accepted    save    the 
full   pound  of  flesh.     In  every  instance 
the  eviction  was  followed  bv  the  destruc- 
tion,  the  levelling  of  the  houses,  and  in 
one  ease  the  house  wais  burned  by  the  agent, 
and  a  child  14  months  old   was   in   it  at 
the  time  and  was  almost  burned  to  death. 
This  practice  of  destroying  and  burning 
the  houses  of  the  people  had  at  all  times 
been  denounced  by  just  and  humane  men. 
Even  that  House  in  its  old  unregenerate 
days,  before  such  a  thing  as  tenant   right 
was    recognised  or  admitted,  attempte<l 
by  legislation  to  put  down   the  practice. 
Indeed,  it  seemed  incredible  that  at  this 
period  of  the  19th  century  in  a  civilised 
country  such   a  practice  should    be  pos- 
sible.    They  all  remembered   the  outcry 
raised  about  the   burnings  at  (rlenbeigh. 
England  rang  with  denunciation  of  them, 
but  not  a   word  was  heard  on   p]nglish 
Liberal    platforms    of    the    De    Freyne 
evictions.     He  asserted   that  the  action 
of  the    Government    was    precisely   the 
same   in    the   De   Freyne  ease  as    under 
the  regime  of  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
His  complaint  was,   that  the  aid  of  the 
police  was    given  at    these  evictions  at 
all.      He  admitted   the  necessity  of  pro- 
tecting the   Sheriir,   but  in   the  cases  to 
which   he  referred  the    Sheriff  was  not 
present  at  all;    and    in   any  case   there 
was  no  neetl  of  protection.    The  presence 
of  the  police  might  have    been    refused 
at  these  evictions  upon  two  grounds — in 
tht^  first  instance?,    IxM'ausc  tluTc  was  no 
danger  to  the  public  peace  ;   an<l,  in   the 
next,    bocanse     the     (Jovernnient     knew 
that  the  agent  was  going  to   destroy  the 
tenants'  houses.        It'  it  was   said   that  a 
trespass    hail    been  committ'.Ml    on  Lord 
De  Froyne's  estate,   why   was  not  Lord 
De  Freyne  left  to  his  civil  remedy  ?  For 
the    benefit    of     this     house-burner    the 
Executive    invoketl   the    Criminal  Law, 
and    prosecuted      men    but    for    whose 
alleged    crime    these     wretclnid     people 
would     probably     have     by     this      time 
perished  in  tlui  ditch  sitlcs.      Not  (lontcnt 
with  this,  the  (iovernment   hail  hundreds 
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of  police,  horse  and  foot,  rifle  and  baton- 
men,  day  and  night,  at  enormous  cost, 
doing  what  ? — guarding  the  ruins,  lest 
any  man  should  commit  a  trespass  on 
Lord  De  Freyne.  His  next  charge 
against  the  Government  was  that  they 
had  prosecuted  men  whose  only  crime 
was  that  they  had  built  houses  to  shelter 
the  poor,  homeless  people.  He  was 
surprised  that  the  Government,  after 
the  repeated  declarations  made  by 
Liberals  and  by  members  of  the 
present  Government  during  the  .  six 
years  of  the  Unionist  regime^  should 
have  sanctioned  such  prosecutions. 
Members  had  exi>ected  that  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  would  have  followed 
the  action  of  Drummond  in  1835,  when 
the  aid  of  the  police  was  refused 
to  the  tithe-proctors,  and  he  (Mr. 
Clancy)  deeply  regretted  that  he  had 
not  seen  his  way  to  do  so.  He  had  to 
complain,  in  the  third  place,  that  the 
infamous  practice  of  jury-packing  had 
been  revived  under  the  auspices  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Mr.  Gladstone, 
in  December,  1890,  at  Manchester,  re- 
ferred to  jury-packing  in  these  terms — 

"  What  course  was  taken  in  regard  to  the 
trials  at  Maryborough  ?  The  Roman  Catholic 
jurors  were  all,  I  believe,  ordered  to  stand  by, 
and,  with  the  exception  of  one  single  Roman 
Catholic,  Protestant  jurors  were  found  to  try 
Roman  Catholic  prisoners." 

The  Chief  Secretary  himself,  referring 

at  Glasgow  in  1890  to  the  same  case  of 

jury-packing,  said — 

**  Now,  gentlemen,  I  am  not  saying  a  word 
as  to  the  result  of  that  trial ;  that  is  another 
business  ;  but  I  say  that  if  you  can  iind  a  better 
name  for  that  transaction  than  jury-packing,  I 
will  consider  it,  but  if  you  do  not  find  me  a  better 
name  than  that,  I  do  ask  you  to  say  here,  with 
full  responsibility  for  every  word  I  say,  that 
the  transaction  was  jury-])acking  in  its  most 
odious  and  obnoxious  form." 

Well,  what  had  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man himself  done  at  the  recent  Assizes 
in  Cork  ?  One  of  the  prisoners  had  had 
his  venue  changed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  from  Clare  to  Cork.  When  the 
trial  came  on  there  were  72  jurors  upon 
the  panel,  and  41  Catholic  jurors  were 
ordered  to  stand  aside.  The  only  differ- 
ence he  (Mr.  Clancy)  saw  between  that 
transaction  and  the  transaction  at  Mary- 
borough was  that,  whilst  42  Catholics 

Jfr.  Clanci/ 


were   ordered  to  stand   aside   at  Mary- 
borough, only  41  were  ordered  to  Btatid 
aside  at  Cork.     If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  And  him  a  better  name  for 
that   transaction   than    jury -packing   he 
would   consider   it.      If   the   right   hod. 
Gentleman  could  not  find  him  a  better 
name  he  would   say,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  at  Glasgow  about 
the  Maryborough  case,  that  it  was  jury- 
packing  in  its  most  odious  and  obnoxious 
form.     It  might  be  said  that  all  this  was 
necessary.     In  his  (Mr.  Clancy's)  opinion 
it    was    not    necessary,   and   the    right 
hon.     Gentleman     might     safely    trust 
to      the      jurors      of      Cork,      or      of 
any  county  in  Ireland,  the  duty  of  con- 
victing prisoners  whose  guilt  was  clearlj 
proved.     He  went  further,  and  said  that 
even   if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were 
convinced  that   criminals   could   not  bv 
convicted  it  would  be  far  better  in  the  ' 
interests    of    peace    and    order    to    let 
criminals  escape  than  to  resort,  in  order 
to    convict    them,    to    practices   which 
directly  led  people  to  commit  crime  in  their 
turn,   which   produced   contempt  for  the 
law  and  hostility  to  its  administrators, 
and   which   had    notoriously   created  in 
Ireland  that  want  of  sympathy  between 
the  law  and  those  who  were  subject  to  it, 
which  was  the  real  cause  of  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Home  Rule  Bill.     By  re- 
sorting to  such  a  practice  as  jury-packing, 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  doing   the  very  . 
reverse  of  that  which  he  sought  to  do  by  ' 
introducing  the  Home  Rule  Bill;  he  waa  ^ 
inspiring    the    people   of   Ireland   with 
detestation  of  the  law  and  distrust  of  its- 
administrators.      He   (Mr.   Clancy)  did.j: 
not,  of  course,  expect  that  the  Amendmen^^ 
would  be  carried  ;    but  he  hoped  that  its  • 
introduction  and  the  discussion  upon  ii? 
would  induce  the  right  hon.  Gentlemanjl^ 
on    any    future   occasion    on    which    hv^ 
might  be  tempted  by  the  evil  genius  tJt^^ 
Dublin  Castle  to  indulge  in  the  practices-'^ 
to  which  he  had  alluded,  to  pause  befoiim^ 
yielding  to  the  temptation. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON   seconded  tli« 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end 
the  Question,  to  add  tho  words — 

**  Humbly  to  represent  to  Your  Majesty  t 
the  administration  of  the  Law  in  Ireland  in. 
course  of  the  last  few  months^  by  the  encou 
ment  offered  to  the  eviction  of  tenants  and 
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destroction  and  boming^  of  their  houses,  by  the 
pfoaecotioii  of  Representatives  of  the  psople 
and  others  for  efforts  to  secure  shulter  for  the 
evictai  people,  by  the  continuance  of  the 
practioe  of  jary-packing,  and  by  the  suppression 
fli  pablic  meetings,  has  cause  I  grave  disappoint- 
■eot  in  Ireland  and  tends  directly  to  produce 
that  contempt  for  and  hostility  to  the  Law  and 
iti  administration  which  accompanied  in  so 
■•riced  a  de^^ree  the  atiministration  of  Irish 
■Sub  by  Yoar  Majesty^s  late  Government."— 
(Jfr.  CUmty.) 


QaedtioD  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Mr.  Deputy 

Spetker,  I  do  not  propose  to  deal  with 

AedeUils  which  the  hoa.  Geatleman  has 

W^t  before   the  House,  uor,   indeed, 

villi  the   question   at  all.     His   speech 

•flaw    familiarly     on     my    ear,    long 

■BCtttomed  to  similar  utterances,  and  I 

»  giad   to  think  that  I  can  leave  the 

XMpmsibility  of  replying  to  it  to  a  gen- 

fc»tt  who  has,  no  doubt,  often  listened 

vi&eiiial  satisfaction  to  similar  attacks 

^  he  sat  on  the  seat  I  now  occupy. 

I  Mm  watch   him  struggling  in  stormy 

>ii  which  I  have  often  traversed.    The 

^  hoQ.    Gentleman   has   my   fullest 

^■ptthy,  though   I  do  not  suppose  he 

videsire  my  active  support.     I  should 

*hiTe  intervened   at   all  but  that  I 

■hk  it  woald  bo  expedient  to  know  what 

VKthe  Government  mean  to  pursue 

*ft regard  to  this  Address.    Those  who 
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Mr.  DEPUTY'  SPEAKER  :  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Geutlenian  is  in  Order. 

Mil.    A.   J.    BALFOUR  :    I  do  not 

mean    to  discuss  any  questiou  connected 

wit  h  the  House  of  Lords  or  any  other 

question.      I    merely   wish   to  put    this 

plain  interrogatory  to  the  Government. 

After  what  has  passed,  do  they  mean  to 

treat  the   Resolution  arrived  at  by  the 

House  of  Commons  with   contempt,  to 

reverse  it  or  to  resign  ?  I  have  given 
my  best  reflection  to  the  possible  alterna- 
tives which  are  before  them,  and  I  can 
think  of  no  more  than  these  three  unless 
it  be  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  dissolve. 
These  four  alternatives  appear  to  exhaust 
the  whole  possibilities  of  the  situation. 
I  think  it  would  be  convenient  for  the 
House  and  for  the  conduct  of  business 
that  we  should  know  which  of  these  four 
conceivable  alternatives  they  have  de- 
termined to  take. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  inge- 
nuity of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
discovered   four  alternatives.     There  is 

a  fifth,  which  does  not  seem  to  have  pre- 
sented itself  to  his  mind,  and  that  is  that 
the  Government  intend  to  proceed  with 
the  business  of  the  House  as  it  is  now 
before  it. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  business 
before  the  House  is  an  Amendment  on 
the  administration  of  the  law   in  Ireland 


h«  aboat  8  o'clock  wiU  recollect    '"  "'"P"'^'  **^  '^^'''^  ""^  '**'"•  ^"^"'^  ^^^ 


M 


wbeideDt  that  occurred.  It  is  the 
W  Qme,  I  think,  in  the  memory  of 
*>(  of  us  that  an  Amendment  to  the 
JJhwB  has  been  carried  in  the  face  of  a 
■^tnnent  which  is  supposed  to  have  a 
Nwy  in  the  House,  and  I  think  we 
^4t  to  have,  before  the  evening  closes, 
'nweo  before  the  Debate  is  continued, 
iBdeelaration  from  the  Goverumeut. 
•■  tot  mean  to  make  any  s|)eech  on 
!  fc  nbjeet 

fc.  T.    M.    HEALY  :     I    rise    to 


Member  for  Dublin  County  (Mr.  Clancy) 

has     brought     an      indictment     against 

Her    Majesty^s  Government,  and    more 

especially     against      myself,     who    am 

responsible  for  that  administration.     He 

very  rightly  said  in  his  opening  remarks 
that  he  was  sure  I  should  not  feel 
personally  responsible  for  all  the  acts  of 
my  subordinates.  That  is  perfectly 
right,  but  at  the  same  time  there  is  not 
a  single  indictment  to  which  he  has 
referred   for   which  I  do  not  desire   to 


-v*! 
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'*'.   1  wish   to  know  whether  it  is  \  undertake   some   responsibility.      I    did 

[•*P«eot  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  "^*^  personally    and    individually    direct 

[•!•  Amendment  affecting  the  admiuis-  T.7  ''''''  ^''^}^'^  personally  direct  many 

•  .,      ,         .     T    1      •         ,.  <>f  them,  and  I  am  personally  responsible 

of  the  law  m  Ireland,  to  discuss  ^^^  them  all.      Mv  hon.  Friend  charged 

^Amendment    about    the   House   of  me  with  practising  jury-packing  at  Cork 

**•  Assizes,  in  contradiction    to  well-known 
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declarations  of  my  right  lion.  Friend  the 
Moniher  for  Midlothian  (Mr.  VV.  E. 
Gladstone)  and  myself  in  connection 
with  the  Maryborongh  trials.  lie 
reminded  the  Honse  in  connection  with 
these  trials  that  we  had  protested 
and  said  that  what  had  taken  place 
deserved  the  name  of  jury-packing.  He 
said  truly  that  as  a  result  of  42  jurors 
being  directed  to  stand  by,  the  prisoners 
who  came  from  Northern  Donegal  were 
in  the  first  case  tried  by  a  jury  upon 
which  there  was  not  one  single  Catholic. 
In  the  second  case  there  was  one  Catholic 
on  the  jury  and  the  remaining  11  were 
Protestants.  Now  is  that  like  what 
has  happened  in  Cork  ?  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  It  is  quite  true  that  in  the  case 
of  the  prisoner  from  Clare  there  were  41 
Catholics  directed  by  the  Crown  to  stand 
by  whilst  19  Protestants  were  challenged 
by  the  prisoner.  But  look  at  the  result 
and  compare  it  with  the  result  in  the 
Maryborough  case.  In  the  Cork  case, 
there  were  on  the  jury  that  convicted 
six  Catholics  and  six  Protestants.  Surely 
my  hon.  Friend  will  see  that  the 
practice  adopted  was  not  analogous  to 
that  at  the  Maryborough  trials,  when  the 
result  was  that  half  the  jury  belonged  to 
the  Catholic  and  half  to  the  Protestant 
faith.  The  other  case  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  referred  was,  I  think,  that  of 
the  "Queen  against  Corrigan  and 
Brennan  " — a  Whiteboy  case.  In 
that  case,  27  Catholics  were  directed 
to  stand  by  whilst  six  Protestants 
were  challenged  by  the  prisoner. 
In  the  result  there  you  did  not  have  an 
exclusively  Protestant  jury,  because  while 
there  were  eight  Protestants  there  were 
four  Catholics  upon  it.  I  say  at  once 
that  on  every  jury  that  was  empanelled 
at  the  Cork  Assizes  there  were  several 
members  of  the  Roman  Catholic  faith. 
When  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  brings 
a  charge  of  jury-packing  against  the 
Crown  officials  at  Cork,  and  says  the 
transaction  there  was  as  bad  as  that  at 
Maryborough,  I  think  he  does  not 
accuratelv  inform  the  House  of  what 
took  phuje.  Then  he  says  we  changed 
the  venue.  We  did  not  change  the  venue. 
The  venue  was  changed  because  these 
cases  went  naturally  by  the  ordinary 
process,  which  we  had  no  right  to  inter- 
fere with,  for  trial  at  Cork.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 

J?/r.  t/,  Morley 


sition  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  called   it  last 
night   a  natural   change   of  venue,   and 
that  certainly  is  not  a  change  of  venue 
which  can  be  m'ade  a  matter  of  accusation 
against  us.     If  it  were  worth  while,  I     j 
could  point  out   that  the  organ  of   the     \ 
group  of  gentlemen  on  the  Bench  from 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  spoke 
has  changed  its  ground  on  this  subject. 
It  first  of  all  charged  the  Crown  officials 
with    jury-packing    on    the    ground    of 
religious  faith,  and  then  on  the  21  st  of 
December    last  there    was   a   leader  io 
which  it  was  stated  that  it  was  not  for 
their  religion  but  for  their  politics  that 
the  Crown  Prosecutor  ordered  these  jurors     J 
to  stand  astd«.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  there     \ 
were  on  all  the  juries  members  of  both  the     « 
great  Religious  Communions  in  Ireland 
and  of  all  three  political  Parties.   My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  dwelt  at  a  length  of 
which  I  do  not  complain  on  the  action  of 
the  Executive  Government  with  respiect 
to  certain  proceedings  which  were   not 
exactly  evictions,  but  were  proceedings  of  a 
similar  kind  to  evictions, on  the  De  Freyne 
estate.  He  seemed  to  think  that,  because 
I    had   always   said    that   we   ought    to 
endeavour    to    govern   Ireland    without 
exceptional  legislation,  we  undertook  to 
govern  Ireland  without  any  law  at  all. 
I  never  took  up  that  position  ;  on    the 
contrary,  from    the   very   first   I    have 
always  said  that  exactly  because  we  had 
undertaken — as     some      thought,      too 
audaciously — to  govern  Ireland  without^ 
exceptional   criminal  laws   we   must  be 
extremely  careful  that  the  ordinary  lamr 
was  faithfully  and  even  rigorously  ad- 
ministered.       There  is    no    accusatiovft 
against  us  on  that  point.      The  questio'iB 
is,  whether  in  connection  with  those  I>^ 
Frcyne  proceedings  the  Executive  G<>— 
vernment  have  gone  one  jot  or  tittle  oa"fc— 
side  the  limits  to  which  they  were  bousMi 
to  go  by  law.      My  hon.  Friend  forgets 
that  when  in  the  course  of  my   adrainis*' 
tration  I  endeavoured  to  assert  what    X 
considered,  as  I  consider  still,   to  be     i^ 
humane   and    proper  principle — namely* 
that  eviction  should   not   be  granted    i» 
respect    of  night   seizures,  the  Court   o» 
Queen's  Bench  made  a  scries  of  obserVJfc— 
tions  which   implied  that  not    only    tb 
County   Inspector,   but  I   myself  mi 
have  been,  and  perhaps  ought  to  ha^^ 
been,   privily   atUiched.      My  hon.  ai»" 
Icariied  Friend  forgets  that  I  have  don^ 
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mj  ntmost  to  narrow  police  aetiou  in 
proceeding  of  this  kind,  so  as  to  bring  it 
withib  limits  prescribed  bj  humanity, 
and  bj  considerations  of  public  policy. 
He  ^eerns  also  to  forget  that  neither  I 
nor  he  himself,  if  he  were  in  my  place, 
could  neglect  to  carry  out  the  decrees  of 
the  Courts.  Ho  says  tliat  they  were 
not  decrees  of  Superior  Courts  in  respecit 
of  which  we  gave  police  protection,  but 
tliat  they  were  merely  Magistrates' 
warrants.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
W  misjudged  the  nature  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  police  are  there. 
He  drew  a  picture  of  the  circumstances 
00  the  De  Freyne  Estate,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  VV. 
Ruifell),  iu  communications  to  the  news- 
papers at  the  time,  mentioned  a  numl>er 
of  circumstances  largely  corroborating 
Br  boo.  Friend^s  statements  al>out  the 

• 

pavilion  of  the  tenants.      There  are  cir- 
ttmstances  connected  with   the  proceoil- 
iofv  against  those  tenants  which   every- 
Wj,  in  wiiatever  part  of  Che   House  Ikj 
lib,  mast  condemn.      I  am  not  here  to 
utack  Mr.  Blake,  but  I  say  there  are 
wcamstances  connectod  with   those  pro- 
endings    which    I    do    not    think    any 
Kntleman    opposite   would   attempt    to 
Wend.     That,   however,    was    not   the 
^«»tion  wliich   the   Execjutive   (rovern- 
•Htt  had  to  decide.      The  ({uestion  was 
A  plain  and  practical  question.     Some  of 
4e  cases   referreil    to    were,    no   doubt, 
Wd  eases,  and,  as  far  as  I   know,  my 
^  Friend  was  perfectly  correct  iu  his 
tttemeat  respecting  them.      But  when 
^  says   that   the    police    were    pres(MJt 
httg  the   demolishing  of  houscts,   and 
™io^  the  burning  of  one  of  the  lionsos, 
linTe  the  evidence  of  the  police  to  set 
ymx  his  authority.       Who  Iiis  !iiitl)o- 
^.\^\  know  not;  but  this  I  roiiHdently 
•fan :  that   the    District    Inspector,    a 
poileman  with  whom    I  liave  had  dcal- 
••?*  for   nearly   the   whole  time  of  ujy 
ln*b  administration — and    in    whom    I 
■Te  ihc  greatest  confidence  as  a  man  of 
pttt  prudence,  great  t^ct,  and,  I  think, 
••ire  veracitv — assures  nie   that  iu  no 
*e  were  the  police  present  when  the 
''^^  were  demolished,   nor  when  the 
1*Dl3obtaine<l  re-|>osse8sion  of  the  houses 
•"•••h  had  Ijeen  forcibly  re-occupi(Hl  by 
•■«  tenants.     My  hon.  Frien<l  challenged 
•<J  to  di'iiy  his  assertion.     1  do   deny  it, 
^^ll  Rivo  my  authority.  He  has  not  given 
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me  the  authority  on  which  he  makes  his 
assertion.  Now  as  to  the  real  justifica- 
tion for  police  interference  in  these  cases. 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  orders  of  the 
Executive  were  orders  with  respect  to 
which  I  was  specially  consulted,  and  the 
police  went  to  put  a  stop  to  the  pro- 
ceedings. My  hon.  Friend  unintention- 
ally misled  the  House  when  he  said  that 
the  police  were  here  used  to  vindicate  the 
rights  of  the  landlord,  for  which  he  had 
a  civil  reniedv.  That  is  not  the  case  ; 
those  are  not  tin*  grounds  on  which  the 
police  were  ordered  to  interfere  in  these 
])ro<ieedings.  What  were  the  grounds  ? 
You  have  here  a  large  band  of  men, 
acting  in  pursuance  of  violent  speeches 
with  menaces  which  had  been  made  the 
day  before,  going  on  to  these  lands  with 
a  demonstration  or  force  in  numbers  largo 
enough  to  overawe  all  resistance  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord  in  insisting  on  his 
legal  rights,  and  any  Executive  Govern- 
ment, either  in  Ireland  or  anywhere  else, 
are  bound  to  see  that  the  police  are  sent, 
in  onler  to  ])reserve  the  public  peace. 
They  have  no  alternative..  I  quite  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  that  the  action  of 
the  agent  is  by  no  meanfe  free  from  grave 
doubt.  I  believe  that  both  sides  of  the 
House  would  there  agree.  What  did 
happen  was  this  :  Certain  of  these  tenants 
who  had  been  evicted  in  February,  1892, 
remaine<l  in  unlawful  possession,  but 
their  possession,  although  unlawful,  was 
undisturbed  ;  and  T  quite  admit  that  that 
gives  a  colour  to  the  supposition  that  tho 
landlord  or  nis  agent  ought  to  have  got 
some  further  decree  to  turn  them  out  upon 
some  fresh  proceedings.  I  think  action 
of  the  sort  was  harsh  and  imprudent,  and 
I  should  say  it  approached  to  the  bouiMls 
of  illesrality  ;  but  that  does  not  affect  the 
charge  brought  bv  the  hon.  Member — 
it  does  not  affect  the  duty  of  the 
Executive  Government,  which  is  to 
])rev(Mit  a  breach  of  the  peace.  I  really 
do  not  think  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
hml  reflected  he  would  have  felt 
that  there  was  any  real  force  in 
the  charge  brought  forward.  The 
Executive  Government  have  in  this 
matter  only  done  what  the  law  com- 
pelled theni  to  do.  The  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  asked  mo  last  night  why 
(certain  persons,  including  two  Members 
of  Parliament,  had  not  been  tried  at  the 
Winter   Assizes    instead  of   l\\e   ^pTV\i^ 
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Assizes.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman 
drew  a  satirical  picture  concerning  our 
action  ;  but  the  truth  is,  that  there  was  no 
ground  whatever  for  his  satire.  The 
case  was  this :  These  men  were  bail 
prisoners — they  were  not  custody  prisoners, 
and  the  Judge  who  went  to  try  the 
prisoners  at  these  Assizes  had  sent  word 
to  the  agent  of  the  Crown  in  another 
county  that  he  did  not  intend  to  try  bail 
prisoners,  and  so  load  the  list,  as  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  the  Winter  Assizes 
Act  that  bail  prisoners  should  be  tried  at 
those  Assizes.  That  is  the  reason  why 
these  gentlemen  were  not  put  upon  their 
trial  during  the  Winter  Assizes.  There- 
fore, there  was  no  attempt  on  our  part  to 
evade  their  being  brought  before  the  best 
tribunal  that  the  institutions  of  the 
country  provide';  and  if  there  has  been  a 
miscarriage  of  justice,  I  do  not  apprehend 
that  a  particular  miscarriage  affords  any 
justification  whatever  for  charging  us 
with  slackness  in  vindicating  the  law 
when  we  see  a  deliberate  attempt  to 
break  it. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  Sir,  I  intend  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  this  Debate,  and  I  do  so 
on  two  grounds  :  In  the  first  place,  we 
are  engaged  in  what  is  certainly  an  im- 
portant discussion — a  very  important  dis- 
cussion in  regard  to  the  admiuistrutiou 
of  the  Irish  Government — at  a  very  late 
hour.  I  know  there  are  several  hon. 
Members  who  are  fully  entitled  to  speak 
upon  the  subject,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
for  their  convenience,  and  for  the  general 
convenience  of  the  House,  that  they 
should  have  a  better  opportunity  than 
can  be  given  them  after  1  o'clock 
in  the  morning.  I  would  make 
an  appeal  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, because  I  recollect  that  when 
he   proposed   that   the  Twelve    o'Clock 

Rule  should  be  suspended  he  said  he  did 
so  only  if  the  House  was  so  disposed, 
that  we  might  finish  the  Address  to- 
night ;  and  although  that  does  not  bind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it  does  indi- 
cate on  the  part  of  the  Government  a  de- 
sire to  consult  not  merely  the  wishes  of 
their  own  Party,  but  the  wishes  of  the 
whole  House.     That,  then,  is   the  first 


reason.     The  second  reason  is,  perhaps, 
of  still  greater  importance.     We  are  dis- 
cussing an  Amendment  to  the  Address 
in  answer  to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
It  does  appear  to  me   that   the   decision 
upon  that  Amendment,  and  the  further 
discussion  upon  that  Amendment,  depends 
very  materially  upon  what  it  is  intended 
to   do   with    the    Address    itself.     The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  has  asked  for 
information     upon    the    subject.       The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  postponed 
his  reply,  and  I  certainly  do  not  think  it 
would  be  fair  to  ask  the  Leader  of  the 
House   to   give  an  absolute  answer  to- 
night if  the  Government  have  not  con- 
sulted upon  the  subject,  and  are  not  pre- 
pared to  do  so ;  but  I  would   point   out 
that  it  is  both  inconvenient  to  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  House  that  we  should  be  dis- 
cussing matters  in  the  dark.     Is  it  pro- 
bable that  this  Address  upon   which  an 
Amendment  is  hung  will  h%  proceeded 
with  ?     To  that  Address,  which  in  itself 
is  a  merely  formal   document,   has    beea 
added  a  most  important  Amendment,  one 
which  has  been  described  by  the  Leader 
of  the  House  as  an  Amendment  which 
calls  upon   Her   Majesty  to  do   what  it 
was     not     within     Her     Constitutional 
powers    to    do,    and     an     Amendment, 
therefore,      which      no      true      Liberal 
could  support.     Without  asking  the  Go- 
vernment to  pledge  itself,  there  can  be 
no  doubt,  I  imagine,  in  the  mind  of  any 
Member  of  this  House  that  aGovernmeut 
which  has  so  described   the  Amendment 
cannot  by  any  possibility  accept   it,  and 
be    the    channel     through    which    thia 
ridiculous  Amendment  can  be  submitted 
to  Her  Majesty.    In  these  circumstances^ 
it  is  clear  we  are  wasting  the  time  of  th^. 
House.     We  might  go  on  now  for  hours^ 
we   might  carry  an  additional  Amend- 
ment ;  but  we  shall  only  hang  it  upon  aa& 
Address,  which  is  condemned  beforehandl^ 
an    Address  which  has  J|;>een   amendeA;^ 
and  which  can  only  be  presented  agains'te 
the   will  of   the  (ixovernment,  who   ai 
supposed  to  represent  the  majority  of  tftm^ 
House.     It  is  perfectly  clear  that  socam* 
step  must  be  taken — I  do  not  say  wha( 
in  order  to  extricate  the  Government  fron 
the  position  in   which  they  are  placod. 
and  I    think,   therefore,    it    is    in   tl:&^v 
interests,  quite  as  much  as  in  the  int«i 
of  the  House  generally,  that  I  make 
Motion, 
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in  made,  and  Quest 
the  Debate  be  now 
J.  Chamberiain.) 

W.  HARCOURT: 
tatleiiMii  baa  gjveu 
Uotiou.  The  lirst,  which 
en  quite  siiflicient,  hud  reference 
time  at  which  the  dificusxioii  ix 
iug.  The  right  hon.  Geiitlemnii 
•ther  excellent  reanou.  Ho  de^ireN 
cate  the  Goveniment,  and,  under 
rcumBtauces,  I  shail    not  opi>OH0 


Aeeountt. 


2Si 


on  proposed, 
adjourned." 

The  right 
two  reuHOus 
Id 


I  glad 


A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  1 
•'erumcut  have  tu^eu  fit 
oliou  which,  had  it  heon  in  my 
ud  coaHistent  with  the  Ordern  of 
ise,  I  should  have  vcnrured  to 
au  earlier  period,  I  du  not  rino 
e  the  question,  but  merely  to  ask 
'erDmeut  whether  they  will  be  in 
oo  to  make  a  atntement  at  12 
to-morrow,   before   tliey    resume 

at   12  o'clock  the  Government 
ade  up  their   miudn    what    they 


do,    of 


be 


ry  for  II H  to  ask  again  by 
otiou  of  Adjouriimeut  what  course 
i«n  to  adopt.  I  hope  they  will 
>  that  trouble,  and  conHcijucnt 
>f  time,  by  coming  down  with  a 
i<>  the  House  which  will  save  nx, 
^tent;",  from  any  further  unncccs- 
iicii!f!>iou  upon  au  Address  which 
y  in  it4  present  shape  it  is  quite 
blc  for  us  ttnally  to  send  up  to 
ijetily.  I  hope  the  (invernment 
\\A'\f:r  this  matter,  and  I  an>  glad 

ve  asxcnteil  to  the  Motion. 
LABOUCHERE  sai.l,  an  Amcnd- 

auuxcellcntandvaluaUcchuracter 
vn  sdopici]  by  the  House,  anil  he 
ru-e  now  toexprcss  the  hope  and  lie- 
t  ilie  House  would  not  allow  lUcm- 

tn  be  bullietl  into  making  any 
'■  in  what  had  been  voted  by  tlio 

II  tbe  demand  of  the  Leader  of 
urv  Pirty  and  the  Leader  of  the 
■Unionists. 

■  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  lie  un.h-r- 
tl>t  Ut^uik-r  fur  WcH  ItiriningUiini 
<ke  bia  Motion  upou  the  grounds  of 


the  lateness  of  the  hour.  His  request  bad 
been  acceded  to  by  the  Government;  bat 
no  sooner  had  ho  been  disappointed  in 
having  that  Motion  accepted,  than  the 
Leader  of  tbe  Opposition  got  up  and 
asked  the  Government  for  further 
explanations.     [Crie*  o/"  Agreed  !  "] 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Perhaps  it 
may  shorten  the  discussion  and  relieve 
tbe  hon.  Gentleman  of  some  anxiety  if  I 
inform  him  that  he  mistook  the  purport 
of  my  observations.  I  said  I  hoped  that 
to-morrow — [  Crie»  of  "  To-day  !  "] — the 
Government  would  make  a  statement  as 
to  their  intentions. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-i 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    TROVISIONAL 
ORDERS    HILL. 

On  Motion  of  »\t  W.  Foster.  Bill  to  conflrm 
rertain  Proviaional  Orders  of  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Board  reUtinK  to  the  Liversedge  and 
Mirlield  and  the  StroiKl  Joint  Hospital  Dis- 
tricts, onlcred  tii  lie  broiijcht  in  by  Sir  W. 
Foster  and  Mr.  Shaw  Lcfevrc. 

Bill  presentol,  aud  rca<]  ftrat  time.  -  [Bill  1.] 

LOCAL    GOVERNMENT    I'HOVISIONAL 
ORDERS    (N'O.    2)    BILL. 

On  Uotion  of  Sir  W.  Forter,  Biil  to  conllnn 
certain  Proyininnal  Oplers  of  the  IjocnX  Oovern- 
tiicnt  Boan)  rclnliDS  to  the  urban  sanitarj  din- 
trictx  ol  Arcrington.  Asliton'Under'I.yne,  Ber- 
H-iok-npon-TweeiL  Bolton,  Heiham,  Enarex- 
lurougti-aiid-TeiiterKntc,  Llandilo,  Mcrtbyr 
Ty<lHl,  Punrith,  South|H)rt,  Walinaey,  Widnea 
niut  VV'orliinfcton,  unlered  to  be  brou|;bt  in  by 
Sir  W.  Foster  and  Mr,  Shaw  Ixifei-rc. 

Bill  presented,  anri  reail  tint  t 


:.(>CAL«OVEKSHBXT  I'l 
(lIlltrstNU  OF  WORKIN 


ime.     [Bill  2.1 

IONALOIll>EI{ 
.4.SES)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  W,  Foster,  Bill  t..  conflrm  » 
Provisional  Onler  of  tlio  I>icnl  (iovcnimL'nt 
Hoard  under  "The  HoiHiti;.'  ot  tiie  Workinu 
Classes  Act,  ISiHl,"  reUitin!;  to  the  urbaa  sanl- 
tjiry  district  of  Portsmouth,  nnlcTCit  to  be 
lironght  In  liy  Sir   W.  Foster  auil   Mr.  Shaw 

Bill  presonteil,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  3.] 

PUBLIC  ACCOLSTS. 
Onlcred,  That  the  Committee  of  Public 
Accounts  ilo  consist  of  Fifteen  Members  : — Mr. 
llnrtlcj,  3[r.  Buclianan,  Sir  J.  0..rRt,  Mr.  Haii- 
biirv.  Sir  A.  Ua.vlcr.  Sit  .1.  T.  Hibbort.  Mr 
il.ickson,  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,  Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr. 
A.  O'Connor,  Mr.  P.  Stanhope,  Bir  K.  TetavlB , 
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Mr.   A.   Williams,   Mr.   Webb,  and  Mr.  Wotle- 
house. 

Orderetl,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. — (5//*  J. 
T.  Hlbbert.-) 


CRQWN    LANDS     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  amend 
the  I^aw  relating  to  the  management  of  the 
WcKxls,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues  of  the 
Crown,  oi-dered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  4.] 


LIGHTHOUSES,  &c.  (LOCAL  INSPEC- 
TIONS). • 

Taper  [presoDted  12th  March]  to  be 
priuted.     [No.  15.] 

PIERS    AND    HARBOURS    PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS. 

Paper  [presented  12th  March]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  16:] 

UNIVERSITY  OF  EDINBURGH. 

Paper  [presoDted  12th  March]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  17.] 

PRISONS  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES). 

Paper  [presented  12th  March]  to  be 
priuted.     [No.  18  ] 

PRISONS  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES). 

Paper  [presented  12th  March]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  19.] 

CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE  DE- 
PARTMENTS,  1894-6  (MEMORANDUM 
ON  ESTIMATES). 

Paper  [presented  12th  March]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  20]. 

TREASURY  CHEST  FUND. 

Paper  [presented  12th  March]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  21], 

EAST  INDIA  (OPIUM  COMMISSION). 

Copy  presented, — of  First  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Opium,  with 
Minutes  of  Evidence  aud  Appendices 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


EAST  INDIA  (PENSIONS). 
Return    presented,  —  relative    thereto 
[Address    14th    September,    1893;  Mr. 
Alpheus     Morton]  ;     to    lie    upon    the 
Table. 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING     (LIFE    SAVING 

APPLIANCES). 

Copy  presented,— H)f  Rules  made  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  under "  The  Mer- 
chant Shipping  (Life  Saving  Appliances) 
Act,  1888,'*  to  come  into  effect  on  Ist 
June,  1894  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

UNIVERSITIES  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1889 
(ORDINANCE  No.  45). 
Copy  presented,-— of  Regulations  for 
Degrees  in  Medicine,  Ordinance  No.  45, 
St.  Andrews,  No.  4  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie 
upon  the  Table. 

UNIVERSITIES    (SCOTLAND)    ACT,    1889 
(ORDINANCE  No.  46). 
Copy  presented,-— of  Regulations  as  to 
application  of  Parliamentary  Grants,  as. 
to  Salaries,  and  for  the   institution  of  w 
Fee  Fund,  and  -for  other  purposes,  Ordi-- - 
nance  No.   46,  St.  Andrews,  No.  5  [b 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 


UNIVERSITIES    (SCOTLAND)   ACT,     II 
(ORDINANCE  No.  47). 
Copy  presented,-— of  Professorships    tT 
the  Faculty  of  Medicine  in  the  Univ^vr 
sity  of  St.  Andrews,  Ordinance  No. 
St.  Andrews,  No.  6    [by  Act]  ;  to 
upon  the  Table. 


UNIVERSITIES   (SCOTLAND)    ACT,     1 
ORDINANCE  No.  48). 
Copy  presented,— of    Composition 
the  Faculties  and  Institution  of  Facul 
of    Science,     Ordinance    No.     48, 
Andrews,  No.  7  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  a 
the  Table. 

House  adjoarned  at  twenty  mi 


The  AmefidMcniio        {li  March  1894} 


the  Address* 


258 


SE     Or^  ^  '>  M  MO  N  S, 


SPKAKBR'S  rNDlSPOSmON. 

Hoote  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
h\v  iiifoi^fHl  the.  House  of  the 
lahie  abdeucu  uf  Mr.  Speaker, 
o  the  coutiDuaiiceof  his  indisposi- 

reupoii  Mr.  Mellor,  the  Chairman 
rs  and  Means,  proceeded  to  the 
ind  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair 
•utj  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the 
g  Order. 

MENDMKNT  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 
MINISTERIAL    STATEMENT. 

CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
L-ER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
eader  of  the  Opposition,  in  tlie 
of  last  night,  askcil  me  what 
Eler  Majesty *s  Government  were 
d  to  take  in  reference  to  the 
t>   t-o    tiie    Crown    in    its    present 

The  House,  I  think,  on  both 
irill  understand  that  that  was  a 
D  which   I  could   not,  and  ought 

>  have  answered  without  due 
ation.  I  consider  tliat  the  demand 
reasonable  demand,  and  I  propose 

>  state  to  the  House  what  is  the 
n  of    the    Government    and    the 

wbicii  they  intend  to  pursue.  I 
late  what  I  am  sure  is  familiar  to 
ouse,  that  the  Address  in  answer  to 
peech  from  the  Throne  is  a  pro- 
S  for  which  Her  Majesty's  (jo- 
iiut  make  themselvas  responsible — 
i-Mble  as  the  representatives  of  the 
itv  of  the  House  of  Commons  from 

that   Address   proceeds.     I  think 

>  a  clear  Constitutional  principle 
nobody  will  be  disposed  to  dispute, 
jovemmeut  cannot  present  to  the 
^ifsu  in  a  formal  manner  a  document 
cb  tbey  are  not  prepared  to  accept 
tiro  and  immediate  responsibility, 
present  state  of  the  Address  in 
•  to  the  Speech  is  this — that  an 
a  has  been  incorporated  into  it  by 
neudment  moved  last  night  by  the 
lemlier  for  Northampton.  When 
uiendment  was  moved  I  stated  the 
§  why  Her  Majesty's  Government 
^m^ielves  bound  to  oppose  it.  The 
i  object  of  that  Amendment  was 
i  in  a  definite  form   the  action  to 

'hXXU.  [rODBTU  SERIES.] 


be  taken  by  the  House  of  Commons  in  its 
resistance  to  the  proceeilings  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  I  then  stated  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  accepted  fully  in 
all  its  sense  the  declaration  which  was 
made  upon  that  subject  by  the  late  Prime 
Minister  in  this  House.  I  said  that  we 
meant  to  oppose  the  doctrine,  as  set  forth 
in  this  House  by  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, that  the  House  of  Commons  was  to 
be  subject  to  the  control  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  But  I  referred  also  to  the  language 
used  by  the  late  Prime  Minister  as  to  the 
supreme  importance,  the  gravity,  and 
the  greatness  of  that  question,  and  the 
deliberation  with  which  it  ought  to  be 
approached  by  a  responsible  Government, 
anti,  I  will  say,  by  a  responsible  House  of 
Commons.  I  claimed  that,  as  far  at  least 
as  Her  Majesty's  Government  was  con- 
cerned, they  should  be  entrusted,  at  any 
rate  by  their  supporters,  with  absolute 
freedom  of  action  and  discretion  in  such 
a  matter.  I  stated  that  the  Amendment 
moved  was  not  in  a  form  or  couched  in 
language  which  we  were  prepared  to  pre- 
sent to  the  Sovereign.  The  Amendment, 
as  was  pointeii  out,  consisted  of  two 
paragraphs.  The  first  paragraph  prayed 
the  Queen — 

'*  That  the  power  now  enjoyed  by  persons  not 
elected  to  Parliament  by  the  possessors  of  the 
Parliamentary  franchise  to  prevent  Hills  being 
submitted  to  Y'our  Majesty  for  Your  Royal 
approval  shall  cease." 

There  was  no  statement  in  that  para- 
graph as  to  what  was  thb  course  to  be 
pursued.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton said,  in  effect — "  You  may  take 
it  as  you  please ;  it  may  either  mean  the 
abolition  of  the  House  of  Lords  or,  if  you 
like  it  better,  it  may  mean  the  limitation 
of  the  veto."  But  the  resj)onsible  Ministers 
of  the  Crown,  if  they  tender  advice  to 
the  Sovereign  on  such  a  question,  must 
tender  no  ambiguous  advice.  They  must 
have  made  up  their  own  minds  ;  they 
cannot  take  this  light  and  airy  view  of 
such  a  question.  It  is  a  question  of  the 
most  supreme  gravity  and  involves  the 
greatest  responsibility,  and,  as  far  as  the 
advisers  of  the  Crown  are  concerned,  they 
must  form  their  own  opinion,  and  they 
must  tender  clear  and  definite  advice  to 
the  Crown.  So  much  for  the  first  para- 
graph of  this  Amendment.  Then  comes 
the  second  paragraph,  which  is — 

*'  Wc  respectfully  express  the  hope  that,  if  it 
be  necessary  " 

— welly  I  imagine  that  when  a  Teapoiia\AAe 
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GorpniiniMir  wS'ih;  the  Crown  on  a 
gii4*<7iiii  n.  ;ii>  i  jcL  they  must  do  it  not 
I,  ,.  I -iwkijir  ink.  fiifcruier;  they  must  have 
.i.t.i'ii.iiyw  ••j»;caer  a  uecessity,  ny,  aud 
Ki  jv-'^'hv  jevesjsity,  has  ariBcn  before 
riv,>  t.o\ict  .tii>  ice  on  such  a  subject  as 
ijm^      V'K'  "H-'ivud  (mragrapli  is — 

•  V  ^-  •i^^i^.vi tally  ex^>re88  the  hope  that,  if  it 

"V  i\\x^c<c>.  \\>ur  Mtijesty  will,  with  and  by 

•^   *.v  ^v  ..»:  Your  re^iMmsible   Ministers,  use 

iH    k*hki  ^vHre»l  in  Your  Majesty  to  secure  the 

iHANau^  ^»x  litis  muoh-nceded  reform." 

l*!u'  iion.  Meml>or  for  Northampton 
x[H(i.Ni  H'hat  his  view,  at  all  events,  was 
v>t'  I  bo  Motion  which  he  made.  Ho  said 
ii  nioani  tlic  creation  of  500  Peers. 

M  K.  L  A  HO  U  C  HERE  (Northampton) : 
'rtiat  wtisonly  one  suggestion. 

•v^iK  W.  HARCOUliT  :  At  all  events, 
ibcMo  suggestions  are  not  sucli  as  can  be 
lakon  up  in  a  moment.     The  House  of 
i'ommons  and  the  responsible  Govern- 
ment must  know  what  it  means  when  it 
uddrrsses  tlie  Sovereign  in  answer  to  tlie 
S|Kvcli  from  tbe  Tiirone.     I  am  not  pre- 
(utrod  to  say  that  tbe  creation  of  a  great 
number  of  Peers  is  the  proper  method  of 
dt^ding  with  a  question  of  this  kind.    Tbe 
creation  of  Peers  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
tluencing  immediately  the  action   of  the 
House  of  Lords  has  never  taken  j)lace  in 
tbis  country  since  the  days  of  tbe  great 
Tory  Administration  in  tbe  reign  of  Queen 
Anne,  when  12  Peers  were  created   in  a 
single  day  for  tbe  purpose  of  overthrowing 
tbe  Duke  of  Marlborough.  It  is  quite  true 
that  tbe  Government  of  Lord  Grey  in  1831 
lulvised  the  Crown  and  obtained  power  for 
the  creation  of  Peers,  but  tbis  authority 
was   never   put   into  execution.     I  will 
not  discuss  that  question  now.     We  are 
asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton to  determine  now  to  create  500 
Peers.     Her  Majesty's   Government  are 
not    j)reparcd    to    come    to    any     sucb 
decision.     I    beg  leave  to  point  out  tbe 
position   in   which   we  are  placeil.     Tbe 
question   is  one  wbich  a  responsible  Go- 
vernment  caimot   afford    to    treat    witii 
levity.     It  is  not  in   tbat  spirit  that  so 
great  a  Constitutional  issue  can   be  pre- 
sented eitber  by  a  responsible  Govern- 
ment or  a  responsible  House  of  Commons 
either  to  tbe   House  of  Lords  or  to  tbe 
Crown.     If    tbis    matter    is    to    be  ap- 
proacbed,  and  in  my  opinion  it  has  to  be 
approaiched,  it  must  be  in  a  very  different 
spirit.      That  is  the  view  which  tbe  Go- 
vernment  take,  and  which  I  ventured  to 
""'unit   to  tbe  House  last  night  oa  the 

'»•  ^  Harcourt 


subject  of  this  Amendment.     Therefore, 
Sir,   we   feel    it    to    be    impossible    that 
Her  Majesty's    Government   can    make 
themselves   the  instrument  or  tbe  organ 
for  conveying  tbe  Address  in  its  present 
form  to  the  Crown.     I  have  consulted  tbe 
authorities  of  tbe  House  as  to  tbe  method 
in  wbich   it  is  possible  to  deal  with  the 
situation   in  which   we    find    ourselves. 
We  are  of  opinion — we  may  be  mistaken 
in  that,  and  it  is  for  tbe  House  to  deter- 
mine— tbat  the  Address,  with  tbe  addi- 
tion carried  last  night,  does  not  express 
or  convey  the  well-considered  and  delibe- 
rate  judgment  of  the  majority    of  this 
House,  and   therefore  we  should  not  be 
performing  our  duty  if  we  allowed  our- 
selves to  be  the  instrument  of  conveying 
to  tbe   Sovereign   tbat  which  is  not  the 
opinion  of  tbe   majority  of  this  House. 
Tbe  course  which  we  intend  to  pursue  Is 
this  :    When  the  Address  in  its  present 
form  is  put  from  the  Chair  we  shall  vote 
against  that  Address.     It  will   then  be 
possible  for  the  Government  to  move  a 
new  Address  to  tbe  Crown.      [Oppo*i- 
tion    laughter,']     I    have   said — and    I 
should    have    thought    that    gentlemen 
opposite     would     have    recognised    tbe 
fact — that  tbis  is  not  a  matter  for  ridicule. 
I   have  endeavoured,  as  far  as  I  can,  to 
treat  it  from  a  point  of  view  which  should 
commend    itself   to   all   Parties    in    this 
House — to  deal  with  it  from  tbe  point  of 
view  of   the  situation  of  all  responsible 
(Governments  and  of  tbe  House  of  Com- 
mons in  its  relations  to  tbe  Crown  and 
tbe    House    of     Lords.       Tbat    is    my 
desire.      I     have    stated    at    the    com- 
mencement  tbat    tbe    Government    are 
responsible  for  tbe  form   of  tbe  Address 
whicb  they  carry  up  by  one  of  their  own 
officials  to  the  Sovereign  in  answer  to  the 
Speech    from    tbe   Throne.       I  am  now 
going  to  rca<l  to  tbe  House  the   form  of 
Address  for  which    we  are  prepared   to 
make  ourselves  responsible,  and  in  order 
to  mark  tbat  responsibility  I  shall   ven- 
ture myself  to  move  it.     The    Address 
will  then  run — 

"  Most  CTmciona  Sovcreijrn,  —  We,  Y'our 
Majesty's  nn»st  «lutiful  and  loyul  subj*;cts.  the 
Coninions  of  the  Uniteti  Kiujrilom  of  Great 
Britain  ami  Ireland,  in  Parliament  assenibleil, 
humbly  as'<ure  Your  Majesty  that  the  measures 
roconimendc<l  to  our  consideration  shall  receive 
our  most  careful  attention,  and  we  Ixrjr  leave  to 
thank  Your  Majesty  for  the  most  Gnu*ioiis 
SiK.»ech  which  Your  Majesty  has  a«ldrcssed  to 
both  Houses  of  Parliament." 

I  cvuinot  make  tbat  Motion,  of  course, 
uutW  t\\e  A.mevi(^m^\iV.  w^h^  wuder  the  con* 


261         The  Amendment  to        {14  March  1894} 


the  Address. 


262 


^deration  of  the   House  is  disponed  of  ; 

>mi  udIcss  it   is    desired  to   raise   other 

Amcudments,  which  I  do  not  expect  will 

be   the  desire   of  the  House  in  present 

circumstances,  when  the  Address  is  put 

from   the    Chair,    I,   on    heimlf   of    Her 

Majesty^s  Government,  sliall   propose  to 

negative  that  Address,  and   then  I  siiall 

propose,  in  the  place  of  it,  to  suhstitute  the 

Address  which  I   have  just  road  to   tlic 

IIou£«. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
L) :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  the  v\^\\t  hon. 
Gentleman  has  certainly  approached  the 
cofl^idcration  of  an  unexampled  position 
Id  our  Parliamentary  history  in  a  tone  of 
jrravity  which  he  fits  so  serious  an  occa- 
diflo.  He  l>egan  his  statement  by 
tUadiug  to  the  i>olicy  which  he  and  those 
whoMt  near  him  ujmn  that  Bench  have 
icfepted  with  regard  to  the  position  of 
Ae  House  of  Lords.  I  confess  that,  after 
tbi  >tatement,  I  understand  as  little  as 
IdiJ  before  precisely  what  that  policy 
ik  It  was  shrouded  in  language  of  pro- 
pbetic  ohscnritj  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tfto,  and,  though  I  do  understand  the 
ptlity  with  regard  to  the  House  of 
Unl^  sketched  out  in  the  Amendment 
•Weh  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
d»iri»s  us  to  reverse,  I  confess  I  am  as 
■Kb  in  doiiht  as  1  ever  was  as  to  the  view 
(■maioed  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
»at.  I  only  refer,  however,  to  this  part 
rfihe  right  hon.  Gentlenuurs  statement 
■  orjirr  to  say  that  I  think  he  need  not 
kre  introtluced  into  it  what  he  mi<rht 
■ite  known  was  a  tjross  perversion  of  an 
^•*er^ation  ma<Ie  by  me  on  another  oc- 
a-'iou.  He  had  the  courage  to  say  that 
I  iiJMJ  laid  down  the  doctrine  embodying 
fin:  views  of  myself  and  my  friends  that 
tkt-  House  of  Lords  was  to  <*ontroI  the 
Horisi.'  tif  Commons.  No  such  prepos- 
tem^^  doctrine  ever  entered  mv  mind, 
w  uti  such  statement  ever  escaped  my 
iij»*.  I  have  always  reganled — and  I 
•fill  r«-i;anl — the  House  of  Lords  as  a 
^■••.•fiil  and  a  neressary  check  in  the 
»:ntnil  scheme  of  our  Constitutional 
Weniments,  but  the  idea  that  the 
Ht*L-»€  of  Lords  is  to  control  this  or  any 
tier  branch  of  the  Legislature  is  one 
*iiich  no  Conservative  statesman  ever 
■M  uT  ever  could  utter.  However,  I 
\^^  from  that  to  what  is  more  germane 
**»  tlie  subject  before  us — namely,  the  al- 
'liuoii  to  the  Address  carried  in  the 
HouHj  last  night.     The  right  hou.  Gen- 


which    he    used    yesterday  against  the 
Amendment  of    the    hon.    Member   for 
Northampton.     1  have  not  a  single  word 
of  criticism  to  pass  u])on    the  argument 
by  which  he  endeavoured   unsuccessfully 
last  night  to  persuade  the  House  that  the 
Amendment    should    be    rejected.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  matter  has 
been   more    fortunate  in  convincing   us 
than  in  convincing  his   friends,  for  I  ob- 
serve from  a  brief  glance  at  the  Division 
List  that  if  Meml>ers  of  the  Government 
be   excluded  there   remain  90  Unionists 
who  supported  the  Government  and  but 
30  independent  (iladstonian  Home  Rulers 
who  expressed   by    their    votes    in    the 
Lobby    that  confidence  in   the   Govern- 
ment of   their  choice  which,   so  far  as  I 
know  in  J^irliamentary  history,  has  never 
yet  been  refused   to   an  Administration 
whicdi  professed  to  command   a  majority 
in  this  House.     However,  Sir,  I  suppose 
a  night's  reflection  has  shown   the  sup- 
porters of  the  Government  that  there  was 
more  weight  in   the  argument  addressed 
to  them   last  night  and  repeated  to-day 
by  the  Leader  of  the  House  than  they 
had  at  first  sight  been  disposed  to  imagine, 
and  the  question  is  really  only  the  ques- 
tion, how  the  Government  can  give  their 
followers  an  opportunity  of  eating  humble 
pi(} — no,  I  will  not  use  that  word — how 
they  can,   most    conveniently   and    con- 
sistently with  the  Orders  of  the  House, 
give    their    friends    an    opportunity    of 
saying  on   Weilnesday  precisely  the  re- 
verse of  that  which  they  said  on  Tuesday. 
I  desire  to  give  the  (iovemment  every 
assistan<;e.     1  wish  to  renew  to-day  the 
support  which  1  was  ready  to  give  them 
yesterday  upon   the  same  (piestion  ;  and 
when  the  right  hon.  (ientleman  proposes 
to    follow     the    course    which    he    has 
sketched   out  to  us,  I,  and  1  believe  all 
my  friends,  will  be   found  in  the  Lobby 
with  him.     How  many  other  gentlemen 
will  be  found  to  reverse  the  vote,  which 
1  ])resume  they  gave   with  deliberation 
and  with  a  full  knowledge   of  its  conse- 
(|uences  yesterday,  we  cannot  say  until 
the  numbers  are  declared.      I  shall  only 
say,  in  conclusion,  that  while  I  shall  do 
my  best  to  en<leavour  to  reverse  the  ridi- 
culous decision  which  the  House  came  to 
vesterdav,  I    must    make   one    word    of 


comment  on  tlu;  extraordinary  and  abso- 
lutely   unexampled  ])osition   into  which 
Her  'Maj(;sty's  Government  have  dTa^v^^ 
„  ,,  the  i/oiise   on    this  occasion.      ^uc\i  «t 

uonan  has  repemted  to-d&y  tho  argument  j  thing  has  never  yet  been  heard  ot  'm  oui 
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Parliamentarj  history,  that  the  Address 
to  Her  Majesty  should  have  to  be  re- 
called on  the  Motion  of  the  very  persons 
who  originally  proposed  it,  that  they 
should  have  to  reject  their  own  Address 
as  amended  by  their  own  supporters, 
reject  it  with  contempt,  and  bring  for- 
ward in  language  unfamiliar  to  our  ears 
and  unknown  to  our  precedents  a  new 
form  of  Address  in  which  we  are  to 
express  our  thanks  to  Her  Most  Gracious 
Majesty.  The  Government  have  got 
themselves  and  have  got  us  into  a  great 
difficulty.  We  shall  do  our  best  to  get 
the  Government  out  of  it.  We  cannot, 
indeed,  wholly  extricate  them  from  the 
humiliations  which  have  been  poured  upon 
their  undeserving  heads  by  their  own 
supporters  ;  but  what  we  can  we  certainly 
will  do,  and  the  Government  may  count 
upon  us,  the  Conservative  Party,  on 
this  as  on  all  other  occasions,  to  support 
the  ancient  constitution  and  practice  of 
this  House. 

MR.LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
I  have  listened  to  observations  not  pre- 
cisely complimentary  of  the  two  Front 
Benches  on  the  excellent  Amendment 
which  I  moved  last  night  and  which  I 
carried.  All  I  can  say  in  regard  to  it  is 
--"It  is  a  poor  thing,  but  mine  own." 
As  has  been  said,  the  Amendment  is 
divided  into  two  parts.  The  first  declares 
that  the  power  now  exercised  by  the 
House  of  Lords  to  prevent  the  passing 
of  Bills  should  cease.  I  do  not  gather 
that  the  Government  are  opposed  to  that 
in  substance.  It  has  been  urged  that  I 
was  claiming  for  Her  Majesty  powers 
that  do  not  exist  under  the  Constitution. 
I  was  doing  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  was 
simply  using  words  which  are  ordinarily 
used  in  the  Queen's  Speech  and  in  the 
Address  in  reply  thereto.  We  know 
perfectly  well  that  the  whole  thing  is  a 
sham.  It  is  only  a  little  complimentary 
correspondence  which  is  carried  on  by 
Ministers  with  themselves.  I  was  obliged 
to  use  the  technical  terms.  If  any 
gentieninn  will  look  at  the  Queen's 
Speech  he  will  see  that  such  and  such  a 
Bill  will  be  submitted.  That  does  not 
mean  actually  that  it  will  be  submitted 
by  Her  Majesty  :  it  is  her  Ministers  who 
intend  to  submit  it.  In  the  same  way, 
when  in  my  Amendment  I  pray  Her 
Majesty  that  the  powers  at  present  exer- 
cJsed  hv  the  House  of  Lords  shall  cease, 
of  course  I  mean  tlmt  the  Constitutional 
weaos  shall  be  adopted — that  is  to  say, 

''^'-   r^.  J:  Balfour 


that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  who  are 
the  real  persons  addressed,  shall  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  put  an  end  to  those  powers. 
The  second  paragraph  has  also  been 
criticised.  I  am  told  that  I  suggest  a 
perfectly  moustrous  and  un-Constitutional 
thing  when  I  ask  that  when  a  Bill  is 
rejected  by  the  Lords  they  shall  not 
remain  absolute  masters  of  the  situation. 
All  I  ask  is  that  the  same  course  shall 
be  pursued  as  was  adopted  in  1831 — 
that  is  to  say,  that  Her  Majesty,  by  the 
advice  of  her  responsible  Ministers,  shall 
create  such  a  number  of  Peers  as  will 
swamp  the  resistance  of  the  Lords. 
That  is  perfectly  Constitutional.  It  has 
been  acted  upon  before.  The  threat  will 
be  enough.  The  advantage  of  being  a 
Peer  is  this — that  there  are  so  few  of 
them.  If  we  were  all  Dukes,  who  would 
care  to  be  a  Duke  ?  It  is  certain  that 
if  you  were  to  threaten  the  House  of 
Lords  that  if  they  resisted  Bills  sent  up 
by  this  House  500  Dukes  would  be 
created  they  would  give  way  at  once.  I 
am  not  going  to  believe  that  the  Radical 
Party  in  this  country  is  composed  of 
such  contemptible  men  as  not  to  contain 
within  its  ranks  500  who  could  be 
trusted,  if  sent  to  the  Lords  for  a 
specific  purpose,  not  to  vote  on  the 
other  side  a  few  days  afterwards. 
I  am  surprised  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  such  a  poor  opinion  of 
the  great  Democratic  Party.  At  any 
rate,  I  will  undertake  to  find  500  men 
to-morrow  ready  to  go  up  to  the  House 
of  Lords  and  to  vote  down  the  majority 
there.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
speaking  in  the  name  of  the  Govern- 
ment, says  that  this  matter  is  to  be 
approached  without  levity.  I  always 
hear  that  complaint  made  when  any  \ 
sort  of  Resolution  is  brought  in  which  it  \ 
does  not  please  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
to  accept  at  once.  When  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  treated  a  thipg  with  levity 
they  have  complaineil  of  it ;  when  he 
has  treated  it  ponderously  they  have 
complained  of  his  ponderosity.  For  my 
part,  I  do  not  at  present  know  what  the 
Government  intend  to  do  upon  this  sub- 
ject.  I  want  to  know  two  things — how 
and  when  the  Government  intend  to  deal 
with  this  matter  ?  They  tell  me  they  are 
going  to  revolve  it  in  their  own  mioils 
without  levity;  that  they  are  going  to 
arrive  some  day  at  some  sort  of  decision. 
My  contention  has  been  throughout  tha^ 
t\iQ  fixippotlei^ oi  tViQ  Government  outside 
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thL<  Hoaso  have  already  arrived  at  their 
deci8iou,aDd  that  decision  is  in  accordance 
witii  the  Amendment  which  I  suhmitted. 
I  defy  the  Chancellor  of  ther  Exchequer 
to  go  to  aoy  Liberal  or  Radical  meeting 
ID  aoy  part  of  the  country  where  such  a 
Motion  as  mine  would  not  be  received 
with  unanimous  applause.  The  Party 
iiAve  made  their  decision :  we  are 
their  Representatives,  and  the  Goveru- 
ment  are  our  representatives.  I  do  not 
recognise  the  Government  as  my  masters 
for  an  instant.  I  have  always  regarded 
them  as  the  servants  of  the  majority 
ia  this  House.  I  am  not  going  into 
teehniealities ;  but  I  will  say  that  whe- 
ther you  take  the  majority  of  Members 
OD  this  side  of  the  House  or  the  vast 
najority  of  Libenils  outside,  they  are 
with  me  in  this  matter.  They  demand 
prompt,  speedy^  and  drastic  action.    They 

io  not  care  outside  whether 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  The 
hoa.  Member  is  not  in  Order  in  referring 
to  this  matter. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  will  not 
pmoe  these  remarks.  With  regard  to 
the  kindly  support  with  which  the 
Lender  of  the  Opposition  intends  to 
foraish  the  Government,  let  me  point  out 
thu  yesterday  he  gave  them  90  men,  and 
itiU  the  Government  were  in  a  minority. 
The  Government  had  the  support  of  30 
itdependent  Gladstonians,  and  149  gen- 
lieiiieD  voted  against  them  and  for  my 
Stfolution.  The  Resolution  was  not  in- 
tended as  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence  ; 
a  was  simply  intended  to  urge  them  to 
greater  activity  in  this  matter,  and  to 
point  ont  to  them  what  the  feeling  of  the 
Hooee  is.  I  think  wo  have  done  that 
pretty  clearly.  The  Government  may 
withdraw  the  Address  or  not,  as  they 
please.  I  do  not  bother  myself  about 
Addresses  ;  but  I  hope  they  will  take  to 
heart  what  has  l)ecn  told  them  bv  the 
Divigion  last  night — that  they  will  not 
Wait  for  years,  but  will  as  speedily  as 
pOMJble  bring  in  a  clear  specific  Bill 
plaeing  the  power  where  it  ought  to  be, 
in  the  hands  of  the  Representatives  of 
the  people. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  Before  the  question  raised 
hr  the  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  passeil  away  I  should  like 
to  make  one  or  two  very  brief  observations. 
MB.T.M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
riae  to  Order.  I  wish  to  know  what  is 
the  Question  before  the  House,  and  if  it  I 


will  be  the  right  of  every  Member,  whe- 
ther honourable  or  right  honourable,  to 
interfere  in  this  discussion  ? 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER :  There 
is  no  Question  l)efore  the  House,  but  it 
is  usual  to  allow  the  Leaders  of  responsible 
Parties  to  make  observations  6n  occasions 
such  as  the  present. 

Mu.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  not  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  East  Manchester  the 
Leader  of  the  Unionist  Party  ? 

[No  answer  was  returned.] 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  I  will  make  a  very 
brief  demand  upon  its  patience  and  its 
courtesy.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  un- 
doubtedly the  difficulty  in  which  the 
House  and  the  Government  have  been 
placed  will  now  be,  temporarily  at  any 
rate,  avoided  by  adopting  the  course 
which  has  been  suggested  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  Both  sections 
of  the  Unionist  Partv  will  assist  the  Go- 
vernment  to  retrieve  their  defeat  of 
yesterday.  But  I  want  to  ask,  what  is  to 
follow  ?  What  is  the  position  which  is 
made  for  this  House  by  what  has  taken 
place  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton stated  that  the  Amendment  was 
not  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence.  I 
do  not  think  it  is  a  Constitutional  doc- 
trine to  say,  for  a  Member  to  pretend 
that  it  is  in  his  power  to  say,  whether  a 
proposition  which  he  has  made  and  which 
the  Government  has  rejected  is  or  is  not 
a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence.  That 
depends  entirely  on  the  treatment 
which  is  accorded  to  the  proposition 
by  the  Government  itself,  and  in 
the  present  instance  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  distinctly 
shown  that  in  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  Amendment  which  was  carried 
asrainst  the  Government  was  a  Vote  of 
Want  of  Confidence,  and  unless  it  is  now 
formally  rescinded  by  the  House  then 
the  natural  consequences  will  follow. 
Well,  but  what  is  the  position  ?  This 
Amendment,  treated  by  the  Government 
as  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence,  was 
carried  by  a  proportion  of  those  who  call 
themselves  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  proportion  of  five  to  one  of 
the  independent  supporters,  while  147 
of  the  ordinary  supporters  of  the  Go- 
vernment voted  against  them. 

Mr.    deputy    SPEAKER:    The 
right    hon.    Gentleman    \a    noNV    ^ovti^ 
rather  beyond  the  limits  ot  Otdw. 
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Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  will 
accept  your  ruling,  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker, 
and  will  conclude  iu  a  sentouce.  1  think, 
Sir,  that  under  the  circnoitttaiicea  which 
I  have  descrilied,  and  which  arc  witliin 
the  knowledge  of  the  House,  it  is  quite 
time  that  the  GovemmeDt  sought  a  new 
maudute. 

BUSINESS   OF  THE  HOUSE  (FINANCIAL 

BUSINESS.) 

RESOLUTION. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harockt,  Derby): 
I  have  already  stated  to  the  Hoii(!0  the 
course  we  propose  to  pursue  on  the  Ad- 
dress, but  of  course  it  can  ouly  he  imreiied 
when  the  Dehale  on  the  Amendment, 
now  under  consideration,  has  been  con- 
cluded. But  I  have  on  the  Paper  a 
Notice  referring  to  our  business,  which 
must  be  brought  forward,  and  I  propose 
now  to  make  a  Motion.  Everybody  in 
this  House  will  feel  that  for  the  purpose 
of  conducting  the  bnaincsH  it  is  neces- 
sary the  Government  should  have  the 
full  time  of  the  House  up  to  the  date 
mentioned  in  the  Motion,  which  I  now 
ask  leave  to  move. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  until  and  iocluiling  Thurailay  the  29th 
of  March  Financial  Business  do  bavii  priority 
on  every  day  for  which  it  may  be  np]>ointecl, 
and  may  be  entered  upon  nt  any  hour  though 
opposed,  and  be  not  interrupteil  under  the  pro- 
visions of  any  Standing  Onler  relating  to  the 
Sittings  of  the  House  except  Staiiding  Onicr 
No.  C  ;  but  after  such  busincns  is  disposct  of 
no  other  oppo<>e<l  bitsine»t  shall  be  taken. 
That  Standing  Onier  No.  II  bo  suspended,  and 
the  provisionB  of  Staniling  Onler  No.  56  be 
extended  to  every  day  of  the  week." — (Tlie 
Ckam-ellor  (if  the  licrhequcr.) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  do  not  at 
all  desire  to  delay  the  House  over  this 
Motion,  hut  it  is  very  desirable  tliat  we 
should  come  to  n  clear  understanding  as 
to  where  we  stand  in  the  matter.  There 
should  be  no  difficulty  in  knowing  that 
exactly.  The  Government  finds  itself 
under  the  necessity,  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  law,  to  ask  for  exceptional  powers, 
and  to  ask  the  House,  in  conseiiuence,  to 
curtail  the  ordinary  privileges  of  dis- 
cussion both  ou  the  Address  and  of  the 
Estimates.  Then,  as  I  understand,  iu 
return  for  the  concession  on  these  points, 
they  are  prepared  to  give  us  after  Easter 
days  on  which  to  discuss  three  important 
lopicf,  which  otherwise  wo  should  have 
i«rf  the  opportwuhy  ot  discusaiDg  at  thie 


stage.  These  are  the  general  policy  of 
naval  coustrnction.  East  Indian  finance, 
and  Uganda.  The  Government  also 
agree  that  no  controversial  busiuess  shall 
be  introduced  between  now  and  the  29th 
or  the  31st  of  Marcli — that  is,  during  the 
period  for  whicli  the  excoptioua!  powers 
arc  taken — -though,  of  course,  public 
necessity  may  require  theGoverumant  to 
go  beyond  the  strict  line  of  merely 
fiunucial  discussion.  They  also  arrange 
that  no  private  Members'  business  shall 
be  taken  on  those  days  when  Financial 
Business  dues  not  occupy  the  whole  time 
of  the  House,  and  when  the  Financial 
Business  is  conoliided  tbey  will  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House.  There  is 
one  more  jKiint  I  wish  to  name.  Last 
year  a  ruling  was  given,  not,  I  think,  by 
you,  Mr.  Deputy  tjpeaker,  hut  by  some 
gentleman  acting  as  CImirmau  of  Com- 
mittees, which,  if  it  is  to  be  held  to  apply 
to  the  discussions  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, will  preclude  tbo  full  discussion 
of  questions  relating  to  the  Navy  on 
particular  Votes  in  Committee  of  Supply. 
It  is  evident  that  if  that  Rule  is  to  hold 
good  the  discussion  to  he  allowed  after 
Easter  must  take  place  with  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair.  I  hope,  therefore,  the 
Government  will  make  provision  either 
that  they  shall  be  held  with  the  Speaker 
iu  the  Chair,  or,  if  otherwise,  that  fair 
and  legitimate  latitude  shall  he  given  to 
all  gentlemen  who  wish  to  discuss  gene- 
rally the  questions  involved.  These  are 
the  points  on  which  the  Government 
have  informally  given  us  very  satis- 
factory assurances  ;  and  if  they  are  now 
prepared  to  repeat  them,  I  shall  nut  think 
it  desirable  iuauy  way  to  resist  this  Motion 
or  to  prolong  the  discussion  upon  it. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  accept  fully 
what  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  has 
stated.  It  is  the  intciiliou  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  in  asking  for  indulgence  from  all 
parts  of  the  House,  to  arrange  businei<8 
HO  as  to  give  hon.  Members  as  h'ttle  in- 
possihle  at  Easter,  when 
to  take  no  controversial 
liusincsH  (if  the  character  referred  to.  As 
to  the  Dchate  on  the  Navy,  we  wilt  take 
care,  as  it  must  be  the  desire  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  there  should  be  the  fullest 
discussion  of  the  subject,  that,  either 
with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair  or  in 
Committee,  there  shall  be  no  limitation 
of  the  discussion. 

Viscount  CRANBORSE  (Roches- 
ter) said,  he  must  press  the  right  boD< 
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He  hoped  do  euuli  coiitentiouB  Com' 
mittee  would  bo  sppoiiileil  before  EUster. 
Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (MidUlcsei, 
Ealiug)  :  May  I  point  out  with  reference 
to  the  Navy  KtitimntoB  thnt  the  propoHals 
of  the  Governmeut  for  the  iiicreaHO  of 
the  Navy  will  tiot  he  ia  oiir  Imuda  till 
Friday  next,  and  we  arc  not  to  Imve  the 
expluimtory  Memorutidum  until  Saturday, 
and  yet  we  are  to  be  asked  to  discuss  the 
Estimates  ou  Monday  ?  It  ie  clear  that 
this  will  uot  allow  sufficient  time,  cvoii  to 
those  who  have  knowledge  of  the  ques- 
tion, to  come  te  any  coucliision  as  to  the 
proposals  of  the  Goverunient,  and  much 
leas  to  challenge  them.  Last  year  general 
disciiMHiou  was  rcBtricted  in  Committee  of 
Siipplv  ;  and  I  therefore  hope  that,  if  uo 
impediment  ie  placed  in  the  way  of 
getting  the  Votes  for  men  and  money 
before  Easter,  it  will  be  tindenitood  that 
after  Easter  the  discu^Hion  of  naval 
policy  shall  take  place  with  the  Speoker 
iu  the  Chair,  so  that  we  may  he  able  to 
go  into  the  whole  question  without 
baviitg  our  remarks  curtailed,  as  un- 
doubtedly they  would  be  in  Committee 
of  Supply. 

Mh.     BARTLEY     (Islington,    N.)  : 

o   ought  to   have   a  pledge    that  the 

Government  will  not  take  Tuesdays  and 

Fridays    for     a     month     after     Easter. 

Private  Members  have   given  notice  of 

large  number    of  Motions,  and    they 

ight  uot  Ie  be  deprived  of  the  oppor- 

tuiiitv  of  discussing  them. 

Slit  G.    BADEN-I'OH'ELL    (Liver- 
pool,   Kirkdale)  :     The    subject   of   the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve,  which  last  Session 
unabletodiscuss.onghtalsoto  lie 
discussed  with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair, 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  noble 
Lord  oppoKite  has  asked  me  for  an 
expression  of  opinion,  but  I  am  afraid 
^hat  an  expression  of  opinion  from  a 
;K.-rson  in  my  position  would  l>e  undcr- 
itowl  as  a  pledge.  J  am  sorry  to  say  I 
ini  unable  to  give  any  pledge  or 
expres:"  »uy  opinion  as  to  the  disimsal 
of  the  tiin«  of  the  House  after  Easter. 
After  Easter  unquestionably  the  Army 
Voles  and  all  other  matters  will  have  a 
proper  amount  of  time  a1lotte<l  to  thcin. 

Mh.  HANBURY  said,  the  Ordnance 
Factory  Vote  was  separate  from  the 
Army  Vote. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  not  pre- 
jwired  to  give  any  other  pledge.  Ah  10 
the  Shipbuildiiig  Vote,  I  have  »Vtc»,A^ 
stated  that  every  opportunity   v)"\\\  \J« 


Gentlrawn  for  a  more  favourahli 
eponse  to  the  appeal  he  made  to  hi: 
the  previous  day  on  behalf  of  private 
Members.  He  would  like  to  receive  if 
not  an  assurance,  at  any  rate  an  expres. 
stoo  of  opinion,  that  on  the  conclusion  of 
the  Financial  Business  the  fii 
Wednesdays  would  be  loft  at  the  disposal 
of  private  Members  ;  otherwise  be  did 
Dot  see  on  what  principle  lion.  Mem1>ers 
were  to  act  in  assigning  dates  for  the 
Bills  tbey  wished  to  put  down.  Could 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemai.  give  ihem 
tMnetbiug  to  guide  them  ? 

Ur.  HANBCRV  (Preston)  said,  that 
if  ibey  were  to  get  the  Government  ou 
ofooe  of  those  difficulties  it  was  alwuyi 
gMiing  into  some  fair  terms  ought  lo  ho 
•fered  them.  Important  Votes  affect- 
ing the  Army  and  the  Navy  were  to  be 
tiken  before  Easter,  as  well  as  some 
Ci»il  Service  Votes  not  quite  so  impor- 
iHit  perhaps.  There  was  also  a  Vote  on 
AceoDut  to  he  taken.  Surely  they  ought 
lo  liave  some  assurance  as  to  the  Army 
Animates,  which  were  in  tlie  same  posi- 
tioa  as  the  Kavy  Estimates,  and,  from 
loe  point  of  view,  were  in  a  stronger 
fwhioB.  There  ought  to  he  a  reason- 
lUe  opportuuily  fur  discussing  tliem 
ibtt  Easter  ;  and  he  asked  for  a  promise 
tlw  on  some  Vote  in  the  Army  Esii- 
Mws  there  shoulil  be  an  opportunity 
•Lowed  of  raising  tlio  whole  question  of 
Anay  admiiiistratiou.  As  tliore  had 
k«  a  distinct  promise  that  the  Ordnance 
^Mcs  should  not  be  taken  till  they  had 
tbe  Report  of  the  Explosives  Cora- 
Bailee,  if  the  Votes  for  the  Orduanei. 
Fietories  could  not  be  post|>oncd,  ami 
!j'»  were  told  tliey  could  not,  but  he 
pw*in«lly  held  there  was  no  emcrgoncj 
is  »/  ini  I.)  th"m — ho  asked  chat  some 
Mber  arrangement  might  he  nia<le  for 
JiMu^in;;  the  subject.  lie  was  bound 
Iu  poiat  out  that  the  refusal  of  the  <in- 
v«n»Qenl  to  treat  the  workmen  in  their 
explosives  [actories  iu  the  same  way  n»^ 
'orkmen  had  to  be  treateil  in  private 
tiplosives  factories  raised  a  very  import- 
ut  question  which  needed  full  discussion. 

•Ita.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  said, 
ke  bad  to  ask  for  an  assurance  tljst  cou- 
tniioiL.'  Committees  would  not  Iw 
»lFpwnte.l  liefore  Easter.  There  w:is, 
k  U'liuiel,  a  pro{)Osiil  lo  ap|>oinl  a 
'ifnnd  Cominiltee  of  S.'Olch  Members, 
villi  »  certain  number  uf  English  Mem- 
ben  added,  to  deal  with  Scotch  Hills.  I 
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given  for  discussing  the  Navy  in  all  its 
branches.  I  cannot  go  further,  and  I 
hope  that  will  be  accepted  by  the  House. 
Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  As  to  the  last  declaration, 
I  would  remark  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  wish  to  reserve 
not  only  full  liberty  for  discussion,  but 
the  possibility  of  putting  Notices  on  the 
Paper  with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair, 
when  an  opportunity  will  be  given  to 
challenge  the  policy  of  the  Government.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  do  that  on  a  Vote 
in  Committee,  and  what  my  hon.  Friend 
wishes  is  not  to  be  precluded  from  putting 
a  Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Paper  which 
would  be  out  of  Order  in  Committee. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :    I  cannot  say 
more  than   this  :  that  if  the  Opposition 
wish  to  challenge  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment there  is  always  a  very  short 
way  of   doing  so.     I  desire   to    act  up 
to    what    I   said,   and    to    give    every 
opportunity   for  discussion.      I   may  re- 
mind  the  House   of    the  difficulties    in 
which   we  are  placed.     In   1868,   when 
Lord   Derby  resigned  and   Mr.   Disraeli 
succeeded  him,  the  Navy  Estimates  were 
actually    voted    without    any   discussion 
whatever.     The  discussion   on  the  Navy 
did  not  take  place  until  May.     We  are  in 
quite  as  great  difficulties  as  to  the  point 
of  time,  but  we  do  not  ask  anything  like 
that  indulgence,  as  we  have  assigned  two 
days.    I  am  sorry  to  make  these  demands 
on  the   indulgence  of  the  House,  and  I 
hope  that,  under   the   circumstances   in 
which    the   House    finds    itself,   it   will 
grant  us  that   latitude  and    accept  our 
assurance   thtit  it  is  not  only  our  duty, 
but  our  desire,  to  give  full  opportunity 
for  the  discussion  on  the  Navy. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  By  the  leave 
of  the  House,  I  desire  to  say  that  we 
have  not  the  least  desire  to  embarrass  the 
Government,  and  we  accept  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not 
only  in  the  letter,  but  in  the  spirit  of  his 
pledges.  To  clear  up  one  question,  I 
would  say,  with  regard  to  the  Ordnance 
Factory  Vote,  what  my  hon.  Friend 
wants  is  a  confirmation  of  the  pledge 
given  by  the  Secretary  for  War  :  that 
there  shall  be  some  pledge  given  that  an 
opportunity  shall  be  found  at  a  suitable 
period  to  discuss  the  Vote. 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

I  readily  give  that  pledge,  and  it  shall 

be  fulSlled  in  the  most  ample  way.     It 

js  true  that  the  Ordnaoce  Factory  Vote 

Sir  ^  ffarcourf 


is  a  separate  Vote,  but  I  think  by  a  little 
ingenuity  an  opportunity  may  be  found 
on  the  Army  Vote  to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  great  feeling  for  the  diffi- 
culties in  which  the  Government  found 
themselves,  but  he  (Mr.  Bowles)  had  far 
more  feeling  for  the  difficulty  in  which 
Members  of  the  Opposition  found  them- 
selves. Before  Easter  last  year  the 
House  had  had  16  days  in  Committee, 
but  this  year  they  would  only  have  four 
or  ^s^.  They  were  asked  to  deal  with 
the  Army  in  one  day,  but  one  day  was 
not  sufficient.  He  rose,  however,  to 
point  out  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
omitted  to  tell  them  when  the  Vote  on 
Account  would  be  taken. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  state 
that  to-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The 
Secretary  for  War  has  stated,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston,  that  he 
will  take  care  that  an  opportunity  is 
given  to  discuss  the  Ordnance  Vote. 
The  Birmingham  Members  take  a  deep 
interest  in  this  Vote  owing  to  the  new 
policy  pursued  with  regard  to  the  fac- 
tory at  Sparkbrook,  and  they  desire  to 
have  full  opportunity  for  discussion. 
There  will  be  two  opportunities,  I  under- 
stand, for  this  discussion  before  Easter — 
one  on  the  Supplementary  Vote  and  the 
other  on  the  general  Vote ;  but  if  it 
would  be  convenient  to  the  Government 
that  the  discussion  on  this  matter  should 
be  taken  later,  all  I  would  ask  is  that  we 
should  have  some  pledge  similar  to  that 
given  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston. 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  circumstances  of  the  two  cases  are 
not  similar.  On  the  subject  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  there  is 
an  inquiry  going  on.  No  Report  has 
yet  been  received,  and  it  is,  therefore^ 
impossible  to  discuss  the  matter  at  present. 
But  the  subject  in  which  the  Birmingham 
Members  are  interested  can  be  discussed 
as  well  this  week  as  two  or  three  weeks 
hence  ;  therefore,  I  see  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  taken  to-morrow  or  on 
Friday. 

•Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  ■ 
said,  that  ordinarily  they  had  the  general  ^ 
discussion  on  the  Army  on  the  Question  \ 
that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,  or  on  ; 
the  first  Vote.  Owing  to  the  exigencies  of  ] 
\th%  8wV\^ft,  iViey  were  asked  to  give  up    | 
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those  opportunities  for  discusflion.  If 
they  couseDted,  would  ftomeopportuuity  be 
given  to  discuss  the  general  question  of 
the  Army  on  some  other  Vote  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
said,  it  was  intended  that  there  t<houId 
be  an  opportunity  for  general  discussion 
giren  on  Friday  ;  but  if  that  was  not 
safficient,  they  could  resort  to  the  old 
plan  that  had  been  adopted  on  many 
previous  oce^isions,  of  allowing  the  gene- 
rdl  discussion  on  some  other  Vote  which 
might  be  fixed  on  for  the  general  cou- 
Yeoience  of  hon.  Members. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


ADDRESS     IN    ANSWER    TO    HER 
MAJESTY'S    MOST    GRACIOUS    SPEECH. 

XOTION    FOR   ADDRE8S.      ADJOURNED 

DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Mate  on  Further  Amendment  proposed 
to  Main  Questiou,  as  amended  [13th 
Vveh],  *'  That  an  humble  Addres^K  be 
poented  to  Her  Majesty,  ns  followeth  : — 

Vort  Oracious  Sovereign , 

W«.  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
•fcjecte,  the  CommoDS  of  the  United  Kingdom 
4  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  in  Parliament 
*aNeJ,  Ijeg  leave  to  thank  Your  Majesty  for 
^■wtGraciouH  Speech  which  Your  Majesty 
kvailressed  tx)  both  Houf^es  of  Parliament  : 

^t  humblj  pray  Your  Majesty  that  the 
{WBT  Dow  enjoyed  by  persons  not  elected  to 
Wamcnt  by  the  possessors  of  the  Parlia- 
•■iry  franchise  to  ]»revent  Bills  being  sub- 
■Orito  Your  Majesty  for  Your  Royal  approval 

f  lI!  *■*'  ^°*^  ^^  respectfully  express  the 
■P^Uitt,  if  it  be  necessary,  Your  Majesty  will, 
^  and  by  t'le  advice  of  Your  responsible 
*5stcr8,u*«e  the  power  vested  in  Your  Majesty  to 
■ffethc  passing  of  this  much-newled  refonn." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  at  the 

*«I  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words, — 

"Hambly  to  represent  to  Your  Majesty  that 
tkeidiniiuatration  of  the  Law  in  Ireland  in  the 
••*  of  the  last  few  months,  by  the  encourage- 
■ett  offered  to  the  eviction  of  tenants  and  the 
^Brtnction  ^nd  burning  of  their  houses,  by  the 
FfnecatioQ  of  Representatives  of  the  people  and 
*t^  for  efforts  to  secure  shelter  for  the 
fWied  people,  by  the  continuance  of  the  prac- 
te  of  joiy-pocking,  and  by  the  suppression  of 
^falic  meetiDgB,  has  caased  grave  aisappoint- 
■eat  in  Ireland,  and  tends  directly  to  produce 
^  oontempt  for  and  hostility  to  the  Law  and 
^  administration  which  accompanied  in  so 
■■M  a  degree  the  administration  of  Irish 
itei  by  Your  Majesty^s  late  Government.** — 
(Mr,  Clanrf,) 

QnefltioQ  again  proposed,  *^  That  those 
vwds  be  there  added/' 

Debase  resumed!^ 


/ 


Administration     of     the     Law    in 

Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  that  last  night  the  Chief  Secretary 
had  made  a  clear  and  explicit  defence  of 
the  action  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  take 
at  this  juncture.  He  had  defended  jury- 
packing,  which  was  the  charge  brought 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Harbour 
Division  of  Dublin.  Well,  he  (Mr.  Russell) 
did  not  believe  that  in  Cork,  or  in  any 
other  place  in  Ireland,  withiu  recent 
times,  it  had  been  the  habit  of  the  counsel 

of  the  Crown  to  order  jurors  to  stand  by 
either  because  they  were  Catholics  or  Pro- 
testants. He  knew  that  had  been  affirmed, 
and  loudly  affirmed,  by  hou.  Gentlemen 
in  the  past,  but  he  did  not  believe  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  last 
night  that  such  a  charge  could  not  lie 
against  him  in  regard  to  his  action  in 
Cork.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  six  of  the  jury  were  Catholics  and 
six  Protestants,  but  that  would  not 
suffice.  There  were  72  jurors,  and  the 
l)ri8oner  challenged  19.  The  Crown 
challenged  41.  They  challenged  to  the 
extremest  limit  of  their  power,  because 
if  they  had  gone  further  there  would 
have  been  no  jury  to  try  the  case.  The 
essence  of  jury-packiug  was  ordering 
men  of  a  specific  class  to  stand  by,  and 
he  maintained  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  exercised  that  right  to 
the  fullest  extent  possible.  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  men  *were  ordered  to 
stand  by  because  they  were  Catholics. 
He  did  not  believe  that  men  were  ex- 
cluded from  juries  on  account  of  their 
religion.  They  were  excluded  because 
it  was  known  that  from  their  Nationalist 
sympathies  the  men  would  not  return  a 
verdict  in  accordance  with  the  evidence. 
And  that  was  the  reason  why  jurors  had 
been  ordered  to  stand  aside  all  over  the 
country  in  days  that  were  gone,  which 
action  the  supporters  of  the  Government 
never  tired  of  declaiming  against.  One 
of  the  great  charges  brought  against  the 
Leailer  of  the  Opposition  was  that  after 
the  Maryborough  trial  he  made  what  was 
called  "  Peter  the  Packer "  an  Irish 
Judge.  But  what  had  the  present  Go- 
vernment done  in  the  case  of  the  man 
who  packed  this  jury  ?  They  had  made 
him  a  County  Court  Judge,  ^o  dov\V\\, 
ho  would  he  an  admirable  County  Covul 
Judge.     It  certainly  did  not  Uc  \\\  t\\^ 
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mouth  of  the  Chief  Secretory  to  object 
to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  makiDg 
a  jury-packer  a  Judge  when,  on  the  first 
opportunity  he  got,  he  made  his  own 
jury-packer  a  Judge.  So  much  for  jury- 
packing.  He  came  now  to  the  question 
of  evictions,  and  he  was  very  sorry  to 
find  that  so  many  English  Liberal 
Members  were  absent.  What  had 
they  been  doing  during  the  18  months 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  adminis- 
tration ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford,  who  was 
now  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  went  to  Ireland  when  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  was  contending  with 
the  forces  of  disorder,  and,  speaking  at 
Galway  and  elsewhere,  told  those  Irish 
tenants  who  hml  been  evicted  by  Lord 
Clanricarde    and    others   that   within    a 

^  month  after  the  return  to  power  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Midlothian  evictions  would  cease  ;  and 
he  told  them  to  stand  by  their  combina- 
tion :  in  other  words,  he  told  them  to 
stand  by  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  which 
was  an  illegal  conspiracy,  and  he  told 
them  that  these  evictions  would  cease 
the  moment  he  and  his  Party  came  into 
power.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  in  powpr  for  1^  months.  Had 
evictions  ceased  ?  During  the  1 8 
months  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  in  power,  more  than  1,000  men, 
tenants  and  sub-tenants,  had  been 
evicted  from  their  holdings.  He  did 
not  complain  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  protecting  the  Sheriff  in  the 
execution  of  his  duty.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  to  Dublin  Castle 
he  found  that  these  writs  had  to  be 
executed,  and  that  according  to  the  oath 
he  had  taken  he  was  no  more  at  liberty 
to  refuse  the  protection  of  the  police  to 
the  Sheriffs  and  officers  of  the  law  than 
he  was  at  liberty  to  break  the  law  in  any 
other  respect.  When  the  late  Govern- 
ment were  in  power,  what  did  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  mean  by 
going  to  Cardiff  and  assenting  to  a  reso- 
lution calling  upon  the  Government  of 
the  day  not  to  give  the  forces  of  the 
Crown  to  assist  in  carrying  out  the  law  ? 
What  right  had  men  holding  the  position 
of  Cabinet  Ministers  to  go  through  the 
country  and  make  what  they  knew  per- 
fectly well  was  a  totally  impossible 
demand  ?  These  gentlemen  went  all 
over  Ireland    encouraging  resistance  to 

the  law.      They  came  back  to  England 


\ 


and   represented    scenes   in   Ireland    on 
magic-lantern  slides.      Where  had  they 
been  during  the  last  18  months  ?     Where 
were  they    to-day  ?     The  Irish  tenants 
now   knew   that   it  was  not    sympathy 
with  them  that  instigated  these  visits  to 
Ireland   by    strolling    Gladstonian   poli- 
ticians.    It  was  to  make  electoral  capital 
for  themselves.     With  regard  to  the  De 
Freyne  estate,  he  had  been  there.     The 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  would  remem- 
ber the  Glenbeigh  evictions  in  1887.  He 
would  remember  what   was   said   about 
them  both  in  the  House  and  on  the  plat- 
form.    Now,  he  had  seen  Glenbeigh  and 
he  had  seen  the  De  Freyne  estate,  and 
there  was  no  comparison  between  them. 
The  De  Freyne  tenants  were  far  more 
miserable   than    the  Glenl)eigh  tenants*  . 
One  house  was  burnt  at  Glenbeigh  in 
1887.     Under  the  protection  of  the  right 
hon.     Gentleman's     police     13     houses 
were   thrown  down  and  burned  on  the 
De  Freyne  estate,  and  there  was  not  a 
Gladstonian  Member  who  had  whispered 
it  throughout  England  or  in  this  House. 
He  had  never  seen  a  more  ghastly  sight 
than  the  De  Freyne  estate,  unless  it  were 
the  neighbouring  estate  of  Lord  Dillon. 
They    had   there   an   estate   of    pauper 
tenants  who   could   not   pay  their  rent. 
There  they  had  a  long  stretch  of  land 
almost  bogland  ;  they  had  between   the 
two   estates   between   6,000  and   7,000 
human  beings  crowded  together,  but  the 
two  estates  would  not  provide  sustenance 
for  600  tenants.     The  hon.  Member  for 
North    Dublin   was    perfectly   accurate 
when  he  said  last  night  that  the  tenants 
did    not  pay   their   rent    on   Lord    De 
Frevne's  esUite.     That  would  be  an  im« 
possibility.     There  was  no  economic  rent 
out  of  huid  of  that  kind.     But  when  ho 
had    said   all   this    it  did  not  affect  th<» 
action  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  w»« 
not  in  a  position  to  prevent  it,  and  whc» 
only  had   his  duty  to  perform.     He  (Mr- 
Russell)  did  not  know  Lord  De  Freyno» 
and   had   never  seen  him  in  his  life,  bnt^ 
there  was  this  to  be  said  for  him,  at  ifcll 
events :    that  ho  had   succeeded  to   tli^i* 
wretched    inheritance,   lived    upon     th^ 
estate,  and,  he  supposed,  tried  to  do    li*^ 
best.     If  they  were  not  going  to  abolii" 
the  right  of  private  property  altogetb< 
what  could    be   done  in   cases   such 
this  ?       Let  them  take  the  case  of    tJi< 
man    Barrett,  whose  house  was    burn* 
down,  and  ho  would  take  it  as  a  saiiyp*^ 
oi  the  whole.    In  1882  his  rent  was  J&l® 
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a  year,  and  under  the  Arrears  Act  of 
1882  rent  amouuting  to  £76  lOs.  was 
wipetl  out  bj  the  hiiidlord,  tlie  tenant 
gettiog  acleau  slate  then.  In  May,  1 88i5, 
there  was  a  decree  for  a  year  and  a-halfs 
rent — that  was  to  say,  Barrett  paid  nothing 
after  he  had  settled  under  the  Arrears 
Act,  and  in  Oetol»er,  1883,  judgment  was 
H^iven  and  the  money  paid.  lie  was  said 
to  have  sub-let  his  laud  to  a  man  named 
Flannery,  who  farmed  the  land  for  him, 
aud  he  went  to  England.  The  real  truth 
was  that  he  owe^l  money  to  Flannery, 
and  Flannery  got  possession  of  the  land 
Id  onier  that  the  debt  should  be  paid. 

Mr.  HARKINGTO^^  :    He  did    not 
pftT  the  rent. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  that  in 

1883  there  was  a  decree  for  three  years' 

rent.     Barrett  was  made  a  caretaker,  and 

be  re-took    possession,    and    he    was   in 

p»?ession  until  December,  1893.     With 

tbe  exception  of  a  year  and  a-half's  rent 

Birrett  ha«l  not  paid  a  copper  to  Lord 

RsFrevne   since  he   settled.     lie  could 

nderstand    sympathy    being    expressed 

fer  these  poor  people,   but    they   should 

w  blame  the  law  or  the  officers  of   the 

liv  who  hjid  to  see  to  its  execution.    He 

mid  go  through  other  cases,  and  show 

tbt  they  were  all  on  fours  with  the  case 

•C Birrett— eases  of  pauper  tenants  who 

ttild  uot  pay  rent,  and  only  paid  it  out 

rfisbour  in  England   when  it  was  paid. 

TW  ea^e  of  Lord  De  Freyne  was  as  sad 

»ft«»s  they  could  possibly   have.     IK' 

»*iied    to    put    a    point    to    the   Chief 

fefttary,  and  it  was  one  upon  which  he 

fi^tto  give  an  explanation.  The  course 

fiTfUed  by  the  Le^uler  of  the  Opposition, 

■^  Chief  Secretary,   was   this:     The 

«riffwent  to  the  place,  and  the  police 

**ibv  while  the  actual   eviction   was 

m 

*Tieil  out,  and  after  that  was  done  the 

fiiiw  retired,  emergency  men  being  left 

•  tbe  houses    who    were    ])aid   by  the 

Wlord,  or  the    houses    were  barricaded 

■F^D-l  left  to  their  fate.     This  was  done 

fc*lH86  to  1892.  But  on  the  De  Freyne 

***e  he  did  not  find  emergency  men   in 

I'l^wion,  but  he  found  the  Koyal  Con- 

J^'^ltry  inside    the    ruins,    j)rotecting 

'^Ik  Freyne's   property.     This  was 

J^Herodiug  Herod.    The  Conservative 

wernment  did  not  dare  to  do  anything 

I'jJhj   kiud;    but    the    present  Chief 

J^fWary   converted    the    constabulary 

•oemertreiicy  nii.'U. 

.*^  Logan  (Leicestershire,  S.)  de- 
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])erty,  during  the  Chief  Secretaryship  of 
the  Leader  of  the  Oj^position,  he  saw 
the  constabulary  in  charge  of  houses 
from  which  tenants  had  l>een  evicted. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  the 
hon.  Memlicr  was  mistaken.  Mr. 
Olphert  had  put  caretakers  into  those 
ruiued  houses,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman gave  them  police  protection  ;  but 
that  was  a  different  thing  from  convert- 
ing the  police  into  emergency  men. 

Mk.  LOGAN  said,  there  were  no 
caretakers  in  the  houses,  several  of 
which  were  in  the  charge  of  the  con- 
stabulary. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  might  have  believed  that  that 
was  the  case,  but  the  whole  thing  would 
have  been  utterly  illegal,  in  his  opinion. 
The  constabulary  might  have  been  in 
the  houses,  but  they  were  there  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  caretakers, 
whereas  the  present  Chief  Secretary  had 
used  the  police  as  emergency  men,  who 
had  to  be  paid  for  by  the  landlords  under 
the  late  Government. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  made  that  statement  in  print.  I 
have  submitted  it  to  the  persons  con- 
cerned, and  it  is  denied. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  said,  he  was 
there  on  the  spot  and  s|)oke  to  them, 
lie  affirmed  that  it  was  so. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  :   So  do  I. 

Mr.  T.  VV.  RUSSELL  said,  that  with 
all  respect  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
it  was  a  thing  he  had  personally  wit- 
nessed, and  he  was  uot  going  to  accept 
the  anonymous  information  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlenum  on  the  subject.  He 
must  stand  bv  what  he  saw  for  hhnself. 
As  regarded  the  poverty  of  the  people 
and  the  wretchedness  of  their  holdings, 
ihcse  evictions  were  ni(»re  atrocious  than 
nnv  he  had  seen  in  Ireland.  All  Eng- 
land  was  made  to  ring  with  the  atrocities 
attributed  to  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, but  no  Gladstonian  Member  had 
said  a  word  in  the  House  or  out  of  it 
about  the  action  of  the  present  Chief 
Secretary.  This  showed  that  the 
Gladstonians  were  not  animated  by 
sympathy  with  the  Irish  tenants,  but 
that  the  object  of  their  action  was  simply 
to  plant  themselves  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House.  He  wished  to  allude 
now  to  the  subject  of  public  meetings. 
He  did  not  deny  the  right  of  the  Go- 
verument  to  su])press  them  ;  he\\eU\\\uvV 
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pressed  ;    but   the  Chief   Secretary  had 
protested    against    the     suppression    of 
them,  and  at  Tipperary  lent  his  personal 
assistance  to  disorder.     ["  Oh  I  "]  That 
was  the  result  ;    and   if  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman    had    not   gone   there    there 
would  have  been  no  disorder.       A  good 
deal  of  the  display  was  got  up  simply  to 
impress  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     The 
meetings   suppressed   by  the  late  Chief 
Secretary    were    mainly    meetings    con- 
vened   to    intimidate     those    who    had 
taken    farms    from    which    tenants    had 
been     evicted,    and     the     Government 
were      right      in      suppressing      them. 
What  had  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
done  '^     The  only  difference  between  the 
two  right   hon.  Gentlemen  was  that  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  had  played  with 
the  thing.     When  a  man  took  a  vacant 
farm  he  was  denounced  as  a  land-grabber, 
and,  supposing  he  refused  to  be  intimi- 
dated, a   public   meeting   was   arranged 
to  be  held  on  the  farm,  or  at  the  gate 
of   the   farm,   and    what   did    the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  do?     Did  he  state  em- 
pliatically  that  the  meeting  would  not  be 
allowed  ?     Not  at   all.      He   would  not 
allow  a  meeting  to  be  held  on  the  farm, 
or   within  a  mile  of  it  ;  but  what  differ- 
ence  did    that  make  ?     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allowed  meetings   to  be  held 
just  beyond  the   mile  limit,  so  that  they 
were  effective  for  the  intended  purpose  of 
intimidation.     That  was  simply  playing 
with  the  law,  and  allowing  these  men  to 
carry  out   their  object.     It  was  all  very 
well  to  talk  about  the  state  of  agrarian 
Ireland  at   the  present  time,  but  there 
was  a  good  deal   that  had   not  come  to 
light.     No  doubt,  the  change  of  venue  in 
the  case  of   the  Clare  prisoners  was  a 
change  made  under  the  Winter   Assize 
Act  ;   but  at  the  Clare  Spring  Assizes 
117  cases  of  crime  were  reported  by  the 
police ;  in  five  cases  only  were  persons 
brought  to  trial  ;  in  four  cases  the  juries 
disagreed  ;  and   in   one  case  a  murderous 
assault  was  reduced  to  a  common  assault. 
This  was  the  result  of  trying  such  cases 
in  County  Clare.     But  at  Cork  the  pri- 
soners from  Clare  were   convicted.     At 
Limerick  Mr.  Justice   Gibson   declared 
that  there  was  absolute  immunity  in  the 
County  of  Limerick  for  agrarian  crime. 
And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  described 
this  as  a  satisfactory  state  of  matters.  It 
was  satisfactory  for  those  who  committed 
crime,  hut  not  (or  those  who  lived  with- 
,out  that  protection  trom  the  law  towbicVi 

^r.   T.  W.  Russell  * 


they  were  entitled.  He  did  not  find 
fault  with  the  Chief  Secretary  for  carry- 
ing out  the  law.  He  was  bound  to  do  it, 
and  every  man  who  took  his  office  would 
be  bound  to  do  it,  and  he  honoured  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  effort  he 
had  made  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  did 
not  think  that  Members  of  this  House 
who  were  active  in  a  crusade  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  for  doing 
the  same  thing  as  the  present  Chief 
Secretarv  had  done  should  be  silent 
when  these  things  were  taking  place — 
when  there  had  been  more  than  1,000 
evictions  in  18  months.  He  knew  that 
the  figures  for  agrarian  crime  were,  low,  j 
but  there  was  a  great  deal  under  the  j 
surface  by  means  of  agencies.  A  change 
of  circumstances  might  occur,  the  old 
machinery  might  be  let  loose  at  anj 
moment,  and  to  be  forewarned  was  to  be 

Mr.   HARRINGTON  (Dublin,  Har-  . , 
hour)  said,  that  when  the  Chief  Secretary 
rose  the  previous  night  to  address  the 
House  in  defence  of  his  Irish  administn^    -^ 
tion  he   regretted    that   the  right   hoou 
Gentleman,  owing  to  his  anxiety  to  reply 
early  in   the  Debate,  had   not  heard  the 
whole  of  the  facts  of  this  lamentable  case  • 
of  the  De  Freyne  estate. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wera 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.    HARRINGTON    said,   he    re*  , 
gretted  the    intervention    of   the  Chief 
Secretary  at  such  an  early  stage  of  thtti 
Debate  all  the  more  because  of  the  ex-*^^ 
traordinary  statements  in  the  right  hoM«. 
Gentleman's    speech.      One    thing 
perfectly  clear,  and  that  was  that  eiti 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no 
tunity  of  making  himself  conversant  wit 
the   facts  of  the   case,  or  he  had 
grossly  and  even  criminally  deceived 
those  on  whom  he  trusted  for  his  infi 
mation.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  whole  question  was  whether,  in 
De  Freyne  proceedings,  the  Govern 
went  one  jot  or  tittle  outside  the  li 
in  which  they  were  bound  to  act  ? 
would  take  up  the  challenge  of  the 
hon.   Gentleman,    and    he    thought 
would  succeed  in  showing  that  not 
did    the   Government   act    outside 
which  they  were  compelled  to  do  by  I 
law,   but  that  almost  every  act  of 
Irish   administration  in  connection 
\  iVi&l  %%tate  was  an  act  outside  the  i 
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of  Ita  duties,  and  really  an  act  of  parti- 
sanship in  the  warfare  between  landlords 
mod  tenants   in  Ireland.      He   bad   bad 
eonsidersble  experience  of   agitation   in 
Ireland,  and   of   cases   of  extraordinary 
partisanship    by   the    Executive  of    the 
day  in  connection  with  agrarian  disputes 
of  this  kind,  but  he  had  never  known  a 
esse  where  the  Executive  bad  so  com- 
pletely and   thoroughly  let  itself  to  the 
kndlord  class  on  the  one  side  as  against 
the  tenants    on    the  other   in    a    more 
fioleutly  partisan  manner  than  had  been 
done  on  the  De  Freyne  estate.     It  was 
nrely  they  found  occupying  the  position 
d  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  one  in  whom 
tkey  had   confidence,  and  in   tbe  case  of 
He  right  hon.  Gentleman  it  was  painful 
far  them    to    have  to  call   attention   to 
fttstioiis  of  this  kind,  but   it  was  their 
kxj  to  protect  their  people  from  gross 
libdministration  of  the  law  whomsoever 
light  be  the  head  of  the  Executive.     He 
Wild  not  go  into  the  character  of  the 
Ufings     on     the     De    Freyne    estate. 
They    were     well     and    ably     touched 
ifn  in  the  speech    of  the  bon.  Mem- 
hr  for     South     Tyrone ;     and     differ- 
'■{(    from      that      hon.     Member      so 
liddj  as  he   did  on   general  questions, 
•A  litogether  as  to  the  purpose  to  whicb 
tk  hon.  Member  intended  to  apply  bis 
vbcmtions,    he    nevertheless    thanked 
fa  for  the  sympathetic  expressions  he 
md  towards  the  tenantry  on  that  estate. 
faill,24or  25  evictions  took  place.  The 
]Meetion  of  the  police  was  sought  for 
fca.    He  was  not  going  to  say  that  the 
PMeetion  of  the  police  could  or  sbould 
W denied  by  the  Chief  Secretary  of  tbe 
^  for  the  purpose  of  evictions,  but  be 
■i^t  observe   tbat    when   tbe   ])reseut 
^  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  M. 
Bcks-Beach)    was   Chief    Secretary   be 
ttavised  a  very  discriminating  care  and 
HsB^t   in   giving  the   police  for  the 
fvpoies  of  evictions.    When  application 
*Miiuule  to  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fcr  the   assistance    of    the    police — as 
iffttred  from  his  own  statement  extorted 
hn  him  in  the  witness-box — be  got  all 
^fii;K8  before  him,  inquired  into  all  tbe 
Mtnmstances  of  the  rent,  valuation,  and 
Mitioo  of  the  holding  and  the  capacity 
tf  the  tenant  to  pay,  and  without  refusing 
^  assistance  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
*nt  of  the  day,  or  putting  himself  in  a 
^MiUon  of  being  censured  for  absolute 
Mfiial,  he  brought  all  the   pressure  he 
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landlord   who   was   going  in  for  whole- 
sale  evictions   of    that   character.     The 
case  of  tbe  De  Freyne  estate  was  un- 
doubtedly one  which  sbould  have  attracted 
the  sympathy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  when  the  application  for  police 
assistance  was   made  sbould   have  exer- 
cised a  more  discriminating  i>ower.     Tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  denied  that  he  had 
granted  tbe  assistance  of  the  police  for 
tbe  purpose  of  carrying  out  evictions.  Ho 
would  take  up  the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s 
challenge — a  challenge  to  tbe  effect  that 
tbe    Executive    of    tbe    day    bad    done 
nothing  but  what  they  were  compelled  to 
do.     He  maintained  tbat  not   only  had 
they  done  what  they  were  not  compelled 
to    do,    but    they   bad   deliberately   and 
knowingly  lent  the  services  of  the  police 
for     purposes    which    were     absolutely 
illegal.      And    be    submitted    that    tbe 
Minister  was  to  be  held  responsible  in 
tbat  House  for  the  action  of  tbe  police. 
He  bad  before  him  the  facts  of  a  case  in 
which  a  police  officer  at  tbe  head   of  a 
force,  tbe  assistance  of  whicb   had  been 
given    to    carry    out    certain    evictions, 
deliberately  turneil  aside  from  the  duty  to 
wbich  he  had   been  appointed,  and  gave 
police  protection   to   an  act  outside  the 
scope  of  his  duty.     That  was  an  officer, 
too,  to  whom  the  right  bon.   Gentleman 
paid  high  testimony  on  the  previous  night. 
He  would  cite  the  facts  of  tbe  case.  One 
of  the  tenants  on   the  De  Frevue  estate 
— Mary   Moran — was  originally  evicted 
in  1891.     She  re-took  possession,  and  for 
a  year  and  a  half  remained  undisturbed. 
That  was  under  the  late  Administration, 
and  when  the  Crimes  Act  was  in  full  force. 
The  landlord  might  have  summoned  her 
for  trespass,  he  might  have  re-executed 
his   decree   of    possession,   or   he   might 
have    proceeded    either    under    tbe   pro- 
visions  of  the    Crimes    Act    or   of    tbe 
ordinary  law.     But  be  did  not  care  to  do 
anything,  so  he  allowed  the  woman  to 
till  and  crop  her  land  for  over  two  years. 
But  then  came  a  series  of  evictions  carried 
out  by  tbe  agent,  under  tbe  protection  of 
the  police  officer,  there  being  a  perfectly 
friendly  understanding  between  the  two. 
Tbe  agent  discarding  the  legal  reme<lies 
open  to  him,  went  to  tbe  house  under  tbe 
protection    of  tbe   police,   broke    in    tbe 
door,   removed    the  rafters,  anil    allowed 
the  roof  to  fall   in.      Tbe  Insf>ector  of 
Police  admitted  in  Court  tbat  he  knew 
these  acts  to  be  illegal,  and  vritVi  t\\«A> 
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them  committed.  The  law  laid  down  at 
the  trial,  which  was  an  outcome  of 
these  evictions,  was  that  an  assembly, 
even  to  f»uforce  a  legal  right,  was  un- 
lawful, but  it  appeared  that  an  agent  who 
availed  himself  of  the  presence  of  the 
police  to  overawe  the  unfortunate  tenantry 
was  not  to  be  proceeded  against.  Was 
that  acting  fairly  as  between  the  two 
parties  in  Ireland,  as  the  Executive  ought 
surely  to  do  ?  If  ever  there  was  a  case 
in  which  gross  misconduct  on  the  part  of 
an  agent  ought  to  have  been  dealt  with 
by  the  Government  it  was  this  case.  The 
law  had  been  overridden  by  an  agent 
under  the  protection  of  the  police,  and  the 
Executive  of  the  day  only  awoke  to  a 
sense  of  the  violation  of  the  law  when 
some  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Ireland 
went  on  to  the  land  and  endeavoured  to 
secure  shelter  for  the  unfortunate  tenants. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to 
defend  conduct  such  as  that  ?  In  all  his 
long  experience  of  Irish  administration 
he  hud  never  known  a  single  case — and 
they  had  had  many  to  deal  with — under 
anv  administration  in  which  the  law  had 
been  so  violated  and  in  which  the  Ex- 
ecutive had  so  unfairly  taken  up  sides. 
There  was  another  Statute  which  had 
been  violated  in  this  case — a  Statute 
which  called  on  the  landlord  or  agent 
carrying  out  evictions  to  inform  the 
relieving  officer,  so  that  food  and  shelter 
might  be  provided  for  the  evicted.  But 
no  such  notice  was  given,  and  yet  the 
agent's  conduct  had  been  in  no  way  re- 
sented by  the  Government  of  the  day  ; 
the  authorities  ha<l  not  put  the  law 
in  force  against  him,  and  they  had 
not  punished  him  for  his  misconduct, 
although  the  breach  of  the  law 
was  perfectly  plain  and  indisputable. 
The  agent  was  never  prosecuted,  and  the 
Distiict  Inspector,  who  was  present,  and 
who  looked  on  while  the  roof  of  the 
house  WHS  being  thrown  down,  received 
a  high  commendation  for  character  from 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  last  evening.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  nnule  another  verv  remarkable 
statement  last  nigiit.  He  had  given  as  a 
reason  for  tho  presence  of  the  police  at 
these  evictit^ns  in  sn(!h  large  numbers 
that  certain  threats  had  been  made  in 
speeches  delivered  before  the  evictions. 
He  (Mr.  Harrinirton)  did  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
serious  in  thnt  sfatement  ;  because,  as 
»    matter  of  fact,  there   was   no  moet- 

-^^.  HarrmgtoH 


ing  in  connection  wiih  the  evic- 
tions until  a  month  after  the  house- 
breaking. The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
like  all  his  predecessors,  seemed  to  depend 
for  his  information  on  the  very  people 
whose  conduct  was  the  subject  ot  com- 
plaint. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
clared, on  the  information  supplied  to 
him,  that  the  police  were  not  present 
when  possession  was  taken  of  the  houses 
and  when  the  houses  were  demolished. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  did  not  sav  that. 
I  said  that  the  police  were  not  present 
when  those  houses  of  which  the  tenants  had 
retaken  forcible  possession  were  levelled. 

Mr.  HARRINGTON  said,  that  if 
that  was  so  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been  misreported.  But  even  that 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  be  substantiated.  There  had 
been  a  good  deal  of  controversy  as  to 
whether  the  police  were  or  were  not 
present  protecting  the  persons  engaged 
in  the  work  of  levelling  the  houses.  The 
reason  he  (Mr.  Harrington)  and  his 
friends  drew  so  much  attention  to  this 
subject  of  house  levelling  was  because  it 
was  simply  a  policy  of  exasperation.  The 
landlord  could  easily  have  obtained  pos- 
session of  the  houses  without  resort  to  such 
a  proceeding,  and  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  his  object  had  been  to  exasperate 
his  poor  tenants  and  their  neighbours, 
and  the  shopkeepers  to  whom  they  might 
be  in  debt — to  create  a  feeling  of  bitter- 
ness in  the  minds  of  these  unfortunate 
men,  which  was  only  too  often  the  fore- 
runner of  crime  and  disorder.  Yet  in 
this  case  the  officer  of  the  police,  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  himself,  must  have 
known  that  it  was  the  intention  of  tb^ 
agent  in  this  campaign  of  eviction 
demolish  the  houses  ;  and  surely  if  ev< 
there  was  a  case  in  which  a  Chief  Seen 
tarv  had  a  rij^ht  to  exercise  discretion 
to  whether  he  would  give  or  withhoU 
police  protection  for  a  time — whether  1»« 
would  delay  proiU'edings  or  allow  them,  tc 
take  place  instantly — this  was  the  ciird^ 
The  case  was  one  which  was  calculat^?*^ 
to  create  bud  blood,  where  it  was  the  i in- 
tention of  the  landlord,  not  only  to  evic?< 
the  tenants,  but  to  shut  thorn  out  of  »H 
hope  of  ever  living  in  their  old  hom«^» 
and  the  assistance  of  the  police  had  \yeGTA 
given,  without  question,  in  support 
that  policy.  As  to  whether  the  poIi< 
were  or  were  not  present  at  the  levellini^ 
here  was  what  the  agent  had  himsdl* 
said  at,  iViG  livaU     He  was  asked — 
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wcT  was — 

i;r  talkol  to  the  police  about  the  case  ; 
knew  the  i>olice  would  not  bcallowocl 
h  me  in  tliese  cases, 
•airetta'  name  on  the  list  you  gave  to 

»  • Vo 

rem  any  conversation  about  going  to 
4 — I  may  have  had. 
m  SLiiv  conversation  with  Mr.  Roberts 
:rict  Insiiector)  ? — I  had.  As  I  was 
Mr.  lU>bert8  he  said,  '  Is  this  an 
'  an.l  I  said  '  No.'  " 

owed  that  this  police  fiinctionary 

LHt    he   was  going  to  assist  the 

I  doiug  what  was  an  illegal  act. 

-examiiiatioQ  the  agent  said — 

Hilice  were  not  present  when  I  was 
ilown    the    houses,    but    they   were 
lint  ling  distance." 

'.  MORLKIT :  I  never  mentioned 

iiioc  distance.^^ 

lARRlNGTON:  No;   but  the 

did.     Surelv  if   the   distinction 

It    hou.    Gentleman    desired   to 

'».'«     that    the    police   were    not 

t "  because  they  were  not  physi- 

;   the  spot,  although   they   were 

jail,  he  (Mr.  Harrington)  failed 

uy  force  in  his  contention.     The 

arainatiou  went  on — 

Mr.  Robert,s  remonstrate  witli  you  ? — 
le  «i;iid  he  would  not  give  police  pro- 
*r  levelling  houses." 

J.  MORLEY  :  Hear,  hear  ! 
HARRINGTON  :    But  he  was 

Virtually  the  assistance  of  the 
was    given     in     support     of    an 

act,  although  they  might  not 
>eeQ  standing  round  the  houses 
rhev  were  demolished.  The  uiirent 
the  police   were    not   out  of  the 

when   the   levelling  took  place." 

i  a.sked — 

*  ihey  .">U0  yards  away? — I  do  not 
iiere  they  were. 

^je  (Mr.   Roberts)   make    any    remon- 

with  you  .'—No. 

''^•T  raised  anv  doubt  in  vour  mi  ml  as 

•r'iJility  of  the  business  you  were  jroing 

-No.*" 

laut  Morau,  it  was  well  known, 
^11  in  possession  of  his  house  for 
'<^'ars,  with  the  knowledge  of  the 
A  und  had  cropped  the  land  for 
years,  and  the  agent  threw  him 
^liout  a  new  process  of  eviction, 
district  Inspector  and  the  police 
proceeded  with  the  agent 
boiijKj  of  another  tenant,  where 
ie  thing  took  place.  Barrett  had 
evicted    iu     1892.       Immediately 


im8i>eftktotheiK»liceal>outthisca4ie.'"  I  and    it    was    p?tated    in    evidence   at  the 

Petty  Sessions  Court  that  the  agent,  long 
subsequent    to   the  eviction,  visiteil  him 
or  his  family  on   the  holding,  and  had  a 
conversation   with   them  as  to  the  pay- 
ment of  rent,  and  the   usual   notice  was 
served  upon   him   to  come  into  the  office 
and  pay  his  rent.     Any  lawyer  or  Judge 
iu  any  other   country  would    have   held 
that    those   circumstances  raised  a  pre- 
sumption of  tenancy  which  would  have 
rendered  it  inevitable  to  take  the  case 
before   a    jury.     He    (Mr.    Harrington) 
called  attention  to  this,  because  it  was  in 
the  case  of  Barrett  that  another  action 
of  the  Executive  was  founded,  including 
the    prosecution    of    two    of    his    hon. 
Colleagues.     Altogether,  there  were  24 
or  25  illegal  evictions  carried  out,  and  16 
houses  thrown  down  ;  and  the  action  of 
the   agent  in    the  matter,  although  tiie 
Chief  Secretary  had  not  taken  cognisance 
of    it,   was   highly  questionable,   if    not 
positively  criminal.     For  what  did   the 
agent  do  ?     He  forcibly  put  Barrett  out 
of  possession  without  the  presence  of  the 
Sheriff,  and  he  then   lifted  the  roof  tree 
and    threw   down    the   house.     On    the 
following  day,    passing    the   ruins,    the 
agent   observed    smoke   ascending    from 
what  had  been  the  hearth  of    this  un- 
fortunate family.     He  immediately  went 
up  to  the  ruins  and  set  fire  to  them.   The 
agent  set  fire  to  the  roof  while  a  child  was 
sheltered  in  the  ruins;  but  tiie Executive 
took  no  step   in   the  matter.     He   (Mr. 
Harrington)    did   not   mean    to   suggest 
that   the   agent   knew   that    there    was 
someone  in  the  ruins  when  he  fired  them, 
but,  at  any  rate,  he  exposed  himself  to 
the  severe  penalties  of  the  Statute  bear- 
ing upon  the  firing  of  dwellings.  Although 
the  house  was  in  ruins,  the  agent  regarded 
it  as  a  dwelling  likely  to  give  refuge  to 
the  evicted  family,  hence  his  final  effort 
to   destrov  it.     The  child   in  the   ruins 
was   burnt,  and,  although   the  fact  was 
published  in  the  newspapers,  the  Execu- 
tive did  not  put  the  agent  on  his  trial. 
When,  after  the  lapse  of  a  month,  the  un- 
fortunate man  Barrett  hiujselt'  attempted 
to    vindicate   the    law,    the    Crown    was 
in    no    way    represented     at    the    trial. 
The  agent  was  duly  returned  for  trial  by 
two  Magistrates  ;  but  presumably  because 
he  was  a  land  agent,  and  had  resources  at 
his  command,  a  Tnotion   was  made  in  the 
Court    of  Queen's    Bencii   in   Dublin — a 
motion  almost  unhoard  of  lu  tUk  iioww- 


"^  the  man  took  re-posseanion  ;    try — to  quiwh  the  decisiou  o£  the  ^a^v^- 


287 


Add 


ress  t/i 


(COMMONS} 


Answer  to  Her 


288 


trates  committiug  the  man  for  trial.  To 
show  that  there  was  at  least  some  shred 
of  character  still  attaching  to  Irish  legal 
procedure,  the  Court  held  that  it  had  uot 
power  to  interfere,  but  what  did  it  do  ? 
Why,  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  in  deliver- 
ing judgment  entered  into  the  question 
of  the  conduct  of  the  agent  in  setting 
fire  to  Barrett^s  house,  and  held  that  it 
did  not  constitute  an  offence  under  the 
law.  It  was  a  monstrous  doctrine  to  lay 
down  that,  because  the  house  was  in  a 
state  of  ruin,  it  could  not,  therefore,  be 
regarded  as  a  dwelling  under  the  Act. 
Surely  the  right  doctrine  to  hold  was 
that  the  State  intended  the  provision  to 
have  a  bearing  on  the  safety  of  human 
life  in  places  which  afforded  shelter  to 
human  beings,  whether  of  a  permanent  or 
temporary  kind.  There  Avas  something 
further.  The  case  wetft  before  the 
Grand  Jury  of  Roscommon,  and  Mr. 
Justice  Madden  ap])ealed  to  them  rather 
than  to  an  ordinary  jury,  and  laid  down 
the  same  principle  as  that  laid  down  by 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  in  that  way 
fortifying  the  Grand  Jury — a  meftiber  of 
which  was  the  brother  of  Lord  Do 
Freyne,  the  employer  of  this  agent,  in 
throwing  out  the  bill.  The  Irish  Mem- 
bers complained  that  the  illegal  acts  to 
which  he  had  drawn  attention  should 
have  been  allowed  to  pass  without  notice. 
This  land  agent  was  on  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace  for  County  Roscommon 
when  he  burnt  this  dwelling,  when  he 
overrode  the  law,  refusing  to  avail  him- 
self of  its  ordinary  provisions  for  re- 
assuming  possession  of  this  property. 
He  was  still  retained  on  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace,  notwithstanding  these 
illegal  acts.  What  the  Irish  Members 
complained  of  was  that,  although  this 
gentleman  violated  the  law,  the  Chief 
Secretary  never  set  the  law  in  motion 
against  him,  and  that  the  first  act  of  the 
Irish  Executive — the  first  evidence  tliev 
gave  of  authority  in  this  matter — was,  a 
month  after  the  evictions,  to  take 
proceedings  against  two  hon.  Members 
and  several  other  persons,  who  went 
down  to  the  district  to  provide  shelter 
for  the  unfortunate  evicted  tenants.  The 
houses  had  been  demolished,  and  the 
people  were  sheltering  themselves  as  best 
they  could  amongst  the  ruins  of  their 
homes.  His  colleagues,  by  means  of 
their  own  money  and  the  funds  they 
collected  in  the  district^  endeavoured  to 
procure  shelter  for  the  homeless.     That 
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was  the  criminal  act  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  thought  it 
his  duty  to  resent.  Mr.  Blakeney  was 
allowed  to  go  by  the  board.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  in  the 
course  he  took  he  was  enforcing  the  law, 
but  that  was  uot  the  case.  It  was  clear 
to  anyone  who  studied  the  matter  that 
the  administration  had  been  lending 
itself  to  the  advancement  of  the  interests 
of  the  landlords.  One  of  the  summonses 
was  defended  on  the  ground  that  its 
object  was  the  maintenance  of  the  public 
peace.  The  charge  was  that  of  '*  unlaw- 
ful assembly.**  Going  on  to  the  farm  of 
the  man  Barrett — which  he  had  tilled  for 
two  years  after  his  eviction  without  dis- 
pute, and  as  to  the  payment  of  the  rent 
for  which  he  was  in  negotiation  with  the 
agent — was  held,  forsooth,  to  be"  unlaw- 
ful assembly.**  He  could  understand 
such  a  charge  being  made  if  it  had  re- 
ference to  going  upon  a  holding  im- 
mediatelv  after  an  eviction  which  had 
taken  place  according  to  due  process  of 
law  ;  but  the  policy  of  proceeding  against 
men  for  going  upon  land  two  years  after 
an  eviction  seemed  to  him  merely  making 
up  the  arrears  of  the  work  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester, and  vindicating  that  right  hon* 
Gentleman*s  policy.  Did  anyone  sup-* 
pose  that  if  the  meeting  for  which  his 
hon.  Colleagues  were  prosecuted  had 
taken  place  the  day  before  Barrett^l 
house  was  burnt,  on  the  invitation  ot 
Barrett,  the  law  would  have  been  set  is. 
motion  against  them  ?  Certainly  not^ 
Then,  if  the  act  of  the  agent  in  dispoo 
sessing  Barrett  was  not  legal  how  cou 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chi 
Secretary  contend  that  for  two  or  th 
men  to  go  on  the  land  a  month  after  tha^i 
illegal  act  constituted  an  "unlawfW::m 
assembly"  ?  But  other  summonses  w 
for  trespassing  on  the  lands  of  Lord 
Freyne  for  the  purpose  of  buil 
houses.  Lord  De  Freyne  himself  h 
issued  summonses  for  that  ;  therefo 
what  need  had  there  been  for  the  £1 
ecutive  to  take  the  matter  up  ? 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  See 
tary  asked  if  they  could  show  that 
had  gone  one  jot  or  tittle  beyond  w 
he  was  bound  to  do  ;  and  in  reply  he  ( 
Harrington^  declared  that  the  right  Ik^' 
Gentleman  had  done  more  than  he  W 
justified  in  doing,  unless  his  object  ^^^\^. 
show  himself  a  partisan  of  the  landloxw^ 
TVie  \xoYi.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
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asome  reference  to  the  condition  of  these 

tenants,    and    asked    them    what   thej 

thought  it  would  be  possible  for  Lord  De 

Frejne    to  do.     Well,    he  did  not  know 

anyone  in  Ireland  who  hold  the  doctrine 

that  Lord  De  Freyne  and  other  landlords 

wad  not  entitled  to  a  fair  rent.     Ho  (Mr. 

Harrington)  disclaimed  any  intention  of 

going  on  Lord  De  Freyne's  property  with 

the  obje<;t  of  depriving  his  Lordship  of 

any  rent  hu  was  justly  entitled  to,  but  the 

hon.  Meral>er  for  South  Tyrone  had  hini- 

;ielf  said    that   not   one    penny  of  rent 

<!Ould  be  earned  on  the  estate — that  the 

rent  was  merely  a  charge  for  living  in 

ooe^s  native  country.      The  unfortunate 

■an  Barrett  had  earned   £16  or   £17  in 

England    during   the    harvest,    and    he 

bd  returned    liome   to   pay    the    rent. 

Tbe  amount  he  tendered  was  refused,  and 

ke  was    Iwrrowing  the  remainder   from 

«ne  friends.      There  was  no  disposition 

to  avoid  the  payment  of  rent,  but  every- 

tae  knew  that  these  charges  were  kept 

(QQStantly    hanging  over   the   heads   of 

Iri<h  tenants   by  their  landlords.       He 

vmUI  invite  the  hon.  Member  for  South 

Tjione  to  co-operate  with  the  Nationalist 

Xmbeni  in  the  endeavour  to  procure  a 

«ttlement  on  the  De  Freyne  estate.    To 

^Te  tbe  hon.    Member  a  proof  of  their 

ttroestness  and  to  show  that  they  had 

MiDtention  of  carrying  on  the  quarrel 

*iwe  fair  treatment  was  offered   to  the 

taiB,  lie  would    say  that  they  were 

pepared   to   rebuild    the    houses    them- 

•l«iw,  and  to  give  one  year's  rent  to  the 

Ulonl  if  a  settlement  could  be  ohtaiucd. 

Titt  offer  they  had  made,  and  they  were 

l^^ired  to   carry    it   out.       The    hon. 

fciber  for    South    Tyrone,   from    his 

WrleJge  of  the  state  of  things,  must 

^  that  this  offer  was  a  fair  one.    He 

l«r.  Harrington)    had    brought    under 

fc notice  of  the  Chief  Secretary  a  con- 

«»o  of  things  on  this  estate  Aviiich   he 

•*  Mre  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 

•  suspicion  of  when  he  spoke  last 
•^ini^.  It  was  a  fact,  as  had  been 
F*nteil  out  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
So«nb  Tyrone,  that  the  police  had  acted 

•  ciretakers  on  the  De  Freyne  estate. 
^  (Mr.  Harrington)  had  been  in  the 
■tnct  for  some  time  engaged  in  the 
•ence  of  his  colleagues,  and  he  was 
•*»  from  his  own  observation,  to  corro- 
*nte  this  statement.  He  had  seen  the 
r^  taking  care  of  houses  for  weeks, 

•  emergency  men  being  employed. 
*•»»  had  never  been  a  case  in  Ireland 
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where  the  assistance  of  the  police  had 
been  lent  so  completely  and  thoroughly 
to  the  landlord,  to  save  him  expense. 
When  the  people  went  up  to  their  old 
holdings  the  police  went  up  to  them  and 
warned  them  away,  and  after  a  time,  as 
the  people  gathered  courage  and  refused 
to  be  warned  away,  the  police  sent  word 
to  the  landlord  and  the  bailiff  was  de- 
spatched to  put  the  people  off  the  land. 
Police  were  stationed  around  the  heaps 
of  stones  that  were  once  the  houses  of 
these  poor  peasants.  He  had  seen  as 
many  as  30  policemen  so  employed,  and 
those  people  who  declared  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  these  things  were  untrue 
were  unworthy  of  the  confidence  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Statements 
founded  on  testimony  of  such  people 
were  apt  to  shake  the  confidence  of  the 
Irish  people  in  the  present  Irish  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  T.  VV.  RUSSELL  said,  that  by 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  he  wished 
to  ask  what  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
going  to  do  after  the  explicit  statements 
that  iiad  been  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down  and  by  himself  as 
to  the  conduct  of  the  police  on  the  De 
Freyne  estate  ?  The  statement  which  he 
(Mr.  Russell)  had  to  make  was  to  this 
effect — that  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
had  gone  further  in  aid  of  the  De  Freyne 
property  than  the  late  Chief  Secretary 
had  gone  in  similar  cases,  and  that  ho 
had  absolutely  planted  members  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  in  these  ruined 
houses  to  do  the  work  of  caretakers  for 
Lord  De  Freyne.  He  made  that  state- 
ment after  having  been  there  and  seen 
the  police  in  the  dwellings  and  spoken  to 
them  ;  and  he  wished  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  whether,  in  view  of  the  cate- 
gorical statements  that  had  been  made  by 
Members  of  the  House,  he  was  now  pre- 
pared to  make  further  inquiry  into  this 
matter  ? 

Mk.  T.  HARRINGTON  said,  that 
technically,  of  course,  the  police  were  not 
in  the  houses,  but  they  were  on  the  spot 
where  the  houses  had  been.  They  were 
standing  within  the  walls,  and  would 
not  allow  anybody  inside.  Inside  the 
four  walls  standing  there  was  a  temporary 
shelter  for  the  police  from  the  weather, 
and  that  constituted  their  being  on  the 
premises. 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  felt  bound  to  state 
that  ho  was  on  the  estates  and  visited 
the  houses  on  each  occasion.    Ue  ac^'nt 
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the  police  inside  the  houses  on  more  than 
one  of  the  holdings.  The  roofs  of  all  the 
tenants*  dwellings  had  been  removed  and 
the  walls  somewhat  broken  ;  but  shelters 
had  been  put  up,  and  the  police  were  in 
possession,  and  would  not  let  anyone  in. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  assumed 
his  entire  ignorance  of  the  circumstances 
attending  the  evictions  ;  but  from  the 
very  first  he  apprehended  they  would 
give  rise  to  trouble  and  much  discussion, 
and  gave  orders  that  he  should  be  in- 
formed day  by  day  precisely  of  every 
particular — rent,  individuals,  and  every- 
thing else  connected  with  them.  So 
thoroughly  did  he  feel  himself  master  of 
the  facts  that  he  believed  he  could  stand 
a  cross-examination  upon  every  circum- 
stance of  the  evictions  as  well  as  anv 
Member  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
Debate.  He  was  quite  willing  to  verify 
what  he  was  about  to  say.  In  answer  to 
the  particular  question  put  to  him,  his 
clear  and  distinct  impression  was  that 
the  police  were  about  these  ruins  ;  they 
were  within  the  shelters,  if  the  hon. 
Member  liked  to  call  them  so,  because  they 
were  obliged  to  be  there  in  order  to  resist 
the  declared  intentions  of  some  of  the 
hon.  Membcr^s  friends  to  come  upon  the 
ground  and  defy  the  law.  He  was 
determined  that  that  should  not  be  done 
if  he  could  prevent  it,  but  the  police 
were  not  there  in  the  least  as  emergency 
men  for  the  purpose  solely  of  assisting 
the  landlords,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  had  said.  They  were  there, 
and  were  kept  there,  simply  in  order  to 
prevent  a  breach  of  the  peace  taking 
place  and  a  defiance  of  the  law  which 
gentlemen  who  ought  to  have  known 
better  had  threatened  to  carry  out. 

Dr.  KENKY  (Dublin, College  Green) 
protested  against  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  had  no  right 
to  make  such  an  attack  upon  his 
colleagues  and  himself.  At  the  same 
time,  they  fully  recognised  that  it  was 
his  most  earnest  desire  to  do  justice  to 
their  country.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  not  be  entirely  exonerated 
in  this  matter,  and  he  would  not,  of 
course,  allow  himself  to  be  exonerated  at 
the  expense  of  others.  But  the  charge 
against  him  was  this  :  When  they  looked 
around  them  and  saw  what  had  occurred 
under  his  regime,  comparing  it  with 
those  of  his  predecessors,  they  failed  to 
perceive  any  marked  dififerenoe.     Chief 
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Secretaries  came  and  went  in  Ireland, 
but  the  permanent  officials  remained  ; 
and  the  fault  they  found  with  him 
was  that,  like  other  Chief  Secre- 
taries, instead  of  endeavouring  to  get 
information  elsewhere  than  from 
the  accustomed  channels,  he  contented 
himself  with  accepting  statements  from 
the  very  persons  in  Ireland  of  whom  they 
ought  to  be  most  suspicious,  and  who 
were  in  most  cases  themselves  the  in- 
criminated parties.  The  great  majority 
of  the  permanent  officials  in  Ireland  were 
friends  and  nominees  of  the  landlord 
party  who  had  always  looked  upon  the 
country  as  made  for  their  special  behoof 
and  benefit,  and  not  as  a  country  of 
which  they  ought  to  be  the  obedient 
official  servants.  His  reason  for  address- 
ing the  House  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  draw  a  broad  dis- 
tinction between  the  jury-packing  under 
the  late  Administration  and  the  jury- 
packing  which  had  recently  been  prac- 
tised in  Ireland  under  his  own  regime* 
The  English  idea  had  always  been  that 
this  was  a  question  of  undue  proportions 
of  Protestants  and  Catholics  ;  but  they 
did  not  complain  on  that  ground  at  alL 
There  were  many  good  Nationalists  who 
were  Protestants,  and  they  did  not  care 
whether  a  jurjman  was  a  Protestant  or 
a  Catholic  ;  but  what  they  did  care 
about,  and  bitterly  complained  of,  was 
getting  juries  appointed  by  a  process  of 
selection  altogether  independent  of  reli- 
gious convictions.  The  point  was  that 
juries  had  been  so  selected.  A  jury  had 
been  selected  in  Cork  exactly  as  had 
been  done  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
predecessor.  That  process  of  selection 
was  what  constituted  the  essence  of  jury- 
packing,  which  was  one  of  the  raoet 
damnable  heresies  in  connection  with 
Irish  administration.  He  warned  the 
Chief  Secretarv  that  if  his  administra- 
tiou  was  to  proceed  on  these  lines  th^ 
Irish  people  would  utterly  fail  to  se^ 
what  advantage  it  was  to  confer  upock 
them.  He  offered  the  Irish  people  fo^T" 
this  maladministration  a  Bill  ^^  hung  up**^ 
indefinitely.  '^  Hanging  up  "  in  Irelamd 
had  ever  been  the  remedy  of  Englii 
statesmen  for  all  Irish  troubles  and  di: 
culties,  and  certainly  the  hanging  up 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  would  not  compevm- 
sate  the  Irish  people  for  the  gross 
of  jury-packing.  The  right  hon.  Gein 
man  was  not  the  man  to  repudiate  < 
single  word  of  the  great  Leader  wlaoB^ 
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memory  thej  had  a  right  to  honour,  and 
Mr.  Gladstone  had  said  that  this  system 
of  selecting  juries — the  jury-packing  of 
which  tliey  complained— dared  not  be 
practised  in  England.  The  system 
was  unknown  in  this  country.  No 
Minister  of  the  Crown  would  hold  Office 
for  a  day  if  he  attempted  to  pack  a  jury. 
It  was  not  done  in  the  rattening  cases  in 
Sheffield.  Rattening  was  put  down  by 
the  ordinary  law,  not  by  packing  juries. 
Mr.  Gladstone  in  1890  denounced  as  a 
poblic  licandal  the  appointment  of  u 
Judge  known  in  Ireland  as  "  Peter  the 
Packer"  to  the  Chief  Justiceship  as  a 
reward  for  his  work  at  Marvboroujch. 
That  was  jury-packing  as  barefaced  as 
•ver  octnirretl. 

Mr.  W.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
Ml,  when  it  became  his  duty  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Independent  Party  to  fro  down 
loRoecommon  he  went  to  carrv  out  the 
liw.   What  was  the  law  ?    As  be  under- 
ftood  it,  it  meant  tbe  protection  of  the 
imkagiiinst  the  oppression  of  the  strong. 
Wken  he  and  his  colleagues  were  aliout 
toiddress  a  meeting  in  Castlereagh  they 
»ie  their   object   quite   plain.      They 
£d  not   use    language  to  conceal  their 
tbooghts.     They  told   the  people   their 
object  in  the    presence  of  various  nota- 
Wues  called     police  -  sergeants,     who 
OHciseil  their  fuuctions  as  kings  of  the 
▼iiligw  adjacent.    There  were  no  higher 
wborities  than  those  gentlemen.    If  the 
•fcJBfl  of  their   meetinoc   was    unlawful, 
nr  was  the  meeting  not  proclaimed  ? 
ttey  had   banners,  and  the  peo})le  had 
Pife  protection  ;  and  if  that  constituted 
*  nnlawful  meetiu":  then  their  meeting 
vieanlawful.   They  declared  they  would 
"Tt  the    evictions   stopped,  and    they 
•*e  stopped,  and   the  occupants  of  the 
Tftwary  Bench  ought  to  be  very  much 
•■igftl  to  them   instead  of  prosecuting 
«m,  for  tbev  liad  rendered  the  path  of 
•«  iTOverument  in  Ireland  much  more 
•»f  than  if  those  meetings  had  not  taken 
FJ*e.   Their  dead   chief,  Mr.  Parnell, 
Wswd  he  would  Ije  well  satisfied  if  the 
"^Government  did  not  add  to  the 
Jjy^  of  Irish    evictions  ;   and    what 
J^occurreti  .^      Within   the   past  year 
W)  death  warrants,  as  the  late  Prime 
*jjj*er  called  them,  had   been  signed 
•wthen^yi/iie  of  the  Liberal  Govern- 
T^    All  the    gentlemen    who    went 
*^  the  country   with    photographic 
2**N  and  moved  and  seconded  resolu- 
"•Swere  now  seized  with  a  dumb  devil, 
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and  no  one  knew  their  intentions  upon 
this  particular  subject.     He  did  not  pre- 
tend  to   a   monopoly   of  intelligence,  a 
commodity  which  was  entirely  absorbed 
by  gentlemen  in  Government  Offices,  but 
he  should  say  that  the  only  portion  of 
Her   Majesty's   subjects  that   were  ter- 
rorised by  the  proceedings  in  Castlereagh 
were    the    Government.     He  did  think 
that   if  he  and   his   friends  were   to  be 
summoned   for    breaking    the  law   they 
ought  to  have  been  told  that  it  was  an 
illegal    act    before    it    was    committed. 
They  were  charged  with  having  made  a 
riot  at  that  place.     A  few  boys  had  made 
their  appearance ;  but  the  police?,  on  whom 
the  duty  of  maintaining  order  devolved, 
ran    away,   and    the    "riot,"    as   it  was 
called,  subsided  in  a  few  minutes.     With 
regard   to   the  Grand  Juries,  a  true  bill 
was  returned  against  Blake  by  the  friends 
of  the   landlords,  and  anyone  who  was 
acquainted  with  what  went  on  in  Ireland 
knew  that  a  true  bill  would  always  be 
returned  by  a  Grand  Jury  so  constituted. 
He   did   not  wish  to  detain  the  House 
further  than  to  say  that  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  occupied  the  Treasury  Benches 
imagined  that  by   pursuing  a  policy  of 
exasperation  against  the  Irish  Democracy 
they  were  going  to  ensure  the  sujiport  of 
the  Irish  people,  such  an  idea  would  be 
severely  discountenanced.    God  gave  the 
land  for  the  children  of  men,  and  not  for 
the  protection  of  the   landlords  ;  but  he 
did  not  believe  that  they  could  exact  any 
improvements  from  a  House  of  landlords, 
who  had  power  to  bring  about  a  state  of 
things  that  would  not  be  tolerated  in  any 
other  community.    Having  delivered  this 
speech  in   the  liberty  of  his  new-found 
freedom,  he  wanted  to  say  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  that  he  hoped  they  would 
never  be  drawn  into  a  trap,  which  was 
Liberalism  under   the  guise  of  landlord 
protection.     He  saw  no   reason  why  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  not 
accept  this  Amendment,  after  having  made 
what  he  judged  to  be  necessary  excisions. 

The  Cha-N'oellou  of  the  Exchequer 
rose  in  his  place,  and  claimed  to  move, 
'*  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Mr.  J.  REDMOND  :  No,  no ;  the 
Debate  was  finishing  when  you  got  up  to 
move  the  Closure.  Nobody  else  was 
going  to  speak  at  all. 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER:  Will 
hon.  Members  be  good  enough  to  leave 
the  Bar  of  the  House  in  order  to  enable 
Members  to  enter. 
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Adjournment, 


{COMMONS} 


Adjournment. 
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Question  put,  *'  That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  227  ; 
Noes  145. — (Division  List,  No.  4.) 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That 
those  words  be  there  added." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  12  ;  Noes 
351. — (Division  List,  No.  5.) 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
claimed,  '*  That  the  Main  Question,  as 
amended,  be  now  put." 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put  ac- 
cordingly, and  negatived. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  now 
to  move  that  the  following  Address  be 
presented  in  answer  to  the  Gracious 
•Speech  from  the  Throne 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON:  Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker,  I  wish  to  ask  you 
whetlier  it  is  not  contrary  to  the  im- 
memorial practice  of  this  House  for  the 
Mover  of  the  Address  not  to  wear  the 
uniform  befitting  his  rank  ?  If  you.  Sir, 
give  me  an  affirmative  answer,  as  I 
expect  will  be  the  case,  1  shall  ask  for 
leave  to  move  the  Adjournment  of  the 
House  for  20  minutes,  so  as  to  give  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  an  opportunity  of 
arraying  himself  in  the  garments  suitable 
to  the  dignified  position  which  he  now  fills. 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exciiequer. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not 
think,  Sir,  that  either  you  or  1  need  take 
any  notice  of  the  manuer  in  which  gentle- 
men opposite  think  fit  to  treat  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  I  shall  now  proceed. 
[^Laughter'].  When  gentlemen  opposite 
assume  sufficient  gravity  to  deal  with  this 
matter — when  gentleiiien  are  ready  to 
listen — I  will  go  on.  The  Address  that 
I  propose  in  answer  to  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  is  as  follows  : — 

Most  Gracious  Sovereign, 

"  We,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
subjects,  the  Commons  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  ami  Ireland  ia  Parliament 
assembled,  humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that 
the  measures  recommended  to  our  consideration 
shall  receive  our  most  careful  attention,  and  we 
beg  leave  to  thank  Your  Majesty  for  the  most 
Gracious  Speech  which  Your  Majesty  has 
addressed  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament." 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  heg  to  second 
the  Motion. 

Address  agreed  to  nemine  contra- 
dicente. 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Councillors. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (iRELAND)  PROVI- 
SIONAL  ORDER  (no.  1)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  Ireland,  under  *'  The  Housing 
of  the  Working  Classes  Act,  1890,"  relatinjif  to 
the  town  of  Fermoy,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  J.  Morley  and  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  5.] 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (iRELANd)  PROVI- 
SIONAL   ORDER    (no.   2)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Morley,  Bill  to  confirm  a 
Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  Ireland,  under  *'The  Public 
Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878."  relating  to  the 
town  of  Belturbet,  ordereil  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  J.  Morley  and  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  6.] 

SUPPLY. 

Resolved,  That  this  Honse  will,  To- 
morrow, resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Supply  to  be  grauted 
to  Her  Majesty. 

Ordereil,  That  the  several  Estimate 
presenteil  to  this  House  duriug  the 
present  Session  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Supply. — (Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert.) 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 
Resolved,  That  this  House  will,  To- 
morrow, resolve  itself  into  a  Committee 
to  consider  of  the  Ways  and  Means  for 
raising  the  Supply  to  be  granted  to  Her 
Majesty.— (iSir  J.  T.  Hibhert.) 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,* 
"  That  this   House  do   now  adjourn."— 
(Mr.  T.  E,  Ellis.) 

The  Writ  for  Berwickshire. 

•Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  asked 
why  the  Motion  for  issuing  a  new  Writ 
for  the  election  of  a  Member  for  the 
Countv  of  Berwick  in  the  room  of  Mr. 
Marjoribanks,  who  had  not  only  sue  needed 
to  a  Peerage  but  had  also  accepted  office 
under  the  Crown,  had  been  delayed  ? 

•The  parliamentary  SECRE- 
TARY  TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr,  T.  E. 
Ellis,  Merionethshire)  explained  that 
he  had  thought  it  usual  to  delay  unCIt 
the  Writ  of  Summons  to  the  Upper, 
House  should  have  l>een  issued  to  Lord 
Tweedmouth.  If,  however,  hon.  Mem* 
bers  wished  that  the  Writ  should  be 
moved  for  to-morrow  he  was  quite  ready- 
to  take  that  course. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  min 

before  Five  o'cli 
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Courts  iu  respect  of  superaauiiatioD  and 
otherwise.  I  have  coufiiied  the  measure, 
which  I  ask  your  Lordships  to  read  a 
secoud  time  this  year,  strictly  to  the  suh- 
ject  of  procedure  in  the  Courts.  I  think 
it  better  that  the  other  matter  to  which 
I  have  just  referred  should  be  dealt  with 
by  a  separate  measure. 


USE     OF    L0RD8, 
urtday^  I5tk  Mumh  I8i)4, 


BOLL  OK  THE  LORDS. 
LORD  CHAXCKLLOU  (Lord 
sll)  acquainted  the  House  that 
k  of  the  Parliaments  had  pre- 
d  laid  the  Roll  of  their  Lord- 
9U8e  on  the  Table :  The  same 
red  to  be  printed.  (No.  5.) 

rSINKSS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
STATEMENT. 

?IRST  LORD  OF  THE  TREA- 
AXD  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
UNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- 
Mj  Lords,  I  said  I  would  make 
tatement  as  to  what  the  Govern- 
3uld  propose  on  the  important 
>f  holidays.  We  propose  to  ad- 
day  until  Monday.     On  Monday 

there  \i  some  business  to  be 
kud  then  we  should  propose  to 

till  Easter  Monday.  In  the 
ginning  on  Easter  Monday  there 
s  Money  Bills  to  be  token  ;  but 
e  we  can  promise  the  House  that 
s  we  are  concerned  no  bnsiuess 
rdinary  character  will  be  taken 
hose  Money  Bills.  So  that  any- 
ho  is  not  interested  in  those 
iills  can  practically  take  holiday 
>nday,  9th  April. 

E  COURT  OF  JUDICATUKE 
LOCEDURB)  BILL.— (No.  3.) 

SECOND    READING. 

of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
l. 

LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
ell)  :  My   Lords,   this   is  a  Bill 
fas  introduced  and   passed  your 
>a*  House  last  Session,  but  did 
into  law.      The  object  of  the 
D  carrv  out  certain  recommenda- 
f  the  Council  of  the  Judges  in 
jport  to  the   Secretary  of  State. 
I  differs  from  the  Bill  of  last  vear 
espect,  that  it  is  confined  to  those 
of  procedure    with    which    the 
of  the   Judges    was    concerned. 
etur*s  Bill  also   contained    a  pro- 
dealing  with  the  officers   of  the 

*.  XXII.    frOVBTH  SERIE'i.]  * 


Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read 2*." 
— (TAc  Lord  Chancellor,) 

Lord  HALSBURY  :  I  think  your 
Lordships  will  have  no  doubt  that  this 
Bill  ought  to  receive  a  Second  Reading, 
and  probably,  ultimately,  in  some  form 
should  pass  your  Lordships'  House. 
I  was  not  here  at  the  original  dis- 
cussion last  year,  and  there  is  only  one 

matter  to  which  I  should  like  to  call  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  attention. 
The  swing  of  the  pendulum  seems  to  me 
to  have  gone  now  a  little  in  the  contrary 
direction  to  that  in  which  it  went 
formerly,  and  I  think  the  power  of  limit- 
ing appeals  is  too  great.  My  noble  and 
learned  Friend  will  know  what  I  refer 
to.  It  is  that  part  of  the  Bill  which 
prohibits  an  appeal  in  ail  interlocutory 
matters  except  matters  affecting  the 
liberty  of  the  subject  and  infants.  It 
means  that  practically  there  shall  be  no 
appeal  beyond  the  Court  which  has 
originally  dealt  with  the  matter  and  the 
Judges  to  whom  the  application  is  made 
unless  they  give  their  consent  to  an  appeal. 
An  interlocutory  order  will  include  an 
order  of  refusal  of  a  new  trial.  I  confess 
I  view  with  some  jealousy  having  for 
the  first  time  an  enactment  of  that  kind 
limiting  the  appellate  jurisdiction.  It 
is  true  that  with  the  leave  of  the  Court 
such  an  appeal  may  be  brought.  But  1 
see  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  present,  and  I 
hope  it  is  no  treason  to  say  that-  the 
ablest  Judges  are  sometimes  most  po£*- 
tive  they  are  right  when  they  are  held  to 
have  been  wrong.  It  might,  therefore, 
be  inconvenient  that  there  should  be  no 
appeal  upon  a  pure  question  of  law.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack has  taught  us  that  occasionally  even 
the  most  eminent  Judges  are  wrong  ; 
and,  therefore,  as  I  have  said,  I  do  not 
like  the  prohibition  of  appeals  in  those 
cases.  Of  course,  that  does  not  interfere 
with  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  but 
I  think  the  point  will  have  to  be  con- 
sidered in  Committee. 

O 
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The  Island 


{LORDS} 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  No  doubt  that  point  will 
have  to  be  coDsidered.  But  I  would  call 
my  ooble  and  learned  Friend's  attention 
to  this.  It  is  not  merely  with  the  leave 
of  the  Judge  that  appeals  shall  be 
heard.  I  think,  perhaps,  such  a  provi- 
sion would  be  open  to  objection,  but 
leave  to  appeal  can  be  obtained  if  the 
matter   be  brought  before    a  Judge  of 

the  Court  of  Appeal.  In  that  case  the 
matter  is  brought  before  a  new  mind,  and 
if  it  appears  to  the  Judge  that  the  deci- 
sion in  the  Court  below  was  right,  the 
veto  would  be  exorcised.  The  provision, 
therefore,  is  not  quite  so  prohibitory  as 
my  noble  nnd  learned  Friend  seems  to 
think. 


of  Dominica. 
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Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House. 


QUARTER  SESSIONS  (MIDSUMMER) 
BILL.-<No.  4.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Herschell)  :  My  Lords,  the  object  of 
this  Bill  is  very  simple.  At  the  present 
time,  under  an  Act  passed  in  1834,  the 
Justices  of  a  county  have  power  to  vary 
the  time  of  the  April  Quarter  Sessions,  so 
as  to  prevent  any  conflict  or  interference 
with  the  Spring  Assizes.  There  have 
been  lately  some  re-arrangements  of  the 
time  of  the  Assizes,  the  result  of  which 
is  that  in  some  counties,  not  in  many, 
there  may  be  a  conflict  between  the 
Summer  Assizes  and  the  Summer  Quarter 
Sessions.  This  Bill  is  simply  to  enable 
the  Justices  to  make  the  same  alteration 
at  the  summer  period  for  the  Quarter 
Sessions,  in  order  to  prevent  conflict 
with  the  Assizes,  as  they  can  now  in  the 
spring.  I  appiehend  there  can  be  no 
objection  to  that. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (^T he  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 


STATUTE   LAW    REVISION    BILLS  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

"  That  it  is  desirable  that  all  Statute  Law 
Revisiuu  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  of  the 
present  Session  be  referred  to  a  Joint  Committee 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament."  —  {The  Lord 
Chancellor,') 

Motion  agreed  to :  Ordered  that  a 
Message  be  sent  to  the  Commons  to 
communicate  this  Resolution  and  to  desire 
their  concurrence. 


THE  ISLAND  OF   DOMINICA. 
MOTION    FOR   AN   ADDRESS. 

•Thb  Earl  op  STAMFORD  moved 

that  a  humble  Address  be  presented  to 

Her  Majesty  for  the  Report  of  Sir  Robert 

Hamilton  upon  the  administration  of  the 

Island  of   Dominica.     He  reminded  the, 

House  that  about  the  middle  of  last  yemr 

he  had  called  attention  to  the  lamentable 

occurrences   which    had    then    recentlj' 

taken  place  in  Dominica.     Her  Majestj^s 

Government  appeared   to  have  thought 
that  those  events  were  really  but  the  ex* 
ternal   symptoms  of  a  grave  and  deep- 
seated  malady.  It  was  therefore  decided  to 
send  out  to  the  Island  a  Special  Commis- 
sioner to  inquire  into  its  general  circum- 
stances, the  Island  having  been  in  a  more 
or  less  chronic  state  of  discontent  for  the 
last  30  years.     Sir  Robert  Hamilton  wee   -; 
appointed  Special  Commissioner, and  wept  : 
out  towards  the  close  of  last  year.     Hj9  - 
remained  in  the  Island  long  enough  to 
make  a  thoroughly  exbaustive  investiga- 
tion.    He  not  only  held  an  open  iuquirj 
in  the  chief  town,  but  he  made  a  tour  of 
the  Island,  and  received  complaints  and 
heard   statements   of  grievances   in   tftie 
small  villages  in  the  locality.  It  was  very  "• 
gratifying  to  observe  (he  was  studying  tb^ 
Dominica  newspapers  carefully  this  mom^-r- 
ing  and  reading  an  account  of  SirRoborS 
Hamilton's  journeyings  and  his  inquiiT^ 
tbe  way  in  which  he  was  received  by  ul 
people  of  every  creed  and   complexiohi 
and    class    in    the   community  ;    and 
learned  that  the  visit  was  no  less 
fying   to    Sir  Robert   Hamilton 
than  to  the  members  of  the  communL 
in    Dominica,  who    appeared,   and   v»   _ 
rightly  so,  to  regard  him   as  the  specf^ 
Representative  of  Her  Majesty,  sent  «>JBrt 
on  account  of  the  deep  interest  which 
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Motiou  (bj  loavo  of  the  House)  with- 
drawD. 

House  ailjourDecl  at  a  quarter  before  Five 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE  OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  16th  March  1894. 


301     Milliard  Regulaiiont  at    {15  Makch  1894}       Pantefract  Barracks.       302 

took  in  them  to  inqaire  into  their  alleged 
wrongs.     He  believed  Sir  Roliert's  Re- 
port had  uow  reached  the  Colonial  Office, 
and     its    publicatiou   was  awaited   with 
iDteDse    iuterest  aud    auxiety,   both    in 
DomiDica  and  in  ^others  of  the  adjacent 
Ltlands.     It  could  not  be  doubted,  from 
Sir  Robert  Hamilton's  well-known  ability 
and  from  the  thoroughness  of  his  investi- 
gation, that   his  Report  would  prove  of 
great  value,  and  he  begged  to  move  for 
its  production. 

Moved — 

'"That  a  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Xajesty  for  the  Report  of  Sir  Robert  Hamilton 
ipiiQ  the  administration  of  the  Island  of 
Dominica."— (rA<r  Karl  of  f^ainford,) 

The  secretary  or  STATE  for 
TU  COLONIES  (The  Marquess  of 
Iifox)  :  My  Lords,  Sir  Robert  Hamil- 
lw*«  Report  has  only  been  received  at 
Ae  Colonial  Office  during  the  course  of 
tk  preseDt  week.     He  carried  out  the 

ii^ortaot  duty  which  was  entrusted  to 

ka  with  all  his  usual  ability,  and  the 

Auks  of   Her   Majesty's   Government 

■e  doe  to  him  for  the  energy  and  vigour 

vjik  which   he   carried    out   the   work 

vhieh  he  was  good  enough  to  undertake 
■  the  Island   of   Dominica.     But,  my 

Loidi,  as  that  Report  has  only  just  come 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr«  Speaker, 
owing  to  the  continuance  of  his  indis- 
position : — 

Whereupon  Mr.  Mellor,  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  aud  Means,  proceeded  to  the 
Table,  and  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair 
as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the 
Standing  Order. 

Q  UE  S  T  IONS. 


MILITARY  REGULATIONS  AT  PONTB- 
FRACT  BARRACKS. 

Mr.  NUSSEY  (Pontefract) :   I  beg 

mmj  hands,  I  am  not  in  a  position  at  to  ask   the  Secretary  of  State  for   War 

im  moment  to  accede  to  the  Motion  of  whether  he  is  aware  that  at  the  10  o'clock 

■T  noble   Friend.     It   would    be   quite  parade  held  nightly  at  Pontefract  Depdt 

awml,  and   I  am  sure  your  Lordships  ^^  sergeants  who  are  in   barracks  are 

wfflice  it  would  not  be  desirable  that  forced  to  attend  such  parades,  although 

iieportof  that  importance  should  be  eants   availing   themselves   of   their 

W  Bpon  the   Table  of  either  House  ot  i^jiege  to  be  absent  from  barracks  are 

ftrhtment  until  a  reasonable  time  has  ^^empfed ;  whether  there  is  any  Regula- 

Jmgiven  to  the  Minister  concerned  in  tion    requiring    such    attendance;    and 

Jematter   to   study   its   nature      The  ^^^^1,^^    such    attendance    is    required 

lyrt  is  full  and  complete,  and  I  have  .^         ^^^^^  ^,     .^  j,^^j^^^  Pontefract  ? 

wadj  had  a  sufficient  opportunity  of  *'                 '■ 

|*kiog  at  it  to  know  that  it  is  full  of  •The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 

•■tereBt  to  all  who  care  for  the  welfare  WAR    (Mr.    Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

«*  the  Island  of  Dominica.     But  1  hope  Stirling,    &c.)  :  I    am     informed     that 

■VDoble  Friend  will  be  good  enough  to  ^j^^     sergeants     who      happen     to     1)6 

Fwpone  his   Motion    for  a   time,   and  .       «     /^i.      ^     i          ,                        .     i 

^l1  I  ,           .     ,            ^        i.     •»«   ^p  in    Pontefract     barracks     are    required 

*■«  I  have    had    an    opportunity   of  ^         ..     i      ^i        ^  *.                  i          t*. 

"WtiDg  ,he  Report  I  have    no  doubt  f«     •*«<"?•>     .»''!     ;*"«?.      P*"^«-     2' 

*«l.ttrmthe  Sessiou  I  shall  be  able  '»  entirely  with...  the  discretion  of  the 

•iwrnply  with  hb  request.  officer  commanding  to  re<,u. re  this  attend- 

^  ^                     ^  anco  of  sergeants   if  he  ttunks  there  is 

The  Earl  op  STAMFORD  said,  he  cause  for  it.     1   have  no  knowledge  as 

•"•U  have  great  plciisure  in  postponing  to  the  practice  in   this  respect  at  other 

■•  Motiou.  regimental  depots. 

0  2 
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IKTBENATIONAL  TELEQRAPHEC  CODE. 
Mr.  HENNIKEU  HEATON  (CaD- 
terbury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  his  Department  has 
iasuod  a  Circular,  inviting  BubscriptioDS 
to  an  Official  Code  Vocabulary  for  tele' 
grams,  which  is  to  be  issued  by  the 
Internatioaal  Telegraph  Office  at  Borne, 
at  10s.  per  copy  ;  whether  the  uae  of 
this  Code  is  to  be  made  compulsory  for 
Code  messages,  and  whether  this  Rule 
will  deprive  merchants  aod  others  of  the 
power  of  sending  a  secret  Cede  mes- 
sage ;  how  many  copies  will  be  purchased 
by  the  British  Poat  OfHce,  and  at  what 
cost !  and  whether  it  can  be  arranged 
that  the  use  of  the  new  Code  shall  be  at 
the  discretion  of  persons  wishing  to  dis- 
pattih  messages  F 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.A.  MOKLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  The 
answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  question 
is  in  the  affirmative.  The  number  of 
copies  of  the  Vocabulary  to  be  purchased 
by  the  British  Post  Office,  the  price  to 
be  paid  for  them,  and  the  charge  to  the 
public  will  depend  on  the  demand.  The 
Official  Vocabulary  is  intended  to  facili- 
tate the  transmission  of  secret  Code 
messages  ;and  its  use  wili  become  com- 
pulsory for  European  Code  messages 
three  years  after  its  publication. 

PDBLIC  WORKS  IN  SCOTLAND. 
Mr.  RENSHAW  (Renfrew,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
.whether  he  can  explain  why  it  was  that, 
in  the  year  ending  Slst  March,  lt<92,  out 
of  a  Vote  of  £47,000,  for  Scotch  piers, 
harbours,  &c.,  only  £20,335  4s.  lOd. 
was  expended  ;  why,  in  the  year  ending 
31st  March,  1893,  out  of  a  Vote  of 
£20,000,  for  the  same  purpose,  only 
£4,131  19s.  was  expended  ;  why,  uuder 
these  circums lances,  in  the  Estimates  for 
the  year  ending  31st  March,  1894,  the 
Estimate  for  tlits  purpose  was  so  much 
as  £16,000;  and  whether  during  the 
year  this  sum,  or,  if  not,  what  portion 
of  it,   is  likclv  to  be  expended  ? 

•The  SECUETARY  fou  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tkeveltan,  Glasgow. 
Bridgeton)  :  The  comparison  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  is  not  quite  accu- 
rate. The  Vote  of  £47,000,  taken  for 
the  year  ending  31st  March,  1892,  cm- 
braced  all  the  Highland  aud  Island 
wm-ks,  including  sul^dies  for  steamers. 
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whereas  the  Votes  of  £20,000  and  £  1 6,000 
^subsequently  referred  to  only  relate  to 
the  special  subhead  devoted  to  piers, 
harbours,  ifec.  The  main  reason  for  the 
comparatively  smatl  espeudiCure  in  the 
first  two  years  as  compared  with  the 
Estimate  Uken,  was  the  difficulty  of 
carrying  out  the  manifold  stages  of  the 
procedure  imposed  by  the  Highland  and 
Islands  Public  Works  Act,  1891,  and  in 
concluding  contracts  for  the  construction 
of  the  harbour  works,  I  may  add  that 
various  harbour  works  have  during  the 
past  year  been  sanctioned  by  the  Tren* 
aury,  which  are  in  the  final  stage,  and 
contracts  have  been  entered  into  for  their 
construction  by  the  County  Councils  ; 
and  that  I  therefore  anticipate  that  the 
£1.6,000  will  be  almost  if  not  entirely 
exhausted  by  the  end  of  the  currenl 
financial  year. 

BILLETING  AT  PONTEFRACT. 
Mb.  NUSSGY  :  I  beg  to  ask  tba 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  bia 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  tiust  thftt 
the  licensed  victuallers  and  others  ftt. 
Pontefract,  on  whom  the  3rd  King's 
Dragoon  Guards  were  billeted  for  some 
six  to  eight  weeks  during  the  labour 
dispute  in  the  coal  trade  in  the  months 
of  September  and  October,  1893,  hav* 
as  yet  received  no  compensation  la- 
respect  to  the  charges  and  expenaec; 
imposed  upon  and  incurred  by  them ;, 
and  whether  he  will  direct  that  payment 
shall  be  made  forthwith,  and  that  itsbftll' 
be  at  the  same  rate  per  man  and  horse  u' 
was  made  to  those  on  whom  cavalrj* 
soldiers  were  billeted  during  the  samfl' 
period  at  Wakefield  and  other  Yorkshire 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BAKNEEMAN  i 
The    persons    on    whom     troops    wenj 
billeted   at   Pont«fract  can    be    paid    rt 
once  up  to  the  limit  laid  down  in  the 
Army    Annual    Act;    but    they    cUina. 
higher  payment,  and  correspondence   1^ 
taking  place  with   the  Treasury  on  tbi^ 
question  whether  any  additional  paymen:^ 
can  be  made  from  public  funds. 

HORWBLL'8  ENDOWED  SCHOOLa 
Mr.  OWEN  (Cornwall,  Launcestoo^  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Lo^tt3 
Government  Board  if  his  attention  I>m* 
been  called  to  a  Vestry  meeting,  habl 
22od  of  February,  at  St.  Stepbena-by* 
Launceston,  for  the  purpose  of  elecUnfl 


305 


Shipbuilding 


{15  March  1894}  Contract  Work.  306 


a  represeotative  Governor  on  the  trust  of 
a  charitj  knoj^n  as  Horwell's  Endowed 
Schools,    when    the    Vicar   is   stated  to 
hare    put    the    nomination    of    a    Mr. 
Thompson  to  the  meeting,  and  to  have 
declared     him     duly   elected,    although 
onlv  five  hands  were  held  up  in  favour, 
while  10  hands  were  held  up  against  his 
beiag  elected,  and  that  the  Vicar  refused 
to  receive   the   nomination    of    another 
gentleman,  and  abruptly  closed  the  meet- 
log  at  the  end  of  a  few  minutes  ;  and 
whether  such  trustee  has  been   elected 
•eeording  to   law;  and,  if  not,  will  he 
like  the  necessary  steps  to  have  such 
ffeetioo      declared     invalid,    and    cause 
Mother    meeting    to    be    held   to   elect 
i&tth  ?     I  will  also  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gtotleman    if    his    attention   has    hetn 
oDed    to    the   report   in    The   Western 
Db/jt    Mercury    of   a   Vestry  meeting 
Ud  22nd  of  -February  at  St.  Stephen's, 
laiDceston,  for  the  purpose  of  electing 
» Governor  on  the   trust  of    Horwell's 
Uowed  School,  wherein  the  Vicar  is 
Mi  to   have   put  the  nomination  of  a 
|k  Thompson  without  any  reasonable 
■tonrml,  and  refused  to  put  the  nomina- 
tat  of  another  gentleman,  declaring  Mr. 
Iknipson    elected,   although   only   five 
Ut  were   held   up  for   him  and    10 
■fMiit ;  the  reverend  gentleman  is  said 
to  We  also  abruptly  closed  the  meeting 
vilkoat  giving  those  present  an  oppor- 
^uq  ait  signing  the  same,  and  did  not 
evil  make  an  entry,  the  whole  meeting 
^  bsting  four  minutes  ;  if,  on  ascer- 
toiiiBg  the   above   account  to   be  sub- 
•■titUy  correct,  he  will  take  steps  to 
ttKd  Uie  said  election  of  a  Governor, 
■  mer  to  have  one  elected  in  accord- 
's with  the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  ; 
■i^  he  propose  to  take  steps  in  the 

•Thi  president  of  the  LOCAL 

eOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw 

LtriTBE,  Bradford,  Central)  :  My  atten- 

^  had  not  been  called  to  the  matter 

■'wed  to  prior  to  my  hon.  Friend  giving 

■rtee  nf  the  question.     The  Local  Go- 

^"■■eot  Board  have  communicated  with 

^lll^^ietf  of  the  parish,  and  he  states 

^J*Dr.  Thompson  having  been  proposed 

^''*   ■•4c  office  the  proposal  was  seconded 

'^-    iB*  etrried,  five  voting  for  the  motion  ; 

^^"ii  that  it  is  not  the  case  that  10  voted 

*^     ■'*'  Dr,  Thompson  had  been   elected, 


and  the  business  of  the  meeting  was  at 
an  end,  that  anything  was  said  as  to  a 
wish  that  some  other  person  should  be 
proposed.  Whatever  may  be  the  facts, 
the  matter  is  not  one  in  which  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  any  jurisdiction. 
They  would  not  be  empowered  under 
any  circumstances  to  declare  the  election 
invalid,  or  to  cause  another  meeting  to  be 
held  for  a  further  election.  As  to  my 
hon.  Friend *s  second  question  on  the  same 
subject,  I  can  only  state  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  are  not  empowered 
to  take  any  steps  to  cancel  the  election 
referred  to. 

SHIPBUILDING  CONTRACT  WORK. 

Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 

Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask   the  Secretary  to 

the  Admiralty  whether  his  attention  has 

been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  Estimate 

in  Vote  8,  Class  III.,  sliipbuilding  con- 
tract work,  exceeded  the  amount* actually 
expended  bv  £235,106  during  the  year 
1892-93  and  by  £186,617  during  the 
year  1891-92,  and  that,  during  the  six 
years  ending  1893,  this  Estimate  has 
invariably  exceeded  the  amount  actually 
expended,  as  is  likewise  the  case  with 
Vote  10  for  Works,  Buildings,  and 
Repairs  ;  whether  the  large  surpluses 
thus  arising  through  continuous  over- 
estimates are  applied  to  meet  deficiencies 
on  other  Votes  beyond  the  sutns  voted 
by  Parliament  for  those  Votes,  are 
occasionally  used  to  ease  the  Votes  of  a 
succeeding  year,  or  are  applied  to  meet 
expenditure  not  provided  for  by  Parlia- 
ment ;  whether  the  Admiralty  have  yet 
made  any  reply  to  the  representatives  of 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General, 
that  the  Admiralty  practice,  as  shown  in 
these  Estimates,  tends  to  weaken  the 
control  of  Parliament  over  the  Appro- 
priation of  Grants  ;  and  whether  steps 
will  be  taken  to  secure  that  in  future  the 
Estimate  and  the  expenditure  shall  bo 
more  evenly  balanced  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kat-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber*s  question  relates  to  points  raised  in 
the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  General's 
Report  on  the  Navy  Appropriation 
Account.  These  points  are  under  con- 
sideration at  the  Admiralty,  and  a  reply 
to  the  Audit  Office  letter  will  shortly  b^ 
sent.     The  whole  subject  w\\\  t\\cu  com^ 
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whether  he  can  explain  how  it  is  that 
the  claim  of  £7,815  28.  2d.  for  storing 
tife-saving  apparatus  at  coaBtguatd 
Btatione,  made  hj  the  Admiralty  against 
the  Board  of  Trade  in  1891  and  sub- 
mitted to  the  Treasury,  has  not  ;et  been 


in  the  usual  way  before  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts,  who  will,  if  neces- 
aarjr,  take  evidence  upon  it  and  report 
their  coDcluaions  to  the  House. 

WAR  OFFICE  ACCOUNTS. 
Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
complaints  made  by  the  Comptroller  atid 
Auditor  General  and  by  the  Treasury  of 
the  inadequacy  and  the  want  of  explicit- 
neas  and  clearness  of  the  explanations 
ofiered  by  the  War  Office  to  account  for 
the  great  differences  between  the  sums 
estimated  for  and  the  sums  actually  ex- 
pended during  the  year  1892-3  ;  whe  ' 
he  can  afford  any  further  explanation  of 
the  fact  that  in  this  year  on  the  Vote  of 
GuuB  and  Carriages,  Repairs,  and  Con- 
versions, whereas  the  sum  of  £41,300 
was  voted  no  less  than  £62,218  lis.  9d. 
was  actually  spent,  and  that  nnder  the 
head  of  Appropriations  in  Aid  the  sales 
of  old  stores,  estimated  to  produce 
£105,000,on!y  produced  £53,1361  Is. 7U., 
in  both  which  cases  the  inadequacy 
of  the  explanation  has  been  specially 
noted  by  the  Treasury  ;  and  whether,  in 
future,  steps  will  be  taken  to  secure  that 
the  estimate  and  the  expenditure  shall 
b©  more  evenly  balanced  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  am  aware  of  the  references  made  by 
the  Coraptroiler  and  Auditor  General  to 
these  two  cases.  As  attention  has  thus 
been  specially  called  to  them,  they  will 
neceBsarily  be  examined  and  considered 
by  the  AccouutB  Committee,  and  the 
War  Department  will  he  prepared  to  give 
to  that  Committee  ell  the  explanations 
required.  That  is  the  regular  process, 
which  it  is  not  desirable  to  anticipate. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  in  the  meantime,  any  steps  will 
be  taken  to  meet  the  suggestions  and 
requirements  of  the  Auditor  and  Comp- 
troller General  ? 
•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEBMAN  : 
No  doubt  we  will  meet  the  views  of  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General  as  far 
as  possible. 

LIFE-SAVmO    APPARATUS    AT    COAST. 
GUARD  KTATI0N8. 
Hk.  GiBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
oak     the  -  Secretary     (o    the    Treasury 
Str  U.  J^ay-SAuUlewwth 


Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SCRY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham): 
The  Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  which  ia 
administered  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  has 
claims  against  the  Admiralty  and  other 
Departments  for  services  rendered  to 
them.  The  Admiralty  and  other  Depart- 
ments  have  claims  against  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  Fund,  of  which  that  of 
£7,815  2s.  2d.  for  storing  life-saving 
apparatus  is  one.  These  claims  may 
probably,  so  far  as  they  will  go,  be  set 
against  one  another.  But  no  precise 
adjustment  can  be  made  until  the  time 
comes  for  a  revision  of  the  conditions  on 
which  the  Grant  in  Aid  of  the  Mercantile 
Marine  Fund  is  based.  These  conditions 
are  under  discussion  between  the  Boud 
of  Trade  and  the  Treasury. 

CANADIAN  CATTLE  TRADE. 
Sir  J.  KINLOCH  (Perth,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  atik  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  a  remons trainee  hu 
been  received  from  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment of  Canada  against  the  conttunanca 
of  the  Ortler  for  slaughteriug  Canadian 
rattle  on  lauding  in  the  United  Kingdom  ; 
whether  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  in 
Canada      has      furnished     all      possible 
evidence   of   the    non-existence    of  con- 
tagious     plcuro  -  pneumonia      in       tho 
Dominion  \    whether   the    Secretary    of 
State    for   the   Colonies  hns    made    any 
representation    to    the    President   of  th^ 
Board    of     Agriculture    respecting    th^ 
strong   feeling   existing    in  the   Colony 
against  scheduling  Canadian  cattle  ;  and 
whether  the  Papers  on  the  subject  will 
be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  ow 
STATE  for  the  COLONIES  (Mr- 
S.  Bu.\TON,  Tower  Hamleffl,  Poplar)  S 
A  very  full  and  voluminous  Report  h*S- 
heen  received,  and  is  ii< 
Mdcration.  The  questior 
Papers  siiould  be  addrcBi>cd  to  the  £ 
of  Agriculture. 


•  giviarf  . 
leBoaroL 
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MATLOCK  BRITISH  SCHOOL. 
Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leieeater): 
Id  the  abeenceof  my  hoTj.ColleHi^ue  (Mr. 
Picton),  I  beg  to  aek  the  Vice  I'rosiJeiit 
of  the  Committee  of  CouDiil  on  E<liica- 
lion  on  what  d&te  Her  Majesty'H 
loflpector  first  reported  adversely  on  tlie 
»tnicturat  condition  of  the  British  School, 
Matlock,  and  how  often  the  attautiou  of 
the  mftnagerH  has  been  called  to  the 
Batter  ;  whether  the  mauaf^crs  have  yet 
taken  any  steps  to  remedy  the  defects 
eomplaiDed  of  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
ikia  school  has  no  playground,  and  that 
the  sttDitary  arrangemonte  are  defective  ; 
vbether  complaints  about  the  state  of 
Ike  acbool  have  been  sent  to  him  by 
prenta  of  the  children  attending  it ;  and 
vlwtber,  seeing  that  the  annual  inspec- 
tim  is  jost  over,  he  will  now  per- 
Mptorily  decline  further  recognition  to 
the  school  P 

Thb  vice  president  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R, 
ittberbMo)  :  Her  Majesty's  loxpector 
((ported  adversely  ou  this  school  after 
tin  inspection  in  February,  1892,  and 
Ae  attention  of  the  managers  was  called 
<■  his  Iteport  in  March.  Plans  for 
•lientions  were  submitted  by  the 
■■oagere  in  May  and  a  lengthy  corres- 
fMdence  followed.  During  the  summer 
at  1892  the  managers  were  in  negotia- 
tioB  foradditional  site,  and  they  submitted 
b«b  plans  in  September  which,  after 
hrlber  protracted  correspondence,  were 
Wly  approved  in  P'ebrnary,  m93.  Her 
Mtjesty's  Inspei;tor  reported  to  the  Do- 
fwiment  in  August  last  that  nothing 
W  been  done  towards  carrying  ont  the 
■linMJoDt,  and  the  managers  were  siibee- 
^wqiIt  warned  that  the  school  in  its 
Cweni  coudition  could  not  continue  to 
l«  t«cognised  indefinitely.  The  school 
lui  DO  playground,  and  is  in  parts  damp 
ud  iDSofficiently  lighted  and  ventilated. 
Ctioplalnts  have  been  received  from  a 
prem  of  children  attentliug  it  thikt  it  in 
"^  and  draughty.  The  last  Annual 
Report  has  just  been  received,  and  is  now 
■■Kin  consideration.  It  appears  from  it 
1^  DO  alterations  have  yot  ix^cn  made. 

LIfiCARD,  CHESIIIRE,  SCHOOL. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD:  On  behalf  of 

V  hoii.  Colk-agne,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 

IVeiident  of  the  Committee  of  Council  ou 

Edncitioii  whether  his  attention  Has  been 
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called  to  the  report  in  The  Birkenhead 

Newg  of  3rd  March  of  a  stiitcment  made 
by  the  Rev.  0.  T.  L.  Crossley  at  a 
public  meeting  held  as  Liacard,  Cheshire, 
on  the  2ud  Martih,  from  which  it  appears 
that  Mr.  Crossloy  offered  a  site  for  a 
school  in  the  churchyard  at  Liscard, 
which  site  was  approved  by  the  Depart- 
ment ;  wliolher  Mr.  Croasley's  statement 
as  to  the  approval  of  the  site  is  correct ; 
and,  if  BO,  whether  the  site  in  qneatbn 
F<atisfiod  the  Rules  of  the  Department 
as  to  playground,  &c. ;  and  whether  the 
Department  have  power  to  sauction  the 
iilieualion  of  land  dedicated  to  another 
public  purpose  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  ;  I  have  not  seen  the 
report  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers. 
Mr,  Crossley,  last  year,  submitted  a  site 
for  a  new  school  at  Liscard  behind  his 
church.  His  proposal  was  sanctioned  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Diocese,  No  inter- 
ments had  ever  taken  place  in  the  por- 
tioD  of  the  site  proposo<l  for  the  school, 
and  none  in  any  part  of  the  churchyard 
for  several  years.  The  architect  of  the 
Department  reported  that  the  site  was 
sufficient  for  a  school  of  about  400 
children,  and  Her  Majesty's  Jiispector 
did  not  see  any  objection  to  it.  Mr. 
Crossley  was  therefore  informed  that  the 
site  could  be  accepted.  The  question  as 
to  alienation  does  not  concern  the  De- 
partment. 

I.IMBKIOK  POSTAL  AND  TELEGBAFH 
STAFFS. 
Mr.  W.  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Stephen's  Green) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  whether  the  revision 
ill  the  Limerick  postal  and  telegraph 
staffs  which  has  lieen  pending  for  the 
past  two  years  has  yot  been  siinctioncd  ; 
if  the  RciuruM  of  Duties  and  the  Reviswl 
Scheme  for  the  working  of  the  Limerick 
Post  Office  were  submitted  in  October 
last  ;  and  if  he  will  state  what  is  tho 
cause  of  the  delay,  and  when  the  revision 
is  likely  to  be  suttleil  ? 

•Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  mistaken  in  supposing  that  any 
revision  of  these  staffs  has  been  pending 
fi)r  the  last  two  years.  A  revision  of  the 
poslril  side  of  tho  Office— involving  a  few 
uiinor  alterations — has,  however,  recently 
been  UDderconsidoration,  and  is  now  l>cfore 
the  Treasury,  and  it  is  hoped  that  it  will 
shortly  bo  carried  out.  Inquiries  which 
have  recently  been  made  vci"(«mw^  xtv^ 
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telegraph  work  appear  to  indicate  that 
there  is  waste  of  force  in  certain  duties  ; 
and  I  am  having  this  question  carefully 
investigated. 

PUBLIC  ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLS 
RETURN. 

Mb.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugbj)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  tba  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  will  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion give  a  Return  of  all  Public  Elemen- 
tary Schools  similar  to  the  Return  given 
in  August,  1890,  with  such  alterations  as 
may  be  necessary  in  consequence  of  the 
fee  grant  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  A  Return  including 
thi^  information  is  in  course  of  prepara- 
tion for  the  year  ended  31st  August, 
1893.  As  it  is  of  a  somewhat  elaborate 
character,  it  will  probably  not  be  ready 
for  issue  till  the  Session  is  well  ad- 
vanced. 

LOCH  FYNE  HERRING  FISHERY. 

Sir  D.  MAOFARLANE  (Argyll- 
shire) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  extreme  diversity  of  opinion 
amongst  fishermen  in  and  about  Loch 
Fyne  upon  the  subject  of  the  close  time 
for  herrings  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  close  time  which  is  suitable  for  one 
locality  is  not  suitable  for  others  ;  and 
whether  he  will  instruct  the  Fishery 
Board  to  take  evidence  on  the  spot  with 
the  view  of  making  some  alteration  in  the 
present  Rules  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  fully 
aware  that  there  is  a  considerable  differ- 
ence of  opinion  as  to  a  close-time  for 
herring-fishing  on  the  West  Coast.  In 
respect  to  Loch  Fyne,  I  am  informed  by 
the  Fishery  Board  that  the  voluntary 
close- time  extends  from  15th  March  till 
1st  June,  and  was  established  in  1888 
by  the  Argyll  and  Bute  Fishermen's 
Association.  This  close-time  was,  up  to 
this  year,  strongly  supported  by  all  sec- 
tions of  this  Association.  Quite  recently 
the  southern  section  of  the  Association 
petitioned  against  it,  and  the  Board  have 
informed  the  various  sections  that  they 
desire  to  leave  the  question  of  close-time 
in  the  hands  of  the  fishermen  themselves. 
I  may  add  that  an  inquiry  was  made  by 
the  Fishery  Board  in  1892,  which  dis- 
closed a  very  considerable  divergence  of 
opjDion    amongst    the    fishermen,    fish- 

^r,  A.  Aforiey 


curers,  and  others  interested  in  reficard  to 
the  question  of  establishing  a  dose-time 
for  herrings.  In  all  the  circumstances,  I 
do  not  propose  to  institute  any  further 
inquiry  at  present. 

DUNDALK  GAOL. 
Dr.  KENNY  (Dublin,  College  Green): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  medical  officer  of  Dun- 
dalk Gaol,  in  his  quarterly  Report  in 
January,  1894,  drew  attention  to  the 
case  of  a  prisoner  in  said  gaol  named 
Sheridan,  and  suggested  that  the  Prisons 
Board  (Ireland)  should  issue  a  Rule  that 
prisoners  under  medical  treatment  should 
not  be  put  to  hard  labour  till  taken  off 
the  sick  list  by  the  medical  officer  of  the 
prison  in  which  they  are  confined  ;  and  ' 
whether  the  Prisons  Board  refused  to 
issue  such  a  Rule  ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  direct  the  Prisons  Board  to  alter 
their  decision,  and  issue  a  Rule  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  the  grievance  com- 
plained of  ?  I  will  further  ask  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  whether  he  can  state 
how  many  inquiries  on  oath  and  how 
many  inquiries  not  on  oath  took  place  in 
Dundalk  Gaol,  or  in  reference  thereto, 
from  Ist  January,  1886,  to  the  date  of 
the  appointment  of  the  present  Governor ; 
how  many  similar  inquiries  have  taken 
place  from  the  date  of  the  appointment  of 
the  present  Governor  of  said  gaol  to  Ist 
January,  1894  ;  and  how  many  warden 
are  still  attached  to  Dundalk  Gaol  who 
were  there  at  the  time  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  present  Governor  ?  And,  in 
addition,  I  will  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  is  aware  that  a 
prisoner  named  Sheridan,  confined  in 
Dundalk  Gaol,  being  reported  serioualj 
ill  on  the  night  of  8th  December,  1893, 
was  visited  in  his  cell  at  10.30  p.m.  that 
night  by  Dr.  Flood,  who  was  doing  duty 
for  the  medical  officer  of  the  gaol  owing* 
to  the  illness  of  the  latter ;  that  Dr. 
Flood  made  a  note  in  the  medical  officer** 
journal  that  Sheridan  was  suffering  from 
a  bronchial  attack  and  had  a  temperatWB 
as  high  as  103*2  degrees,  and  ordered 
him  medicine  and  nourishment  and  to  be 
poulticed,  &c.  ;  that,  on  visiting  Sheri- 
dan at  8*30  a.m.  on  9th  December,  he 
found  him  out  of  bed  and  picking  oaku^^ 
his  talked  labour,  with  a  poultice  on  Ua-' 
back  ;  whether  Sheridan  subsequentljr 
developed  acute  pneumonia,  which  nearlr 
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carried  him  ofi*;  whother  he  c&n  state  by 
whose  direction  k  prieooer  under  meJii^ul 
trefttroent,  knd  as  ill  rs  above  iadicated, 
WK8  ordered  out  of  bed  aud  Heut  to  IiIh 
onlio&rj  bard  labour  under  the 
dwcribed  ;  whether  any  Rule 
Iri^h  prisoDa  forbidding  prisoi 
meJiual  treatmeut  being  put  t 
■DT  labour  till  certified  at<  fit  by  tbc 
medical  officer  ;  and  whether,  if  there  be 
DO  Gucb  Rule,  he  will  issue  such  explicit 
imtractions  aa  will  in  future  efiectnallv 
prcTenC  the  recurreuce  of  such  inbiimauity 
H  was  practised  in  Sheridan's  case  ? 

Tbe  chief  secretary  kok 
IBELAND  (Mr.  J.  MoRLEr,  NewcuHtlc- 
ifHi-TjrDe)  :  As  regards  these  questious, 
Ibve  to  say  that  I  have  received  from 
Ac  General  Prisous  Board  a  Report 
baling  with  the  action  of  the  prison 
Aialfl  in  the  case.  But  with  a  view  to 
ifiat  the  entire  facts,  I  propose  to  direct 
>  iwom  inquiry  to  be  made  into  tbe 
MtWr  by  the  Prisons  Board. 
Dl  KENNY:  I  beg  to  thank  the 
HOD.  Gentleman  for  his  answer. 

USD    PCRCHASB    IN    KILKENNY 

COUNTY. 
1U.M'DERM0TT  (Kilkenny,  N.)  : 
lk{  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
L*l  Ueutenani  of  Ireland  if  be  is  aware 
»  number  of  teuauts  of  Mr.  Cur- 
Wt'i  and  Lady  Sauriu,  iu  tbe  County 
Eiainy,  signed  agreements  for  the  pur- 
■■tof  their  holdings  about  four  yeiirs 
I  ip;  and  whether  ho  cun  statu  the 
n  why  the  purchase  mouey  lias  not 
I  )<>  beeo  advanced  by  the  Laud  Com- 

Ht.  J.  UORLEY  :  I  am  informoitby 
felaod  Commissioners  that  on  tbe  8tb 
OeUber,  1891,  27  agreemouts  were 
Uged  «)fr  liehalf  of  tenants  on  this  eiilale 
ftridTances  uudur  the  provisionH  of  the 
LNkl  PuKliaiHi  Ai-U  of  lH»o  and  I8NK. 
AppUeatioDs  had  at  that  time,  however, 
WW  received  largely  in  excess  of  the 
put  of  £I0.0U0.000  available  under  the 
htM  DMDtioned,  and  at  the  present  date 
bdt  hare  not  yet  been  released  fur  tlic 
fvtieiilar  applications  referred  to,  and 
OHeqaeoUy  they  cannot,  so  I  am  iu- 
braied,  yetbe  finally  ruled  on.  It  is 
foMihle,  however,  that  funds  imay  i^oou 
k  available. 


EXPLOSIONS  IN  COAL  MINKS. 
Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottinghaui, 
Rushcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  tlie  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  with 
respect  to  the  Commission  to  inquire  into 
Kxplosions  in  Coal  Mines  from  Cualdust, 
which  has  been  sitting  for  some  time, 
what  is  the  present  position  of  the  iuqniry; 
and  whether  the  House  will  soon  be  in 
possession   of   the  Re|>ort  of  tbe  Com- 


The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fuk 
TUB  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
A^QUiTii,  Fife,  E.)  :  At  the  couclusioa 
of  the  evidence  the  CommiBsiou  ad- 
journed, in  order  to  awuit  tlio  result  of 
certain  ext>eriments.  These  experiments 
are  now  tiuished,  and  I  am  informed  by 
the  Chairman  that  they  will  now  pro- 
ceed to  the  immediate  cousideration 
of  the  Report,  which  he  hopes  will  be 
presented  uot  later  than  the  end  of  June 


THE  SMALLS. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Isliuglon,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  there  is  nny  intention  of 
at  ouce  increasing  the  power  of  the  light 
oil  The  Smalls,  as  has  been  so  often 
urged  by  Masters  of  the  Mercantile 
Marino  ? 

The  president  ok  tub  BOARD 
OF  TKADE  (Mr.  Mcndella,  Sheffiold, 
BrightBide)  ;  I  am  informed  by  the 
Trinity  Honse  that  18  months  ago  the 
power  of  the  light  at  The  Smalls  was 
jiicrenKcil  more  than  30  [>cr  (^ent.,  and  that 
(here  is  uo  necessity  for  making  afurther 


NAVAL  WARLIKE  STORES. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston):  I  beg 
to  ask  tbc  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
wbutber  the  Admiralty  have  yet  nceeplcd 
responsibility  in  nspcct  of  ibe  lest  and 
proof  of  guns  and  the  insp  ctinn  of  war- 
like stores  for  the  Naval  Service,  or 
whether  this  question,  as  to  which  tbe 
Committee  on  Public  Accounts  last  year 
reported  that  it  bad  made  no  advance 
since  1892,  still  remains  unsettled  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  question  has  beeu  referred  for  con- 
sideratioQ  to  the  Naval  Warlike  Stores 
Committee,  who  have  not  yet  reported 
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MADAGASCAR.  'f^'"^*  *"J'  f^^T  ***  *''®  "l*?  "  *"  **P®" 

o     /-<  nr  T\TTi7-T-i /i^i          ^      n        .  air  spaco,  OF  make  any  conditions  as  to 

SiK  C.W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest  the  purposes  to  which  the  site  is  to  be 

of   Dean):   I   beg  to    ask    the    Under  p„t  f  and  whether  the  Government  have 

wi,  ^^*u      ^             ^TV^n        ri  definitely  abandoned  all  idea  of  buUding 

whether  the  newly  appomtal  Consul  of  ^iHtar/barracks  on  the  site  ? 

the  United   States   for  Madagascar  has  Mr.  ASQUITH  :  No  portion  of  the 

abstained  from  applying  for  the  ea:c9«a/«r  ^j^^  j^   ^^^^^  f^^  any   purpose,   and 

ttiroiiffh  the  mediiiin  of  the  Frencli  Resi-  ^t                          i.^.             *    *i                ^ 

I     .X          y        ,,         .        ii^i^i*  there  are  no  couditions  as  to  the  purposes 

(lent  General  and  has  referred  back  to  h.s  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^.^  .^  ^  ^          ^^^  f^ 

Government  for  further  mstructions  ;  aud  j^j^^^  ^,            ^.  ^^^  ^^^    'p^.^^^  ^ 

whether  it    would  be   possible  for  Her  ^,^^        J,  State  for  War  that  he  is 

Majesty  s  Government  to  cause  inquiry  „^^  ^^  J^  ^^           .^^^^^.^^  ^j  ^^^^. 

to  be  made  on  the  spot  into  the  existing  ^^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  /.^                                "* 

position  of  affairs  in  Madagascar,  and  to 

place  themselves  in  communication  with  HAULBOWLINE  DOCKYARD 

the  Government  of  the  United   States  Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,E.):  I  -i 

with  a  view  to  joint  action  id  respect  to  ^    ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  Secretary  to  the  Admi-    '' 

Madagascar    in  which  the  two  Powers  „,»    ^^g^,^^,  .^  j^  proposed  to  carry  out 

have     equal     commercial     and      other  the  contemplated   overhaul  of  the  huU 

r;^%UNDER     SECRETARY    OK  ^ntKtT^ly'l'.??' '  '^'''"'^'  ** 

f^^^^E    KOB  B  OREIGN   AFl.  AIRS  gia  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH : 

^^"L^   •tP-"^'''.     ?^^^"!^  "^   u     Vt?*';  Any   necessary  work  that  can  be  coo-  - 

wick)  :  It  16  understood  that  the  United  ^Ji^„^i     and   economically  carried  cot  1 

States  Consul  has  not  yet  applied  for  an  ^^   Haulbowline  will  be  tiken  in  kkod    ': 

exequatur,  but  Her  Majesty  s  Govern-  ♦u-.g 
ment  have  no  knowledge  of  his  commu- 

nicationq  with    his    Government.      The  indUN  PUBLIC  8KRVICB  COMMI88IOH. 

existing   position   of  affairs   is   so  well  j^^j^    yf     WEDDERBURN     (Banff- 

kuown  that  a  local  inquiry  18  superfluous.  ^^.    .  .    j  j^     ^  ^^^  ^^^^  Secrotmry  of 

In  view  of  the  position  of  trance  as  the  ^^^^  j^^  ^^^  ^^^^^y^^^          ^^^  ^y^ 

protecting  Power,  Her  Majesty  sGoveni-  ^^^.^^   ^^   ^een  taken,  on    the  recon- 

ment  cannot  adopt  the  suggestion  m  the  ^endations  of  the  Indian  Public  Servio* 

second  paragraph  of  the  question.  Commission    of     1886,     regarding    th* 

special  departments  of  the  Indian  A4^ 

VOLUNTEER  NON-COMMISSIONED  ,ninistration,  referred  to  by  Lord  CitMH. 

OFFICERS'  DECORATION.  j„    ^^^    last    paragraph    (37)     of     him 

Mr.  H.  S.  WRIGHT  (Nottingham,  Despatch  (No.  Public  104),  dated  Londai^^ 

S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  12th   September,    1889  ;     whether    th^ 

for  War   if   he   can   state  what   is  the  Local  Governments  and  the  Goverumenr'^ 

reason  for  the  delay  in  the  issue  of  the  of  jndia  have  forwarded  to  the  SecretiiH^ 

decoration  to  Volunteer  non-commissioned  of  State  their  views  on  the  suggeeUosAfl 

officers  ;  and  whether  he  can   give  any  of    the     Commission     regarding     thomj: 

definite  information  as  to  the  date  when  special  departments  as  desired  by  Lov^ 

the  same  will  hv  ready  for  distribution  ?  ^  (j^oss    in    the   above   paragraph   of  .bin 

Mr.  CAMPHKLL-BANNERMAN  :  j  Despatch  ;  and  what  orders  have  beiafi 


Much  consideration  has  been  given  to 
the  question  of  the  conditions  and  cha- 
racter of  this  decoration,  and  I  hope  to 
state  to-morrow  the  conclusions  at  which 
I  have  arrived. 

KIRKDALE  (JAOL,  LIVERPOOL. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther, in  offering  for  sale  the  site  of  the 
closed  Kirkdale  Gaol,  the  Government 


Despatch  ;  and  what  orders  have 
passed    by     the     Secretary     of     St»t0 
thereon  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fo: 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolver-^ 
hampton,  E.)  :  It  is  impossible  to  g}^Sf^ 
within  the  limit   of   an  answer,  in    "^ 
House   a  statement  of  the  steps  wl 
have  been  taken  with  regard  to  the  matt 
referred  to  in  the  hon.  Member*8  qi 
tion.     The  subject  is  a  large  and  comp^ 
cated  one,  and  has  been  dealt  with  in 
lengthy  Correspondence  which  is  not] 
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complete.       Wbeo    the    Correspondence  I  and  vessels  oii    pasiiage.       The   Morej 
mplete  tbere_will  be  no  objection  to  I  Firth  is  patrolled  by  the  Jackal,  which 

"is  Bpeeially  set  apart  for  the  superinien- 
dcnce  of  tlie  fisheries  in  that  area  and 
its  protection  a^aiiiHt  tlic  operation  of 
trairlers.  In  additioa  to  thiK,  if  the  letters 
iiud  Qiiuil>ers  of  any  trawler  detected 
working  in  the  proBcribod  waters  are 
intimatoii  to  the  Boanl,.  the  easels  re- 
Cavko,  I  beg  to  mek  the  Under  Secretary  |  ported  to  the  rrocnrator  Fiscal.      There 


kying  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House  if  | 
the  hon.  Member  will  move  for  it. 

BECHCANALAND    CONCESSIONS 
COU  MISSION. 
Mb.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  We 


of  Stat«  for  the  Colonics  whether  he  is 
■ware  that  the  Bechuanalaiid  CoiicessioDs 
Coumiaeion  sat  at  Gaberoaes  oa  10th 
liar.  1893,  and  heard  evidence,  the 
inanngs  occupyiof;  about  a  week  ; 
vbether  the  Commission  have  giveo 
tbeir  decisioD  on  any  of  the  cases  then 
Wvd  ;  if  Dot,  what  is  the  reason  for  the 
Way  ;  and  whether  he  can  say  when 
tfec  Report  or  decision  of  the  Commission 
■IT  be  expected  ? 

Hr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  final  Report 
mi  eonuectcd  docnments  of  the  Bechu' 
oaland  Concessiona  Commixsion  were 
Mcrived  at  the  Colonial  Office  iu  Oecem- 
Wrlait.  They  form  a  very  bulky  docu- 
Mot,  which  requires  very  careful  eon- 
■tostioD.  The  pressure  of  work  in  the 
huh  African  Departmeut  han  been  bo 
fW  that  it  has  been,  as  yd,  quite 
■pMiible  to  deal  with  the  Report. 


anchorage  off  Kingston,  three  miles 
west  of  Craigeiiroan,  but  it  is  open  and 
unsafe,  with  wind  from  east  to  north  to 
north-wesL  That  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Fishery  Boanl,  and  it  is  corroborated  by 
the  Admiralty. 


ITKAM  TBAWLERR  IN  THE  MORAY 

FIRTH. 
StaW.  WEDDERBURN;  I   teg  to 
<* lie  Secretary   for  Scotland  whether 
kii  aware  that  six  steam  trawlurs  were 
«l«work  about  eight  miles  N.N.R. 
n*  Port  Knockie  on  Kunilay  the  4lh  of    ^|^|^ 
Iwh ;    whether    he    will    gtiito       ' 
noeements  are  made  to  prevei 
fmt  «iich  offeuces  aguinst  tlie  ln-e-1 
■Ohding    trawlers     from     tl 
nth  ;  and  whether  anchorage  is  obtain- 
4 M  Craigenroan  for  a  gunboat  when 
^pbytd  for  the  protection  of  the  Jish- 
n>  in  this  locality  ? 
•Sib  G.  TREVELYAN  :  On  inquiry 
I«B  informed  by  the  Fishery  Board  that 
•  the 9th  instant  they  received  a  cora- 
Moieitian  from   the  Moray  Firth  Fisb- 
■)H  Association   which    they   at    diice 
W   to  the    Commander     of     II.M.S. 
Arilof,  who  reported   to  the  offoct  that 
■ifairies  had  been  made  regartling  the 
ill^ed  trawling,    but    that    there    were 
ipptTently  no  grounds  for  the  complnints, 
■he  *caHU  probkbly  being  steam  liners 


NICKEL  STEEL  PLATES  IS  SAVAL 

CONSTRUCTION. 
Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  whether  the  results 
of  recent  trials  of  armour  plates  by  the 
L^nited  States  Government  at  Annapolis 
and  at  India  Head  prove  the  groat 
supfiriority  in  resistance  of  plates  con- 
structed of  nickel  steel  as  compared  with 
compound  plates  and  plates  conxtructed 
liy  the  Harvey  process  without  nickel  ; 
whelher  he  is  aware  that  the  German 
Government  have  adopted  nirkel  steel 
plates  for  vessels  now  in  course  of  build- 
ing ;  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  nevertheless  adopted  the 
cheaper  Harveyed  plates  for  protected 
I'esBcIs  now  being  constructed  for  Her 
Uajenty's  Navy  ;  whether  any  trials  of 
nickel  plates  as  against  Harveyed  and 
plates  have  recently  been  made  in 
iountry  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  lay  u|ion  the 
Table  a  Report  showing  the  nature  and 
,  iesnlt  of  such  trials;  and  whelher  Her 
Moray  i  Mitjesty'e  Goverument  have  received  any 
uuthcntic  account  of  the  recent  trials  of 
various  kinds  of  plates  in  the  United 
States  which  they  can  make  public  ? 

Sib  U.  KAV-SUUTTl.KWGRTH  : 
The  hon.  Gentleman  will  find  the  general 
answer  to  his  questions  iu  the  Explana- 
tory Statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  which  will,  1  trust,  he  in  the 
hands  of  Memlwrs  to-morrow.  The  Ad- 
miralty note  the  results  of  armour  plate 
trials  made  abroad,  hut  rely  mainly  on 
Ihe  results  of  our  own  trials  of  armour 
miinuFacturcd  under  our  own  officers'  in- 
spection. Doubtless  the  German  Go- 
vernment pursues  a  corresponding  policy. 
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CheapaeNs  has  not  been  the  reason  for 
tl)o  couclusioDS  at  which  we  have  arrived 
as  the  reeult  of  a  long  series  of  trials. 
It  would  not  be  possible  to  publish  either 
otGcial  Reports  of  our  trials,  or  special 
information  as  to  trials  abroad. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  :  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that  I  shall  call  attention 
to  this  matter  on  the  Estimates. 


FAMINE  IN  THE  ARKAN  ISLANDS. 

Mk.  SHEEHT  (Galway,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  aak  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  be  is 
aware  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  Arran 
Islands  are  in  a  famine-stricken  coudition, 
owing  to  the  failure  of  their  crops  last 
season,  and  the  tempestuous  winter 
weather,  wliich  prevented  them  from 
purstting  their  fishing  avocations  ;  whe- 
ther they  are  destitute  of  the  means  of 
tilling  their  lands  ;  and  what  steps,  if 
any,  are  being  taken  to  save  them  from 
death  by  starvation,  and  to  supply  them 
with  seed  potatoes  for  their  holdings  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  Representations 
have  beeu  made  to  me  regarding  the 
condition  of  the  people  on  these  islands, 
and  on  their  receipt  I  at  once  directed 
inquiry  to  be  made,  and  special  attention 
lias  since  been  given  to  the  matter.  The 
Local  Government  Board  Inspector,  who 
has  recently  spent  several  days  on  the 
island,  has  made  careful  inquiry  into  the 
condition  of  the  people,  and  as  to  the 
sufficiency  of  existing  relief  arrangements; 
and  the  relieving  officer,  who  is  resident 
on  the  principal  island,  has  at  his  disposal 
the  means  of  affording  outdoor  relief  in 
cases  of  necessity,  and  has  been  fully 
instructed  by  the  Board's  Inspector  as 
to  his  duties  and  reapoosibilities.  The 
prolonged  gales  have,  no  doubt,  seriou-ily 
inconvenienced,  and  to  some  extent  im- 
poverished, the  islanders  ;  but  it  is  not 
correct  to  say  that  they  are  starving,  or 
that  any  (.'ciieral  destitution  exists  ;  and, 
as  I  have  |>i>inted  out, the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  adopted  all  necessary 
precautions  for  dealing  with  any  unex- 
pected emergency.  Application  has  been 
matle  by  the  parish  priest  for  a  quantity 
of  seed  potatoes  to  be  supplied  to  the 
islanders  as  a  free  gift ;  hut  with  this 
application  it  is  not,  I  regret,  possible  to 
comply,  as  there  are  no  funds  available 
for  the  pur] lose,  and  the  Congested 
Districts  Board  are  only  empowcrod  to 
provide  eeed  for  cash  payment. 
Sfr  U.  JTay-SiultleKorth 
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ALLKaBD  ASSAULT  BY  AN  OFFICKB 
AT  STONKHODSE. 

The  following  question  appeared  on 
the  Paper: — 

Mr.  KEARLEV  (D  even  port)  :  To 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  a  serious  assault 
and  breach  of  discipline  were  committed 
by  Lieutenant  Colonel  Coffin,  at  the 
Royal  Marine  Barracks,  Stonehouse,  on 
the  28th  ultimo,  under  the  tollowing  cir- 
cumstanoes — namely,  that  this  officer 
whilst  inspecting  men  under  orders  to 
embark,  and  having  occasion  to  find 
fault  with  one  of  them,  called  the  Com- 
pany Sergeant,  Colour  Sergeant  Baker, 
before  him  and  ordered  him  to  remove 
the  man  from  the  ranks,  saying  to  the 
Sergeant  "  Gret  oiit  of  my  way,"  "  Get 
out  of  my  way,"  "  Get  away,  d — n  you," 
at  the  same  tiuie  stepping  forward  and 
pushing  the  Colour  Sergeant  with  socb 
violence  as  to  cause  him  to  stagger 
several  paces  backwards,  and  his  cap  to 
fall  from  bis  head  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  incident  was  witnessed  by  tbe 
following  officers  —  namely,  Cftptain 
Gordon,  Lieutenants  Graham,  Pouve, 
and  Barker,  and  by  upwards  of  100  non- 
commissioned officers  and  men,  and  some 

Colour  Sergeant  Baker  has  been  upwards 
of  \5  years  a  non-commissioned  officer, 
and  during  that  time  has  borne  an  unim- 
peachable clioracter,  and  ia  now  within 
two  months  of  completing  his  21  years' 
service  ;  and  what  steps  the  Admiralty 
purpose  taking  to  protect  him  and  others 
from  such  condnct  ? 

As  the  questiou  was  not  put  in  due 
course, 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said  :  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  this  que^ 
tion,  which  contains  a  serious  imputation 
upon  an  officer,  is  to  be  allowed  to  pan 
over  without  notice  being  given  as  to 
when  it  will  be  answered  ?  Such  que»- 
tions  as  these  ought  to  be  answered 
directly  they  appear  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  deputy  SPEAKER:  It  !■ 
usual  to  allow  questions  to  be  postponed 
if  the  Minister  wishes  it. 

Mb.  KEARLEY  :  As  reference  haa ' 
been  made  to  me,  I  should  explain  ia 
justice  to  myself  that  I  understand  com- 
munications are  passing  between  the 
Admiralty  and  the  Marine  Authorities 
which  will,  I  hope,  put  this  matter  in 
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a  position  satisfactory  to  those  who  are 
aggrieved. 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Iritfe  to  Order.  I  do  uot  think  any 
statement  of  that  sort  8hould  be  made. 

Mr.  hartley  :  When  is  the  ques- 
tion to  be  answered  ? 

[No  replj  was  given.] 

WOBKIXO  HOURS  IN  GOVERNMENT 
NAVAL  ESTABLISHMENTS. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devonport)  :  I  bog 
to  ask  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
whether  It  is  the  intention  of  the  Admi- 
laltj  to  introduce  a  working  week  of  48 
hoars  into  the  Naval  Establishments  at 
the  commencement  of  the  new  financial 


8iB  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
Tcnttj)  :  Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  also 
Mfwer  mv  question  to  the  same  effect  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY tMr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee) : 
I  shall  be  much  obliged  if  my  hon. 
Fiiend  and  also  the  right  hon.  Member 
far  Cambridge  University  will  postpone 
tkeir  qoestions. 

Sir  J.  GORST  :  How  long  is  this 
fMstion  to  be  postponed  ?  I  have  been 
fitsing  It  ever  since  March  last.  I 
ihoald  like  to  have  some  definite  idea 
when  it  will  be  replied  to. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  I  am  unable 
to  aame  any  definite  time.  The  right 
koa.  Gentleman  must  use  his  discretion 
Mto  when  he  will  repeat  the  question. 

SiE  J.  GORST  :  It  will  be  my  duty 
M  ihe  Estimates  to  cull  the  attention  of 
tk  House  to  the  dilatory  proceedings  of 
the  Government  on  this  matter. 

FERMOY  UNION  ACCOUNTS. 
Ml.  W.  KENNY  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hoD.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  I  beg  to 
■k  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Intenant  of  Ireland  whether,  as  Presi- 
fat  of  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
belaiid,  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
t^  Report  of  Mr.  Ellis,  the  Auditor  of 
^  Boani,  in  regard  to  the  accounts  of 
ikFermoy  Union,  in  which  it  is  stated 
Att  he  could  uot  speak  too  strongly  of 
the  abuses  that  exist  in  connection  with 
•ttdoor  relief  ;  that  in  1881-2  the  ex- 
CttMliture  under  this  head  was  £311, 
vkiUt  in  the  year  1892-3  it  was  £1,646, 
or  aboot  one-sixth  of  the  entire  resources 
of  the   Union ;    and   that    neither   the 


Guardians  nor  the  relieving  officers 
fairly  understood  the  legal  restrictions  on 
tiie  administration  of  this  form  of  relief, 
and  in  many  cases  were  deliberately 
careless  ;  whether  the  action  of  the  Guar- 
dians in  the  Fermoy  Union  is  typical  of 
what  prevails  over  much  of  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland ;  whether,  owing 
to  this  and  other  forms  of  maladminis- 
tration, many  of  the  Poor  Law  Unions 
throughout  Ireland  are  in  a  state  of 
fiuancial  embarrassment  ;  and  if  he  pro- 
poses to  take  any  steps  to  secure  the  due 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  IIEALY:  Before  that 
question  is  answered  I  wish  to  know, 
Sir — I  am  not  aware  if  questions  are 
submitted  to  you  in  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Speaker — whether  it  is  in  Order  in  a 
question  of  this  nature  to  introduce  such 
statements  as  are  contained  in  the  second 
and  third  paragraphs,  and  is  it  not  usual 
for  the  Clerks  at  the  Table  to  insist  on 
the  questions  being  confined  to  matters  of 
fact? 

Mr.  deputy  SPEAKER  :  These 
paragraphs  appear  by  inadvertence, and  I 
directed  them  to  be  struck  out  when  my 
attention  was  called  to  them.  I  may  add 
that  during  the  last  few  days  there  has 
been  very  great  pressure  on  the  Clerks. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  his  recent 
Report  on  the  audit  of  tlie  Fermoy 
Union  accounts  the  Auditor  did,  I  am 
told,  refer  to  the  administration  of  out- 
door relief  in  the  Union  in  the  terms 
quoted  in  the  question.  The  a(*tion 
of  the  Fermoy  Guardians  is  not,  as 
asserted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  ^^  typical 
of  what  prevails"  over  much  of 
the  South  and  West  of  Ireland.  The 
Local  Government  Board  are  aware  of  a 
few  Unions  which  are  at  present  more  or 
less  financially  embarrassed ;  but  this 
arises  not  so  much  from  extravagance  in 
the  giving  of  outdoor  relief  as  from  the 
action  of  the  Guardians  in  failing  to 
strike  adequate  rates  and  to  punctually 
collect  the  same  when  struck.  The 
Fermoy  Guardians  have  instructed  their 
relieving  officers  to  prepare  and  lay 
before  them  at  their  next  meeting  a 
Return  of  all  cases  of  outdoor  relief,  with 
full  particulars  and  observations  in  re- 
spect of  each  case,  with  a  view  to  a 
thorough  revision  taking  platro. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.) :  Is  it  not 
the  fact  that  the  accounts  for  all  Irish 
Poor    Law    Unions    are    subjeelcOi    lo 
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minute  scrutioj  at  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment Auditors  every  year,  and  have 
any  Reports  been  made  l)y  these  officials 
that  such  abuses  as  are  indicated  in  the 
question  exist,  or  that  the  Guardians  are 
ignorant  of  their  duties  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  What  my  hon. 
Friend  implies  in  his  question  is  quite 
true.  The  accounts  are  annually  audited 
by  an  Auditor  appointed  by  the  Local 
Government  Board;  and  as  to  the  im- 
plication in  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  I  am  able  to  say  that  the  state- 
ment that  the  Poor  Law  is  not  fairly  and 
duly  administered  is  entirely  inconsistent 
with  the  facts. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  any  reason  to  believe 
that  all  the  Poor  Law  Unions  in  England 
are  free  from  financial  embarrassment  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  answer 
that. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  :  How  many  other 
Poor  Law  Unions  in  Ireland  are  in  this 
state  y 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say  how 
many,  but  my  Report  is  that  it  is  very 
few. 

CRIME  IN  COUNTY  CLARE. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY:  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  can 
state  the  number  of  cases  of  crime  re- 
ported by  the  police  to  the  Judge  of 
Assize  in  County  Clare  at  the  recent 
Spring  Assizes,  held  at  Ennis,  the 
number  of  persons  made  amenable 
thereat,  and  the  result  of  the  trials  of  the 
said  persons  ;  and  the  number  of  Clare 
prisoners  tried  at  the  Winter  Assizes,  held 
at  Cork,  and  the  results  of  the  trials  of 
the  said  persons  under  the  change  of 
venue  involved  in  the  Winter  Assize 
Act? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  total  number 
of  cases  reporteJ  by  the  police  to  the 
Judge  at  the  last  Spring  Assizes  for 
Clare  was  1 18,  which  included  all  cases 
that  occurred  in  the  county  since  the 
Summer  Assizes  of  1893.  The  number 
of  bills  found  by  the  Grand  Jury  was 
seven,  resulting  in  three  pleas  of  guilty, 
one  conviction,  and  three  disagreements 
of  juries.  The  number  of  persons  re- 
turned for  trial  from  Clare  to  the  Winter 
Assizes,  held  at  Cork,  was  80,  resulting 
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in  seven  convictions,  eight  pleas  of 
guilty,  five  acquittals,  and  seven  dis- 
agreements of  juries.  In  the  remaining 
three  cases  a  iioUe  prosequi  was  entered 
in  one,  and  in  two  the  defendants  were 
discharged  on  their  own  recognizances  to 
come  up  for  trial  when  called  upon.  I 
mav  observe  that  Mr.  Justice  O^Brien,  in 
his  remarks  at  the  Clare  Spring  Assizes 
regarding  the  number  of  cases  in  which 
persons  were  made  amenable,  fell  into  the 
blunder  of  ignoring  the  Winter  Assizes. 
The  list  of  cases  furnished  to  the  JudgA 
covered  the  period  from  the  Summer 
Assizes,  1893,  to  Spring  Assizes,  1894 
— in  all  118  cases.  Seven  persons  had 
been  returned  for  trial  to  the  Spring 
Assizes,  with  the  results  already  stated 
by  me  ;  but  there  were  1 1  other  Clare 
cases  for  trial  at  the  Cork  Winter  Assizes, 
in  which  there  were  seven  convictions,  so 
that,  instead  of  there  being  only  four 
cases  in  which  persons  were  made 
amenable — that  is  to  say,  one  conviutioa 
and  three  pleas  of  guilty — there  were  in 
the  period  referred  to  by  the  Judge  15 
cases  in  all  sent  for  trial  and  eight  con- 
victions. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tell  me  how  it  is  that 
Mr.  Justice  O^Brien  always  goes  the 
Munster  Assizes  ;  also  has  his  attention 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  this  Judge^s 
observations  at  the  Spring  Assizes  in 
County  Clare  were  exactly  the  same  aa 
in  the  Charge  which  he  made  at  Cork 
Assizes  in  1886,  when  a  Home  Rule 
Government  was  in  power,  including  the 
statement  that  **  the  waters  had  not  yet 
subsided,"  and  other  literary  gems  of  that 
description  ?  Further,  has  his  attention 
been  called  to  the  strong  censure  passed 
by  Justice  Gibson  on  his  learned  brother 
with  regard  to  his  sentences  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  unable  to 
say  how  it  happens  that  Mr.  Justice 
O^Brien  always  goes  the  Munster 
Circuit,  the  arrangements  made  being 
irrespective  of  any  action  of  the  Execo- 
tive  Government.  I  confess  I  read  this 
learned  Judge's  Charge  with  some 
amazement,  because  the  impression 
which  the  Judge,  travelling,  1  think^ 
entirely  out  of  his  province,  attempts  to 
convey  on  the  relative  state  of  order  in 
Clare  is  entirely  unsupported  by  the 
opinion  of  the  Local  Police  Authorities, 
and  I  prefer  to  believe  the  Local  Polios 
Authorities. 
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Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  In  how  many  of  the  118  cases 
reported  in  Couutj  Clare  were  couvic- 
tioiid  obtained  iiom  Clare  juries  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  carry  all 
the  figures  in  mv  head. 

Mb.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  Was 
there  one  case  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  it  is  suggested 
from  the  Bench  and  otherwise  that  the 
state  of  things  could  be  improved  by  re- 
sort to  the  machinery  of  coercion,  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
it  is  not  the  fact  that,  not  only  in  Clare 
bat  throughout  Ireland  during  the  period 
of  the  Crimes  Act  of  1887,  the  propor- 
tion of  persons  made  amenable  to  the 
total  Dumber  of  crimes  committed  was 
always  extremely  minuto  ? 

Mu.  J.    MORLEY :    Yes,  speaking 

■ore  particularly  in  regard  to  Clare,  and 

unless  my  recollection  deceives  me — and 

I  do  not  think  it  does — the  same  applies 

Id  Irehiod   generally,  the   proportion  of 

persons  made  amenable  for  crimes  com- 

■itted  in  Clare  during  the  operation  of 

the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ameud- 

Mot)  Act  was  not  largely  in   excess  of 

those  which   they   now  succeed  in  ob- 

tuaing. 

Dr.  KENNY  :  Do  not  the  statistics 
rf  crime  in  Clare  compare  favourably 
vith  those  when  the  Coercion  Act  was 
a  operation  ? 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  :  Were  not  the  ob- 
sorations  of  Mr.  Justice  O^Brien  based 
w  the  Returns  of  the  police  furnished  at 
tfae  Assizes  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  cannot  under- 
^e  to  say  what  was  the  precise  fouuda- 
UMi  on  which  the  learned  Judge  based 
kis  observations. 

THE  ARMY  HOSPITAL  CORPS. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  I  beg 
to  wk  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
vbether  the  drivers  and  horses  allotted 
to  the  transport  of  the  Army  Hospital 
Corps  are  supplied  by  the  Army  Service 
Corps  ;  whether  the  men  and  hoi-MCs  of 
tke  Army  Service  Corps,  belonging  as 
tbev  do  to  the  combatant  branch,  will 
Be  uuder  the  protection  of  the  Geneva 
CoDTeution  in  time  of  war  ;  or  whether 
tlMj  will  l>e  liable  to  be  shot  or  captured 
vhile  in  charge  of,  or  attached  to,  the 
Mabn lance  waggons ;   and   whether  the 


practice  of  supplying  the  ambulanco 
transport  from  a  combatant  corps  pre- 
vails in  any  Army  other  than  our 
own  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
The  transport  needed  for  medical  ser- 
vices in  time  of  war  would  be  supplied 
from  the  mounted  companies  of  the  Army 
Service  Corps.  Men  so  employed,  when 
wearing  the  brassard,  would  be  under 
the  protection  of  the  Geneva  Conven- 
tion. I  am  informed  that  in  Austria, 
France,  Germany,  and  Russia  ambulance 
tritnsport  is  provided  from  combatant 
corps. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  was  un- 
derstood  to  ask,  further,  whether  in 
France,  Germany,  and  Austria  these 
men  were  not  deemed  to  be  under  the 
protection  of  the  Geneva  Convention,  and 
whether  the  same  did  not  apply  to  the 
ambulance  drivers  permanently  attached 
to  the  Ambulance  Corps  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
asked  for  notice. 

SCOTTISH  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  whether  the  Government  will 
introduce  legislation  with  regard  to  Scot- 
tish Fisheries  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Govern- 
ment intend  to  press  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  for  Scotland  to  completion 
before  they  undertake  any  fresh  legisla- 
tion of  importance. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  : 
Would  it  be  possible  to  distribute  copies 
of  the  Local  Government  Bill  before 
Easter,  so  that  we  may  consult  our  con- 
stituents in  relation  thereto  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  It  has  been 
arranged  that  no  Government  Bills  shall 
be  introduced  before  Easter. 

Dr.MACGREGOR  (Jiivcrness-shire): 
Does  that  apply  to  the  ameudmenta  to 
the  Crofters  Act  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  1  hope  it 
will  be  possible  at  the  hitter  part  of  the 
Session  to  get  through  the  short  Bill 
required  to  complete  the  Crofters  Act. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  :  Mav  I  ask  whether, 
in  the  event  of  representations  being  nnulo 
that  no  serious  opposition  will  he  offered 
to  the  introduction  of  the  Si'otch  Local 
Government  Bill  before  Easter,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  prepared  to  cou&vd^ 
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the  possibility  of  moving  the  Adjourn- 
ment one  night  at  10  oVlock  to  enable  a 
statement  to  be  made  ?    . 

The  chancellor  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcoukt,  Derby) : 
I  have  given  a  pledge  that  the  business 
up  to  Easter  shall  be  confined  to  financial 
matters,  and  I  understand  that  there  is  an 
objection  to  the  introduction  of  Govern- 
ment Bills  before  that  time. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Andrew's, 
&c.)  :  Are  we  to  understand  from  the 
somewhat  ambiguous  reply  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  that,  in  the  event  of 
satisfactory  progress  being  made  with 
the  Local  Government  Bill,  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  bring  in  a  Bill  dealing 
with  the  Scotch  fisheries  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  should 
certainly  give  preference  to  the  Crofters 
Amendment  Bill. 

INDIAN  IMPORT  DUTY. 
Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  if  the  decision  to  exempt 
British  cotton  goods  from  the  Import 
Duty  imposed  upon  most  other  articles 
was  arrived  at  by  the  Go 
India,  or  whether  the  exempi 
order  of  the  Secretary 
upon  what  principle  the  Government  of 
ludia  is  prohibited  from  imposing  a  duty 
of  5  per  cent,  upon  certain  British  goods 
for  Revenue  purposes,  while  the  Home 
Government,  for  the  same  object, 
imposes  a  duty  of  nearly  50  per  cent, 
upon  Indian  tea  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  Secretary 
of  State  declined  to  sanction  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  of  India  to 
include  cotton  goods  among  those  on 
which  a  duty  was  to  be  imposed.  He 
did  so  on  the  ground  that  a  duty  on  such 
goods  in  the  shape  in  which  it  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  of  India  would 
operate  as  a  Protective  Duty,  and  that,  in 
view  of  the  Resolutions  passed  by  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  subject  in 
1 877  and  1 879,  such  a  d  uty  ought  not  to  be 
imposed  unless  a  more  urgent  financial 
necessity  were  shown  than  that  which 
the  Government  of  India  had  laid  before 
him.  I  may  add  that  the  Tea  Duty  is  a 
Revenue  Duty  charged  upon  all  tea 
consumed.  With  respect  to  articles  on 
which,  when  imported  from  abroad,  a 
Customs  Duty  is  levied,  a  countervailing 
Ejccise   Duty   is    levied    on    the    same 
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articles,  if  produced  or  manufactured  in 
this  country. 

Mr.  WHITELEY  (Stockport)  :  May 
I  ask  whether  the  cotton  trade  in  India 
since  the  abolition  of  duties  on  imported 
cotton  goods  has  not  largely  increased, 
and  would  not  the  direct  effect  of  the 
re-imposition  of  the  duties  be  to  further 
stimulate  the  manufacturing  them  ai  the 
expense  of  the  already  suffering  and 
depressed  home  industry  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  answered 
that  question  the  other  night,  when  I 
gave  the  figures  showing  the  enormous 
progress  made  in  the  internal  cotton 
trade  of  India. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE :  Will  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  seeing 
that  the  Home  Government  has  decided 
to  fetter  the  hands  of  the  Government 
of  India  in  the  matter  of  an  essential 
duty  in  order  to  avoid  a  deficit,  be  pre- 
pared in  the  Budget  to  provide  for  such 
deficit  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  will  hardly  expect  me  to 
answer  such  a  question  offhand. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT  :  PAROCHIAL 

OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  (Norfolk,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  whether  in  this  present 
year  Overseers  will  have  to  be  nomi* 
nated  and  surveyors  to  be  elected  at  the 
parish  meetings  which  ought  to  be  held 
on  the  25th  of  March  (or  within  14  days' 
thereof),  or  will  the  present  officials  con- 
tinue to  hold  office  until  November  next| 
in  like  manner  as  the  Guardians  ? 

•The  PRESIDgNT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  ShaW 
Lepevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  Overseen! 
and  surveyors  of  highways  are  not  con* 
tinned  in  office  by  the  Local  Govemmeot 
Act,  and  it  will  be  necessary  in  thf 
present  year  that  these  officers  should  Ui 
appointed  at  the  same  time  and  in  thd 
same  manner  as  if  the  Act  had  not 
passed. 
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Captain  DONEL AN  :  I  beg  toadk  .' 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieiif 
tenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atteutioa 
has  been   drawn  to  the  decision   of  ihlb^ 
Judicial  Committee  of   the  Irish  Priv^ . 
Council  on  the  7th  instant,  upholding  tbl^ 
objection  of  Sir  Joseph  Neaie  M^Keni 
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to  the  erection  of  a  Inboiirer'a  cottage  on 
hw  property  by  the  Yonghiil  (Comity 
Cork)  Boanl  of  Guardians  ;  whethor  he 
is  awure  that  io  the  adjoining  Union  of 
Midlcton  more  tlian  one-third  of  the 
original  scheme  was  uiillilied  owing  to 
similar  succes^^ful  action  on  tlio  part  of 
laodowiiers,  thus  depriving  103  labourers 
of  cottages  in  tliis  Union'  alone  ;  and 
whether,  iu  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
working  of  the  Labourers'  Cottages 
(Ireland)  Acts  is  seriously  crippled  by 
the  extensive  use  made  of  the  power  to 
appeal  under  the  present  system,  he  will 
take  steps  to  enable  Boards  of  Guardians 
duly  to  carry  out  the  duties  entrusted  to 
them  under  these  Acts  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  fact  is  as 
ftated  in  the  first  paragraph.  As  regards 
the  Midleton  Union,  the  number  of  cot- 
tages ino^aded  in  the  Guardians'  scheme 
was  30^  and  the  number  sanctioned  by 
the  Local  Government  Hoard  was  208  ; 
Petitions  were  lodged  against  17  of 
the^e.  and  the  Privv  Council  disallowed 

9 

th«  objections  as  to  nine  cottages,  with 
the  result  that  200  of  the  208  cottnges 
previously  approved  by  the  Board  were 
faallv  authorised.  The  Board  inform 
ae  that  they  do  not  think  that  the  work- 
ing of  the  Labourers*  Act  is  seriously 
crippled  by  the  use  made  of  tlic  power 
•f  appeal. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.E.)  :  Is  the 
ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  iu  the 
ntx  majority  of  cases  the  Privy  Council 
kare  paid  no  attention  to  the  represeuta- 
tiiMis  of  Boards  of  Guardians  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say  I  am 
ftvare  of  it. 

nniENTARV  SCHOOL  TEACHERS  AS 
INSPECTORS. 
Ml  JACOBY  (Derbyshire,  Mid)  :  I 
Wg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
vhether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
tliedi«satisfaction  ex  istin<;amon<;  teachers 
IB  public  elementary  schools  in  England 
Mi  Wales  with  the  recent  appointment 
tf  Mr.  L.  J.  Roberta,  B.  A.,  as  one  of 
Htr  Majesty *8  Inspectors  of  Schools  ; 
^  whether  he  has  ascertained  that 
fcre  were  no  Sub-Inspectors  already 
Mpiged  in  the  work  of  the  inspection  of 
•dtools,  or  teachers  employed  in  the 
vork  of  instniction  of  schooU,  who  being 
ttrtificated  teachers  and  possessed  of  the 

VOL.  XXII.  [fourth  series.]         / 


requisite  experience  might  have  received 
the  appointment  in  question  ? 

Mu.  GKOVE  (West  Ham,  N.)  : 
May  I  ask  v/hether  it  has  been  the 
custom  to  nominate  Inspectors  from  the 
'ranks  of  school  teachers ;  whether  there 
is  any  objection  to  such  nominations  ;  and 
whether  the  last  Vice  President  did  not 
approve  a  scheme  for  making  such 
nominations  ? 

Mtt.  ACL  AND  :  No  previous  Govern- 
ment has  made  any  such  appointment  as 
those  indicated  in  the  question,  with  one 
exception,  when  a  distinguished  Uni- 
versity man,  who  was  for  a  short  time  a 
certificated  teacher,  became  ultimately 
an  Inspector.  I  have  received  several 
letters  expressing  dissatisfaction  on  this 
subject,  and  have  seen  some  letters 
written  to  others.  I  observe  that  these 
letters  have,  almost  without  exception, 
ignored  the  fact  that  almost  for  the  first 
time  in  the  history  of  the  Department,  as 
far  as  I  am  aware,  two  Sub-Inspectors 
who  had  l>eeu  certificated  teachers  have 
been  made  Inspectors  since  I  became 
Vice  President  out  of  four  appointments 
made.  The  answer  to  the  second  part  of 
the  question  is  iu  the  negative,  because  I 
do  not  take  the  view  that  all  Inspectors 
without  exception  should  necessarily 
have  been  certificated  teachers.  I  think 
that  complete  exclusiveness  iu  any  part 
of  our  educational  system  at  a  time  when 
by  degrees  the  various  grades  of  educa- 
tion in  the  country  are  becoming  more 
effectively  united  into  a  common  whole 
would  be  a  misfortune.  I  am  fully 
satisfied  with  the  choice  that  has  been 
made  iu  the  case  of  Mr.  Roberts,  who  is 
now  serving  under  the  Chief  Inspector 
for  Wales. 

MULT.INGAU  WATER  SUPPLY. 
Dr.  KENNY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  what  is  the 
source  from  which  is  derived  the  water 
supply  for  the  military  barmcks, 
Mullingar ;  whether  the  supply  is  by 
contract ;  if  so,  who  are  the  contractors  ; 
what  is  the  rate  per  1,000  gallons  ;  and 
when  does  the  contract  terminate  ? 

•Mu.  CAMPBELL-BANNEKMAN  : 
The  water  supply  for  the  barracks  at 
Mullingar  comes  from  the  Convent  of 
the  Annunciation,  Mullingar,  under  a 
contract  with  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese 
and  others.  It  is  not  usual  to  disclose 
contract  prices  iu  such  ca^es.     TV\Q  liv^^ 
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term  of    the    contract    expires    in    the  means   in  their  power  to  promote  trade 

present   month  ;     but    the    arrangement  ;  with  Brazil  as  soon  as  tlie  political  stake 

continues    until    six    months'    notice   on  of  the  country  admits  of  it. 

either  side  is  given.  |      Sir  A.ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.) :  May  I 
Dr.  KENNY  :  Is  the  right  h on.  Gen-,;  ask  whether  the  Government   have  re- 

tleman  aware  that  the  existence  of  this  i  ceived  any  complaints  from  British  resi- 

contract  prevents  the  town  of  Mullingar  dents  as  to  the  neglect  of  their  interests ; 

accepting    an    adequate   water    supply,  and,  if  so,  is  there  any  foundation  for 

which  has  been  offered  at  the  rate  of  4d.  those  complaints  ? 

per  1,000  gallons?  _.^^^,  ,  ^,  Mr.  HANBURY  :    Is   it    true   that 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  Admiral  da  Gama  has  taken  refuge  on  one 

I   have   no  knowledge  of  that.     If  the  ^f  Her  Majesty's  ships  ? 
hon.  Member  will  inform  me  of  the  cir-        ^^^    ^     ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 

cumstances  I  will  inquire  into  the  matter,  ^.jj  ^^^  Government  use  its  influence  to 

THE  BRAZILIAN   REVOLUTrON.  ^^^^°  ^^T.k'  TT""' f^"  '^"^  l^'^lT" 

Cx.     V     A  ciiTtn?  A  n   Ti  A  DTT  TTTT  ^°^  ™®°  ^^  ^^^  Brazilian  ^avy  who  have 

rJ'l  i?V^^^^^P?:^^^^^^^.^  surrendered? 

(Shemeld,  Ecclesall)  :  I  beer  to  ask  the      *o       t.^    i-m-c^v      t  i 

Uuder   S;cretary   of  State  for   Foreign        ^IR  L.  GREY:    I  can  only  Bay,  m 

A/r  •         I    ^u      1  •       ^1      Tj  answer   to  the  last  question,  that  Her 

Affairs  whether  he  can  give  the  House  -^r  -    ^  ^     r*  \    i       \, 

.  f         ^.  .     ^  c  i.\  Maiesty  s   Government   has   been   most 

any   information    as    to  proffress  of  the         ^e  i   ^       i.^-*  -  ^  ^ 

.  •'.i  .    ,,      .,        ]  •  II         ^  careful  to  abstain  from  any  interference 

civil  war  in  Brazil,  and  especially  as  to       ,    ^  •       i    ^  i     •  *        i 

,  1  ^   ,  ,         ij    A  1    •    1    1  whatever  in  what  was  a  purely  internal 

the   reported    surrender   of    Admiral    da         ^,  ,,  ^  .  *^^i    :^t  -u 

p         ^  matter,  and  I  cannot  promise  that  they  will 

•c*       i7>    ryiy-L^v      rr\      c     '       XT       1  interfere   in  the  final  settlement  of  the 

•Sir   E.   GREi  :    The  Senior  Naval  ,.       ^         t.    •     ^  .i    ^    •       j*  ^    i 

r\ixi         i.  r>-     ^  1  I-  ♦!      ii*i  dispute.      It  18  true    that    m    disturb- 

Officer  at  Rio,  teles'raphinfir  on  the  14th         ^       i?    .i_-     i  •   j  ^  j*      ^i 

.     .     .      *  *     *u  *  *i     13    *  ^  ances  of   this  kind  persons  not  directly 

instant,  states  that  the  Fortugnese  com-  ,  ^        A»  t»  •*•  l    ^    j 

V  \    txi      I  •     ]  A  1    •    1  concerned  must    suffer.      British    trade 

mandinsc  naval  officer  has  received  Admiral  .  •in  i     '^    i  ir     j 

ii  \A\         A    r^  ]  £  \  •      a:  IS    considerable,    and    it    has    suffered, 

oaldhana  da  Gama  and  many  of  his  offi-         i^.^i  ^n  •  • 

,  1        1  u-  1      IT  And    that     has     naturally     iriven     nse 

cers  and  men  on  board  his  vessel.     Her  ,  i  •  x         i  •  i_  u 

TLg  '    ^  y    r^  X  u  *      *  to    many   complaints    which    we    have 

Maiestv  8  Government  have  not  yet  re-  •      i       u  /  t  ^l  ^    « 

.  **   1  •        c    4.1      J  *  -I       1  *•       4.    *i  received  ;     but    I    am    sure    that    Her 

ceived  any  further  details  relating  to  the  -»*.,,-»#..,  j  ^i  i    a* 

^    "^  c  *i  4.  c  •     i>-  Maiestv  8  Minister  and  the  naval  omcerflt 

surreuuer  of  the  msuriJjeut  forces*   in  Rio       ,  ^^  ,  "i  ,  ,./c     i^  .    i   ^        _^ 

^  who  bad  a  most  difficult  task  to  perform^ 


Colonel     HOWARD     VINCENT  ^*^«  discharged  their  duties   well,  and 

(Sheffield,  Central):   I  beg  to  ask  the  '^^^\^^^  utmost  possible  under  the  ciiv 

>T-       o        *  ro**!-       V  cumstances.     With  regard  to  Admiral  aft 

Uuuer    Secretary  of  State   tor   toreisiru  ,,,  ,  ,        .  u^       .•       •     .i.  ^  l^ 

AflFairs  if  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Rio  <'«"»*.  0">^  •*»««'  information  is  that  h«    . 
IT              1             c        1  4,1               .fison  board  a  Portucfuese  vessel,  not  a    : 

de  Janeiro  has  confirmed  the  report  <^f  tj  •,.•  u    i  •  ■ 

the  cessation  of   the  civil  war  in  Brazil,  P* 

and  in  such  case  if  Her  Majesty's  Go-        ^^^  TREATMENT  OF  INEBRIATES.       '' 

vernment  will  render  all  assistance  pos-        t^-^        t  t.^-c^o     ir-K^rwxTT  ^l^     /o  i*  .^ 
.1 ,     .      xj  .^.  ,     ^     ,        .  \,  Mr.    lees    K>iOWLEb    (Salforq,   _ 

feible  to    British    traders  to    recoup    the  w  x .  j  Ug_  ,^  ^^^.  .k^  Secretiirv  of  State  " 

isastrous  losses  of  the  past  six  months  .    \»      ti         T^       _*        *  t  i        -n  • 

«    .  ,  '^     '  a  •*!    ^1  for  the  Home  Department  if  he  will  i«-  - 

ot  sieire,  and  use  its  lutluence  with  the  ^     ,  ^  i     i  ^         t>-ii  *        

T>      -r      /^  *  *     1       .     •.    ir  ..  troduce,  at  an  early  date,  a  Bill  to  cartr 

Brazilian  (.Toveniment  to  devote  itself  to        ^  ^i       i»         ^   r  ^.i      iv         *         2zm 

^i       1       I  i.      £   ^1        -1  r   .1  oiit  the  Keport  from   the  Departmenw 

the   development   ot    the   riches   of   the  r^         -^^  ^i        *      *        x      «     • 

.  I    ^1  •  £    £      1  Committee    on     the     treatment   of     hh 

country    and    the   opening   up   or    iresh      k  •   *      ? 

channels  for  International  trade  ?  |       ^,        *  o^rrxrwiTT      t  .  t     ' 

•Sir    E.    GREY:    The    question    of,      Mr.  ASQUITH  :    Instructions   haft  . 

how  to  deal  with  claims  of  British  sub-  ^^««»  f?»^«"  ^^  the  Parliamentary  drafli. 

iects  for  losses  arising  out  of  the  recent  "™*^°  ^^  P^^^P***"®  ""  ^'^^  ^^^  introduction  1#^-- 

disturbances  in  Brazil  is  now  being  con-  l>rlmmeut  to  carry  out  the  recommen< 

siileied    in    consultation    with    the    Law  tions  of  the  Report  of  the  Departraei 

Officers  of  the  Crown.    The  C;overnnient  Committee,    and    my    hon.    triend 

of  Brazil  cannot  be  asked  to  take  advice  ^nder  Secretary  hopes  to  introduce 

from   outside  as   to  the   develojnnent  of  BiH  at  an  early  dale.  r^ 

their  own    country,    but   Her  Majesty's.       Mr.  LEES  KNOWLES  :    I  beg  tiiS 

Governnwut  are  anxious    to   use   every  ask  the   Under  Secretary  of   State  fji^ 

ji/r.  Campbell'Bannerman  \ 
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Foreign  Affairs  if  he  will  supply,  by 
Return  or  otberwise,  complete  information 
as  to  the  treatment  of  habitual  in- 
ebriates iu  the  various  cantons  of  Switzer- 
land ? 

Sir  £.  GREY  :  A  Report  has  just 
lieen  received,  and  will  be  published  in 
the  Miscellaneous  Series  of  R(;ports. 

A  ARTILLERY  MAJORS. 

CoLOKEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  :  I 
b^  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
\Var  if  be  is  aware  that  in  1882  a 
Warrant  was  issued  promising  that 
majors  of  Artillery  who  served  seven 
Tears  as  battery  commanders  would  be 
nade  brevet  lieutenant  colonels,  that  ni 
consequence  of  this  Warrant  a  consider- 
ible  number  of  officers  were  induced  to 
remaiu«  in  the  Royal  Artillery,  and  can 
ke  explain  why  this  Rule  has  been 
nddeotj  abrogated,  and  if  any  complaints 
m  remonstrances  on  this  head  have  been 
iddredsed  to  the  late  or  present  Deputy 
AdJQtaut  General  of  Artillery  by  those 
olBeers  of  one  of  the  scientific  corps  who 
iRDOw  being  rapidly  sui)erseded  by  their 
ttoirades  of  the  Cavalrv  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  brevet  promotion  referred  to  came 
to  an  end  in  1885,  and  since  1887  its 
pUce  has  been  taken  by  voluntary  pro- 
motion to  half-pay  lieutenant  colonelcies. 
I  ean  only  refer  to  the  reply  I  made  on 
February  20  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mera- 
W  for  Aberdeenshire,  to  the  effect  that 
tkb  half-pay  promotion  is  almost  obsolete, 
wl  that  1  do  not  see  my  way  to  re-open 
the  question. 

THE  GRIMSBY  TRAWLER  "  CEV'LON." 
Sir  L.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shet- 
kod) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
viietber,  seeing  that  the  recent  proeecu- 
tttD  of  Blackburn,  commander  of  the 
tiawler  Ceylon^  for  trawling  in  inshore 
viten  failed  for  a  technicality,  and  that 
he  was  not  tried  for  the  offence  itself, 
the  Crown    will    institute    proceedings 

Haiti? 

•The  loud  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
I*  B^LForK,  Clackmannan)  :  It  is  not 
^■ne  correct  to  say  that  the  prosecution 
Ued  for  a  technicality.  1  explained 
tto  days  ago  the  reasons  for  which  it 
*K  not  further  proceeded  with,  and 
l^kiujir  to  the  lapse  of  time  since  the 
•flvuce  is  alleged  to  have  been  committed, 
Md  to  all  that  has  taken   uUce  in   the 
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interval,  it  is  not  intended  to  institute  a 
new  prosecution  in  this  particular  ease. 
As  I  previously  stated,  however,  the  law 
against  illegal  trawling  is  being,  and 
will  continue  to  be,  strictly  enforced. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  :  When  my  right 
hon.  Friend  says  he  is  not  prepared  to 
revive  the  proceedings,  does  he  bear  in 
mind  the  sr^itement  of  the  Sheriff  I 
quoted  the  other  day  that  this  was  a  most 
flagrant  case  ? 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  Any  observa- 
tion made  by  the  Sheriff  Substitute  on 
that  occasion  must  have  been  extra  judi- 
cial, inasmuch  as  evidence  had  not  been 
had  iu  the  case.  As  to  whether  it  would 
or  would  not  be  possible  to  revive  it  I  say 
nothing,  because  there  are  serious  objec- 
tions to  reviving  it  under  the  circum- 
stances. 

TUB  IRISH  EDUCATION  ACT,  1892. 

Mr.  field  ^Dublin,  St.  Patrick)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
proposes  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  remedy 
the  defects  in  the  Irish  Education  Act 
of  1892  with  respect  to  raising  of  the 
expenses  of  the  School  Attendance  Com- 
mittees under  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  A  Bill  is  ready, 
and  will  be  introduced  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible opportunity. 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  (IRELAND)  ACT. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
laud  whether  he  is  prepared  to  state  in 
detailed  terms  the  amendments  which  he 
requires  in  the  Public  Libraries  (Ire- 
land) Act,  which  passed  this  House 
last  year,  with  the  object  of  enabling 
the  Bill  to  be  promoted  without 
delay  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  would  be  ina- 
practicable  to  state  in  detailed  terms,  in 
reply  to  this  question,  the  amendments 
which  this  Bill  would  require  if  int;o- 
duced  again  in  the  same  form  in  which 
it  appeareil  last  Session  ;  but  I  may  in- 
form my  hon.  Friend  that,  in  my  opinion, 

I  a  Bill  to  carry  out  the  objects  aimed  at 
should  be  framed  as  nearly  as  possible  on 

I  the    lines   of  the  Public  Libraries  Act, 

'  1892  (the  En«rlish  Act),  and  the  main 
points  in  which  the  Bill  of  last  Session 
differed  from  that  Act  have  alremly  been 

I  poiuted  out  to  my  hou.  Frleiid^ 

/         P  2 


335       School  Accomuiodation      {COMMONS} 


at  Eastbourne. 


336 


Mr.  field  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  assist  me  in  drafting  a  Bill  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  do  more  than  tender  the  advice  I 
have  already  given. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT:  LONDON 
VESTRY  ELECTIONS. 
Mr.  barrow  (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsej)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  when 
the  Rules  and  Regulations  for  the  con- 
duct of  the  London  Vestry  elections, 
under  the  Local  Governmeut  Bill  (Eng- 
land and  Wales),  will  be  issued  ;  and 
whether  the  clerks  to  the  various  Vestries 
will  be  appointed  returning  officers  for 
the  Vestry  elections  in  the  same  way  as 
the  clerks  to  the  Unions  are  now  the 
returning  officers  for  the  elections  of 
Guardians  ? 

•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The  ex- 
isting  members  of  Vestries  elected  under 
the  Metropolis  Management  Acts  will 
continue  in  office  until  the  elections 
which  are  to  take  place  in  November 
next  have  been  held.  The  necessary 
Regulations  will  be  issued  in  ample 
time  for  those  elections,  but  I  cannot  at 
present  state  more  precisely  when  they 
will  be  issued. 

INDIAN  CIVIL  SERVICE  EXAMINA- 
TIONS. 

Mr.  CURZON  (Lancashire,  South- 
port)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  he  is  now  able 
to  state  the  decision  of  the  Government 
and  to  present  the  promised  Correspond- 
ence about  the  question  of  simultaneous 
examinations  for  the  Civil  Service  in 
India  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  question 
is  under  the  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  but  I  am  not  yet 
in  a  position  to  announce  their  decision, 
or  to  present  the  Correspondence  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  CURZON  :  I  do  not  wish  to 
press  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  unfairly, 
but  is  he  aware  that  a  month  ago  the 
late  Under  Secretary  told  us  the  Papers 
would  he  presented  in  a  reasonable 
period,  and  that  they  were  virtually 
complete  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  he  was  not  vet  in  a  position 
to  present  the  Papers. 


THE  KABUL  MISSION. 
Mr.  CURZON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  when  the 
promised  Papers  concerning  the  Mission 
of  Sir  Mortimer  Durand  to  Kabul  and 
the  agreement  with  the  Amir  of  Afghan- 
istan will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

•Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  So  soon  as  it 
can  be  done  consistently  with  the  in- 
terests of  the  Public  Service  I  will  cause 
these  Papers  to  be  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment. 

SCOTCH  COUNTY  COUNCILS. 

Mr.  a.  cross  (Glasgow,  Cam- 
lachie)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lonl  Advocate 
can  County  Councils  in  Scotland,  if  they 
so  resolve,  hold  their  statutory  meetings 
outside  their  respective  counties  ? 
•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour)  :  I  do  not  find  any  warrant 
in  the  Act  for  County  Councils  holding 
their  statutory  meetings  outside  their 
counties.  Provision  is  made  in  the  Act 
for  Committees  meeting  outside  the 
county,  but  there  is  no  similar  provision  in 
regard  to  the  meetings  of  County  Councils. 

Mr.  a.  cross  :   Are  we  to  presume 
they  cannot  meet  outside  their  counties  ? 

Mr.    J.    B.    BALFOUR:   There   is 
no  statutory  provision  on  the  point. 

SCHOOL  ACCOMMODATION  AT  EAST- 

BOURNE. 

Mr.     CHANNING     (Northampton, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether,  after  holding  a  public  inquiry 
last  April,  the    Education    Department 
issued  to  the  borough  of  Eastbourne  oa 
24th   June    a    final    notice    for     1,311 
places,    which    expired    on  24th  July  s 
whether  on  lOth  August  last  the  only  pro- 
posals before  tiie  Department  for  supply— > 
iug  this  deficiency  were  for  968  plaei 
or  343  less  than  the  expired  final  uotii 
demanded  ;    whether  the  Commissiom 
who  held  the  public  inquiry  reported  tl 
an  annual   increase  of  140  places  would 
be   necessary    to    meet    the  growth    of 
population,   and    whether   a     Wesleymn 
school  for  365  children  has  been  latelj^ 
closed  ;  whether  at  this  moment  the  oiil^! 
school  provision  made  or  undertaken  to- 
for  464  places  at   ^'orway,  496  at  Up*,;; 
wick,   and    540    at  Whitley   Koad,    ( 
1,500  in  all,  leaving  a  present  deficient 
including  the  140  and  the  365  placeti 
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316    places,  eveD   if  these  schools  were 
all  open  ;    whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Upwick   School  is  not  yet  finished,  and 
the  Whitley  Road    School    not  begun  ; 
whether  the  Department  received  from 
the    School    Attendance   Committee    of 
Eastbourne  a  Resoluiion  declaring  that 
the   Whitley   Road  site  was   eminently 
nnsaitable ;     whether    all  the  proposed 
fchools  comply  with  the  Rules  of  plan- 
ning of  the  Department  ;    whether    he 
can  state    the    contract   price  for  each 
9chool ;     why  the   Department  did    not 
gire  effect  to  the  procedure  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  1870  in  July  last  in  the  case 
of  Eastbourne ;    and  whether  they  will 
■ow  pTX>ceed  to  enforce  those  provisions 
vithont  farther  delay  ? 

Mb.  ACLAND  :  The  public  inquiry 

Ud  at    Eastbourne    last    year    settled 

1,111    places    as    the    deficiency  to   be 

■ppUed.       Since    then    a   further    de- 

ineocy   of  365   places  (making  a  total 

fcfciency  of  1,676)   has  been  caused  by 

Acelosare  of  the  Wesleyan  School  last 

■nth.     The  final  notice  expired  on  the 

ttof  August,  1893.       A    committee  of 

^lihntary  managers  undertook  to  supply 

the  deficiency,  and  submitted  plans  for 

Ane  schools  :  (1)  At  Norway    Hamlet 

fcr  464    children  ;    (2)  at    Upwick  for 

«6^ children,  and  (3)  at  Whitley  Road 

fc»761  children,  or  1,721  places  in  all  to 

■eet  the  deficiency  of  1,676.     The  sites 

•^  ill   three  schools  were  approved  as 

■iWe.  The  first  of  the  three  new  schools 

■  inished  and  open,  and  the  building  of 

^  the  others  is  now  well  advanced. 

After  the  Whitley  Road  site  had  been 

JHrored,  and  the  contract  for  the  bnild- 

H  si^ed,   an  objection  to  the  site  was 

■W  by  the  Eastbourne  School  Atteud- 

•»     Committee,     but     the     Depart- 

■*t  did   not   see   any  reason   to   altor 

■tir  decision.     The   contract  prices    of 

fc  three    schools     are     £1,989     10s., 

firlHO,    and    £3,530   respectively.     In 

**»  of  complaints    made    as    to    the 

•*»  Bchools,   the    Department    sent  an 

•Aitcct  to  Eastbourne  a  few  days  ago 

J*ike  a  special  inquiry.      He  reports 

*<due  despatch   is  being  used  in  the 

^'f  that   the   building,    lM)th    in    the 

••tol  already   built,  which  is  certainly 

,^  Qoomamental,  and  in  the  two  now 

•  |»t)gres»,   is  in  conformity   with   the 

|w  sanctioned  by  the  Department  ;  and 

«t  the  latter  will  be  completed  by  the 

I5tli  of  May  as  regards    the   Upwick 
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School,  16th  of  June  as  regards  theboys^ 
and  girls'  departments  of  the  Whitley 
Road  School,  and  July  16th  as  regards 
the  infants'  department  of  that  school. 
It  is  the  duty  of  the  Department  under 
the  Act,  in  the  case  of  an  ascertained 
deficiency,  to  order  the  formation  of  a 
School  Board  if  it  appears  that,  after  due 
notice,  the  deficiency  is  not  in  course  of 
being  supplied  with  due  despatch.  So 
far  due  despatch  seems  to  have  been 
used,  and  the  Department  will  continue 
to  exercise  all  vigilance  to  see  that  it  is 
maintained,  both  in  respect  of  completing 
the  work  now  in  progress  and  of  meeting 
such  further  deficiencv  as  arises  from 
time  to  time  owing  to  growth  of  popula- 
tion. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  the  architect  he 
sent  down  satisfied  himself  as  to  the  sub- 
stantial character  of  the  schools,  as  well 
as  with  their  compliance  as  to  space 
requirements  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND :  Yes  ;  I  asked  him 
that  myself.  The  schools  come  within 
the  Rules  as  to  new  buildings. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  Then,  in  spite  of 
all  the  Irritation,  the  people  of  Eastbourne 
have  complied  with  the  Act  in  every 
respect  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  do  not  know  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  means  by  ^^  in  spite 
of  all  the  irritation."  They  have  raised 
a  good  round  sum  of  money,  and  are 
building  the  schools. 

LABOUR  COMMISSIONERS'  REPORTS. 

Mr.  diamond  (Monaghan,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  there  are 
any  Rules  for  the  guidance  of  Assistant 
Labour  Commissioners  as  to  the  nature  of 
statements  made  to  them  by  w^itnesses, 
and  which  ought  or  ought  not  to  be  in- 
serted in  their  Reports  presented  to  this 
House  ;  whether  complaints  alleged  to 
have  been  made  by  a  mill  manager  at 
Port  Glasgow,  and  set  out  on  page  193 
of  the  Reports  of  the  Lady  Assistant 
Commissioners  dealing  with  the  employ- 
ment of  women,  in  which  1,500  women 
workers  in  Mill  54  are  stated  to  bo 
chiefly  low  class  Irish,  who  are  intem- 
perate and  immoral,  should  have  been 
admitted,  seeing  that  further  on  in  the 
Report  the  Assistant  Commissioner  states 
that  she  saw  no  evidence  of  the  im- 
morality  alleged  ;  and    what    atep^  «t^ 
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taken  to  verify  statements  made  to  the 
Assistant  Commissioners  before  these 
statements  are  printed  and  circulated  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Labour  Commission 
that,  so  far  as  he  is  aware,  it  has  not 
been  the  practice  to  make  any  Rules 
for  the  guidance  of  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners as  to  the  nature  of  the  statements 

made  by  witnesses  which  are  to  be  in- 
cluded in  their  Reports.  The  senior 
Lady  Assistant  Commissioner  was 
entrusted  by  the  Commission  with 
the  duty  of  supervising  generally 
the  Reports  of  the  Assistant  Com- 
missioners, and  it  is  believed  that 
this  duty  has  beeu  satisfactorily  per- 
formed. It  is  impossible  for  the  Com- 
mission as  a  body  to  investigate  the 
reliability  of  the  evidence  given  to  the 
Lady  Assistant  Commissioners. 

Mr.  diamond  :  Is  there  any 
remedy  open  to  persons  who  feel  them- 
selves aggrieved  by  these  statements  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  answer  that  question. 

IRISH   POST   OFFICE   CLOTHING 
CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I  bog  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  the 
existing  contract  for  the  supply  of 
clothing  for  Irish  Post  Office  officials  is 
held  by  a  private  firm  ;  and,  if  so,  when 
the  contract  was  entered  into,  and  when 
^-^t  will  expire  ;  whether,  on  its  expira- 
ti^,  an  opportunity  will  be  given  to 
Irishcfirms  to  tender  for  the  contract ; 
and  >^kettier  it  would  be  possible  to 
arrans^e^tit  the  material  for  the  clothing 
should  hehl  ^^i^^^  manufacture,  assuming 
that  equal lAgooil  material  could  be  sup- 
plied at  the  sS^e  prit^e  ? 

Mr.    a.    MOtf^I-EY :     The    present 
contract  for  the  g\lJPP^y  of   Post    Office 
uniform  clothing  jV  Ireland  is  for  three 
years,  and   expires  ol"  ^^^^   ^^^^  instant. 
It  is  held  by  an  IrisXi   ^''*"-      ^'^®.„"®^^^' 
contract,  like   the   pre«SJi?-  _  ^         "  ^/ 
made  by  the  War  Department  on  behalf 
of  the  Post  Office  ;  and  it  is  understood 
that  tenders  have  already    been  invited. 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  condition    has 
been    made  as  to   the   place  where    the 
material    for    the    clothing    should    be 
manufactured. 

Mr,  Diamond 


IRISH   CONSTABULARY    CLOTHING. 

Mr.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  existing  contract 
for  the  supply  of  clothing  to  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  is  held  by  a  private 
firm,  or  whether  the  Force  is  supplied 
from  a  Government  clothing  factory ; 
when  the  existing  contract  was  entered 
into,  and  when  it  will  expire  ;  whether 
on  its  expiration  an  opportunity  will  be 
given  to  Irish  firms  to  tender  for  the 
contract ;  and  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  arrange  that  the  material  for 
the  clothing  should  be  of  Irish  mana* 
facture,  assuming  that  equally  good 
material  could  be  supplied  at  the  same 
price  ? 

Mr.   J.   MORLEY  :  The  Inflpeetor 
General  informs  me  that  all  contracts  for 
the   clothing   of  the    Constabulary    are 
given   to   private   firms.     The   existing 
contract  was   entered   into  on  March  1, 
1893,  and  will  expire  on  March  31, 18d5; 
it   is   held   by   an   Irish   firm.      On   its 
expiration    tenders   for  a   new   eontmel 
will,  as  on  former  occasions,  be  invited 
by  advertisement  in  the  public  Press,  and 
Irish  firms  will  be  afforded  an  opportunitjT 
of  tendering.     With   regard   to  the  Iws^ 
paragraph  of  the  question,   I  learn  ihsJtL 
some  years  ago  Irish  woollen  maDofao**^ 
turers  were   invited  by  advertisement 
inspect  the  standard  great-coat  cloth 
the  Constabulary  Office,  with  a  view 
their  proposing  to  supply  the  same  ;  th 
three   manufacturers    responded    to  tb^b 
advertisement,  and   stilted  that,  with  tliQt; 
exception  of  great-coat  cloth,  it    wo 
not    suit   their   trade    to   undertake 
manufacture.       Samples   of    this 
were  subsequently  received  from  two 
the  traders,  but  the  results  were  uusa 
factory.     I  should    be   glad  if   it   wi 
possible  to  arrange  for  the  manufacture 
Ireland  of  the  material  for  Constabal 
uniform,  or  even  a  portion  thereof,  bat 
order   to  bring  this  about  it  would  | 
necessary   that   the   standard  of  q 
should  be  maintained  without  increase 
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•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  In  reply 
to  my  ioqniry,  I  am  iuforraed  tliat 
the  work  of  the  ttoyal  Commission  on 
TDbflrciiloaiB  is  being  proceeded  witL 
with  all  possible  speed,  aud  that  it  in 
faoped  that  the  Report  will  be  iBsiied 
Aonlj. 

6BRHAN  PBISON  LABOUR. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
deot  of  the  Board  of  Trade  wbether  iar^e 
^oantltiee  of  manufactured  goods,  mninly 
podaced  by  unpaid  oouvict  prison  labour 
iatiemutny ,  arefrequentlysurreptitioTialy 
imported  into  those  Kingdoms,  and  whe- 
ther the  carriage  is  cheapened  by  prc- 
ffrantial  rates;  and  whelher  lie  will  have 
bqoiry  made  into  this  matter  ae  affecting 
Ifae  iodoBtrial  progresB  and  taxpaying 
■taroat  of  ihia  country  7 

Mr.  MDA'DELLA  :  We  understand 
tttt  prisOD  labour  is  used  in  some 
iidostrial  productions  in  Oermany,  but 
As  Board  of  Trade  have  received  no 
^plaints  in  the  matter.  I  am  assured 
Ihu  there  are  oo  Hiirreptitions  imports 
■Id  this  country,  and  we  are  not  aware 
W  uy  preferential  rates  on  German 
■nfactures, 

WH  «oPTfl8  ov  me  daspbe. 

)i>.  dtBSON  BOWLfiSii  t  Iwgto 
|i  Ihe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
(otei^  Afiuin  tfhethdr  the  European 
Cnniixtion  of  the  Danube  continues  to 
MnW  tll4  i»t\a»  impoMhl  tm  H  hy 
Wcle  16  of  the  Treaty  of  Paris,  1836, 
■d  Article  53  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin, 
W^  to  clear  the  mouths  of  the  Danulw 
■>J  the  oeighbouriug  parts  of  the  sea 
fNa  saads  or  other  impediments,  to 
btlitate  the  narigattou,  and  to  exercise 
W  powers  OS  far  lu  Gnlatz  in  complete 
itlspeadcnoeof  the  territorial  authorities  ; 
■tathor  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
lUsmenta  recently  made  in  the  PrcHS 
te  BoBBift,  as  one  of  the  territorial  an- 
ttorities  on  one  of  the  banks  of  tlie  Kilia 
mi  of  the  river,  has  objected  to  the 
CmmiMion  exercising  its  powers  in 
naplete  independence  of  licr,  and  han 
fnpoKil  to  exclude  it  altogetlior  from 
iidependeiit  action  in  the  Kilia  iirm ; 
•detber,  in  view  of  the  great  importance 
•f  the  Kilia  arm  ah  commanding  the 
■bole  trade  of  the  Danube,  and  ns  afTcitt- 
■>«  the  prosperity  of  Ronmauiu,  Her 
jUjediy'd  Government  will  use  its  in- 
laeoce  ttf  eanse  that  arm  to  be  kept  clear 


and  open  for  navigation  ;  and  whetW' 
ikuy  Papers  relating  to  the  siibject  can  W 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  Houxe  ? 

•SiK  E.  GREY  :  I  am  afraid  I  can  only 
again  refer  the  hou.  Member  to  the 
Treaty  of  London  of  1883  for  details  con- 
nected with  the  Kilia  branch  of  the 
Danube.  We  havo  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  Russians  intend  to  undertake 
any  operations  as  regards  the  Kilia 
mouth,  aud  Her  Majesty's  Government 
see  no  reason  for  raising  any  question 
r'ouneeted  with  the  European  Commis-' 
siou  of  tlie  Danube  at  the  present  time. 
Reports  are  received  from  Her  Majesty's 
UepresentAtivc  on  the  Commission  from 
time  to  time,  but  tiioy  deal  mainly  with 
details  connected  with  the  nnvigation  of 
the  river,  and  there  will  bo  no  object  in 
laying  them  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mh.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Am  I  to 
understand  tliat  under  the  Berlin  Act  of 
1883  the  general  powers  of  the  Commis- 
sion are  maintained  ?  lit  it  not  a  fact 
that  a  Protocol  attached  to  the  Treaty 
especially  af&naa  this  right  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  have  not  a  copy  of 
the  Treaty  before  me.  If  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber has  read  the  Treaty  I  will  accept  his 
statement  that  he  is  quoting  it  correctly. 

ZODBSR  PASriA. 
Mr.  CUKZON  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  Stute  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  there  has  been  a  Corre- 
spdudcnco  between  Sir  William  Marriott, 
Lonl  Croiper,  and  Ijord  Itosobery  oo  the 
subject  of  the  claims  of  Zoliehr  Piv>ha 
agttiuat  the  Egyptian  Government,  aud 
whelher  there  is  any  objection  to  laying 
the  Correspond  em -e  upon  the  Table  of 
he  House  ;  whether  Sir  William  Mar- 
riott hiw  suggcstcil  a  Parliamentary  or 
judicial  inquiry  into  the  matter ;  nud 
wliellier  Her  Majenty's  Government  in- 
t'iuds  to  accetie  to  that  suggestion  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY:  Such  a  Corres[Kiudence 
has  taken  place,  and  Sir  William  Mar- 
riott has  cuggC'Stod  a  Parliamentary  or 
i  idicial   inquiry  into  the  matter  in  this 
i;()untry.     Her  Majesty's  Goverument  do 
not   think   such    a   proctdure   would  iw 
itabic  or  deitirnble,  aud  cannot,  tiiere- 
■e,  support  the  suggcslion.     The  qncs- 
n  is,  in  their  opinion,  oni'  for  ducision 
by  theEgyptian  Government  or  Tribunals, 
and  it  would  serve  no  useful  purpose  to 
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lay     the     Correspondence     before     the 
House. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  COURT  CLERKS. 

Mr.  H.  S.  WRIGHT  (Nottingham, 
S.)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Maryleboue,  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  practice  whereby  the  chief 
and  other  clerks  of  the  London  and 
Sheerness  Police  Courts  receive  and 
retain  for  their  own  use,  in  addition  to 
their  salaries,  certain  fees  for  supplying 
copies  of  depositions  to  prosecutors  and 
others  ;  and  whether  he  can  state  if  this 
practice  is  authorised  by  any  statutory 
authority  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  aware  of  the 
practice  referred  to,  which  has  existed 
for  many  years  with  the  cognisance  of 
the  Treasury  and  Exchequer  and  Audit 
Department.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  ex- 
press statutory  authority  under  which 
the  fees  in  question  are  payable  to  the 
clerks  ;  but  it  is  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance in  the  interests  of  justice  that 
copies  of  depositions  should  be  prepared 
rapidly  and  accurately  for  the  use  of 
prosecutors  and  others  ;  and  as  the 
making  of  these  copies  is  outside  the 
official  duties  of  the  Police  Court  clerks, 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Magistrates  have, 
with  my  own  and  my  predecessor's 
approval,  sanctioned  the  existing  scale 
of  fees.  I  may  add  that  I  have  had 
recently  under  my  consideration  the 
whole  question  of  the  remuneration  of 
the  Police  Court  clerks,  and  proposals  are 
now  being  weighed  under  which  the  fees 
in  question  would  be  transferred  to  the 
Receiver  for  the  Metropolitan  Police 
District. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field,  Hallam)  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the 
salaries  of  these  valuable  public  servants 
are  limited  by  Statute  to  what  many 
people  think  a  very  moderate  sum  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  They  were  so 
limited  ;  I  do  not  know  what  they  stand 
at  at  the  present  moment. 

UGANDA. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
now  come  to  a  decision  on  the  Uganda 
Question ;  and  whether  any  action  will 

Sir  J^,  Grey 


be  taken  in  carrying  out  any  decision  of 
the  Government  before*  the  opportunity 
has  been  given  for  a  full  discussion  of 
the  subject  in  the  House  of  Commons  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  As  was  stated  on 
Tuesday,  the  Government  will  communi- 
cate their  decision  with  reference  to 
Uganda  soon  after  Easter,  and  an  oppor- 
tunity will  be  given  to  discuss  it.  No 
instructions  have  been  sent  to  put 
matters  on  a  different  footing  in  Uganda 
to  that  on  which  they  were  left  by  Sir 
G.  Portal,  and  unless  any  unforeseen 
emergency  should  arise  it  is  not  intended 
to  send  any  till  after  the  decision  has 
been  announced  to  the  House. 

THE  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ACT. 
Mr.  H.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  if  it  will  be  neces- 
sary, notwithstanding  the  passing  of  the 
new  Local  Government  Act,  for  the 
Parish  Vestries  to  appoint  new  Over- 
seers and  Highway  Surveyors  to  hold 
office  till  next  November  ;  and  if  the 
Local  Government  Board  intend  shortly 
to  issue  Circulars  instructing  the  various 
Local  Authorities  as  to  their  powers  and 
duties  under  the  new  Act  ? 

•Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  My  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Norfolk 
deals  with  the  first  point  in  this  ques- 
tion. As  regards  the  second,  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  issued  Circulars 
to  Boards  of  Guardians,  Urban  Sanitary 
Authorities,  and  Highway  Authorities 
explaining  the  position  of  mattors  as 
regards  elections  in  the  current  year. 
The  Board  are  preparing  other  Circnlars, 
which  will  be  issued  very  shortly. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  The  words  "  till 
November "  are  used,  but  will  not  the 
officers  now  to  be  appointed  hold  office 
till  March  next  1 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  :  I  must  ask 
for  notice  of  that. 

WARNED  SCHOOLS. 
Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Ro- 
chester) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  he  will  assent  to  a 
quarterly  Return,  commencing  from  1st 
January,  1894,  and  giving  the  names  of 
schools  from  which  the  Department  have 
threatened  to  withhold  the  Parliamentary 
Grant,  and   specifying   the   matters    of 
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compltint    on    acconnt    of    which    this 
course  bus  been  takeu  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  This  question  was 
oqIt  put  down  last  night,  but  I  can  say 
geDerallj  that  I  think  a  quarterly  lieturn 
from  the  Ist  of  next  mouth  can  be  giveu, 
vhicb  will  meet  in  the  main  what  the 
loble  Lord  asks  for. 

THE  DBCLARATIOy  OF  PARIS. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 

ttk  the  Attorney  General  whether,  uuder 

die  Rnles  laid  down  by  the  Declaration 

of  Paris,  1856,  those  Powers  which  have 

abstained  from  agreeing  to  and  are  not 

bound  by  it  would,  in  the  event  of  their 

being  at  war  with  Great  Britain,  retain 

dieir  right,  under  the  Law  of  Nations,  to 

fit  out  and  use  privateers  against  British 

ttmrnerce,  and  also  their  right  to  capture 

British  goods  in  neutral  vessels,  whether 

tkote  goods  were  contraband  of  war  or 

Mt;  whether,  in  such  an  event.   Great 

Britain,   having  agreed  to  the  Declara- 

lioD,  and  being  bound  to  it  as  towards  all 

the  other  Powers  who  have  also  agreed 

tilt,  would  have  the  right  to  capture  her 

aanT*9  goods  in  neutral  vessels  belonging 

!•  sach  other  Powers  ;  or  whether  she 

voold  be  bound  to  refrain  from  exercising 

tbs  right  as  against  her  enemy  while 

nhmitting  to  its  exercise  as  against  her- 

fldf;    and    whether  he  can  state   what 

Pswers  have  up  to  this  time  abstained 

fcom   agreeing    to    the    Declaration   of 

Fwis? 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  RrsAELL,  Hackney,  S.) :  The  firif 
t*o  inquiries  of  the  hon.  Member  relate 
H  certain  legal  questions  with  reference 
ti  hypothetical  cases  which  the  lion. 
Manber  puts  and  as  to  which  my  opinion 
iB»ked.  I  consider  that  I  am  not  bound 
to  answer  these  questions,  which  do  not 
Pelite  to  any  matter  under  the  considera- 
tbo  of  this  -House,  nor  is  it  for  the 
pablie  interest  that  I  should  do  so.  I 
therefore  respectfully  decline  to  answer 
tliem.  As  to  the  third  question,  which 
is  one  of  fact,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
Unitetl  States  of  America,  Spain,  and 
>Qine  of  the  South  American  States  are 
the  principal  Powers  which  have  not  n[) 
to  this  time  agreed  to  the  Declaration  of 
Piris. 

VETERINARY  COLLEGE  IN  DUBLIN. 
Mil.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
('ellor  of    the    Exchequer  whether,    in 


addition  to  the  sum  of  £15,000  proposed 
to  be  allocated  for  the  establishment  of  a 
Veterinary  College  in  Dublin,  he  is  pre- 
pared to  moderately  endow  the  institu- 
tion as  one  appertaining  to  technical 
education  in  Ireland  ? 

•Mr.  HOZIER  :  Before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answers  that  question,  may  I 
inquire  whether  the  Government  propose 
to  give  for  the  benefit  of  veterinary 
science  in  Scotland  a  grant  corresponding 
to  the  £15,000  ;  and,  if  not,  why  not  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Perhaps  my  hon. 
Friend  will  allow  me  to  answer  the 
question.  I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  to 
add  to  the  proposed  grant  of  £15,000 
any  proposal  for  the  endowment  of  the 
institution.  I  may  inform  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  put  the  supplementary  question 
that  the  money  to  be  granted  for  the 
purposes  of  this  college  is  not  Imperial 
monev,but  that  it  comes  from  a  certaiu  Irish 
fund  intended  for  purely  Irish  purposes. 
It  does  not  follow  that  Scotland  should 
have  a  like  grant. 

PROPOSED  IRISH  BOARD  OF 
AORICULTURE. 

Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  the 
Government  are  considering  a  scheme  for 
the  establishment  of  a  Board  of  Agricul- 
ture for  Ireland,  which  was  promised 
favourable  consideration  by  the  late 
Premier  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (who  replietl)  said  : 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Midlothian,  in  answering  a  similar  ques- 
tion a  short  time  ago,  said — 

'*We  have  no  proixwal  to  make  upon  the 
subject,  but  shall  be  sla*!  ^^  fi»*i  some  oppor- 
tunity of  coHHidering  a  plan  for  that 
purpose.  I  should  like,  however,  to  see  the 
eviclcncc  taken  before  a  Seleot  Committee, 
which  I  hofie  the  H«>u8e  would  appoint,  Ixjfore 
consentinfi;  to  a  pro|>osal  for  the  establishment 
of  a  Boanl  of  Agriculture  for  Ireland." 

THE   SILVER  QUESTION    AND    OUR 
EASTERN  TRADE. 

Mr.  WHITELEY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
has  received  a  Memorial  from  the  Gene- 
ral Council  of  the  London  Chamber  of 
Commerce  reciting  that,  owing  to  the 
extremely  unsatisfactory  state  of  the 
silver  question,  and  the  grave  injury  in- 
flicted u{)on  our  Eastern  trade  by  the 
heavy  fall  and  violent  fluctuations  in 
exchange,  and  the  great  uncertainty  as 
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to  the  future,  it  was  deairable  that  Her ' 
Majesty's  Government  shonlil  take  such 
Btepe  as  would  lend  to  the  meeting  of 
aaother  International  Conference ;  and 
whether  the  Government  has  this  com- 
miinication,  which  refers  to  an  Injur; 
suffered  hj  a  trade  amounting  to  nearly 
£350,000,000  annually,  under  its  con- 
sideration ? 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  have  re- 
ceived the  Memorial  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  refers.  1  have  already  state<l 
that  the  Government  have  received  no 
intimation  of  any  desire  of  any  Foreign 
Government  for  the  reassembling  of  the 
Monetary  Conference,  and  tliey  them- 
selves have  DO  intention  of  making  any 
such  proposal. 

Mr.  WHITELEY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  question. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  said  I  had 
received  the  Memorial. 


INDIAN  IMPORTS. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  if  he  will  suggest  to  the  Indian 
Government  the  expediency  of  raising 
their  Revenue  by  the  taxation  of  German, 
French,  and  other  Foreigu  imports,  and 
admitting  British  goods  as  heretofore  ? 

•Mr.  a.  H.  FOWLER  :  Differeutial 
duties  existed  in  the  time  of  the  East 
India  Company  ;  but  all  distinction  be- 
tween goods  of  British  and  those  of 
foreign  origin  was  swept  away  by 
Tariff  of  1859  ;  and  it  is  not,  in 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Go' 
expedient  to  return  to  the  former 
practice. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT :  h 
the  right  hon.  Gcntleraau  aware  that  the 
colonies  of  France,  Germany,  and  other 
countries  do  miike  special  conditions  ' 
favour  of  llic  Molher  Couulry  ? 

Mk.  H.    II.  FOWLER:  Yes;  but    I 
am  not  prepiirwl  ro  say  their  fiscal  sysi 
is  better  than  otirs. 

LORD  ROSEBKRY'S  VISIT  TO 
KDINBUROH. 
Mr.  RENSHAW  (Renfrew,    W.) 
beg  to  ask  whether  it  is   true  that  the 
Prime  Minister,   lieitig  a  Peer  and  Lord 
Lienteiiaiit  for  the  County  of  Edinburgh, 
is    to    addrcFia    a    public    meeting     on 
political   topics  in  Edinburgh  during  the 
jircaeiit   week ;    whether,  a    new    Writ 
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having  been  issued  for  the  Leith  District, 
situated  within  the  county,  and  in  close 
proximity  to  the  City  of  Edinburgh,  the 
conduct  of  the  Prime  Minister  is  not 
calculated  to  influence  the  election  ;  and 
whether  such  conduct  does  not  fall  withio 
the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  Sessional 
Order  touching  the  interference  of  Peers 
and  Lord  Lieutenants  in  Parliamentarj 
plectioDS  P 

Sir    W.    HARCOURT  :    Although 
questions  of  this  kind  are  put  from  time 
to  time,  with  the  view  apparently  of  pre- 
venting Peers  from  taking  part  in  Parlia* 
meulary  elections,  they    have,  I  tbluk| 
only  a  partial  success.     Matters  of  this 
kind  are  settled  rather  by  precedent  than 
by  argument.     I  am  certainly  not  pre- 
pared to  state  that  the  speech  of  a  Prime 
Minister,     wherever    delivered,    is    not 
calculated  to  influence  elections  whenever 
and  wherever  they   take  place.     It  de* 
pends  a  good  deal  upon  what  the  eleotiaa 
is  and  who  the  Prime  Minister  is,  aad  l»M 
not  prepared  to  state  the  exact  milsag« 
of  the  sphere  of  iufluenoe  that  he  may 
possibly  have.     But  if  the  hon.  Membtf 
desires    to    know    what    is    the    proper 
iKJurse  for  a  Prime  Minister  to  take  wbo 
happens  to  live  in  proximity  to  the  place 
where  a  contested  election  is  occurring, 
I  recommend  him  to  cousidor  the  occaskM 
when  Mr.  Disraeli  was  Prime  MinisUr 
and    was  made    a    Peer,  and    when   he 
vacated   his  seat  in  this  House  in  ooi^ 
sequence    of  his  being   created  a  Peer. 
I  think  the    first  publio    act  of  his   ei 
Prime  Minister  and  a  Peer  was  to  toekt 
a  very  important  political  speech  duriay 
the  election  for  the  very  seat  which  h« 
had  vacated  in  his  own  county  and  u 
immediate  proximity  to  his  own  residence- 
It  was  a  very  important  and  very  remark— 
able    speech,    and    if    the  hon.  Member 
wishes  to    understand    exactly    hov   » 
speech  of  that  kind  ought  to  be  made  bM 
will  fiud  it  a  very  judicious  model  tar 
all    Prime    Ministers    in    these    circum- 
^tanee^.     The  hon.  Member  is  mistaksO 
in  saying  that  Lord   Rosebery    oocnpie* 
the  position  of  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Edin- 
burgh.     Ediuburgh  is  a  city  and  conntf*. 
and  he  is  not  Lord  Lieutenaut  in  Edtn- 

•Mk.  HOZIER  :  Was  not  Edlnhui^ 
included  in  the  scope  uf  the  Scatoh  tlw 
Fisheries  Bill  because  it  was  supposed  tt 
be  in  ths  CoqutJ  ot  Mi<l'Qtbian  ? 
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the  subject  of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy. 
There  was  a  time  when  Lord  Lieutenants 
tbouj^ht  they  ought  not  to  interfere  in 
political  matters  in  their  own  counties, 
hut  the  abstention  is  not  always  observed 
DOW.  I  know  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Derbyshire  came  to  Derby  to  make  a 
speech  against  its  Representative.  There- 
fore, there  are  exceptions  to  the  rule  that 
Lord  Lieutenants  should  not  interfere  in 
political  affairs  in  their  own  counties. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
eity) :  Is  the  House  to  understand  that 
the  Government  admit  that  the  Standing 
Order  of  the  House  of  Commons  respect- 
iog  the  interference  of  Peers  at  elections 
if  about  to  be  broken,  and  that  the  only 
excuse  for  breaking  it  that  the  Govern- 
ment make  is  that  it  has  been  broken 
Wore? 

SiB  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
km.  Member  must  not  assume  that  I 
limit  anything. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.) : 
Wis  DOt  next  Saturday*s  meeting  at 
Edinburgh  arranged  some  weeks  ago, 
WIdre  there  was  any  prospect  of  an 
ibctlon  for  the  Leith  District  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  believe  that 

Rio. 

THE  VOTE  ON  ACCOUNT. 
Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :    Can  the 
li^thou.  Gentleman  say  when  the  Vote 
« Account  will  be  taken  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Vote  on 
Inonnt  will,  I  think,  be  taken  most  con- 
loiently  on  Wednesday,  the  21st  instant. 
II7  great  object  is  to  free  hon.  Members 
Mbolh  sidas  of  the  House  as  early  as  I 
ttafrom  controversial  business,  so  that 
fcr  may  go  away.  Therefore,  what  I 
fnfwe  is  that  we  should  take  the  Vote 
H  Account  with  the  Report  of  Supply 
H  the  21  St,  and  if  that  business  is  con- 
Med  ou  that  day  there  will  bo  nothing 
^  prevent  Members  from  going  away 
•  the  Thursday  before  Good  Friday. 

PAUPER  ALIENS. 
Mr,    JAMES    LOWTHER     (Kent, 
TIiaDet)  :    When  will  the  Pauper  Alien 
fetnms  for  January  be  issued  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  inquired 
tboat  the  matter,  and  am  informeil  that,  ii] 
icc(»tlaiice  with  the  Rules  of  the  House, 


circulate  the  Returns  for  January  until 
the  new  Session  has  commenced.  In 
accordance  with  the  Orders,  the  Return 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
immediately  the  new  Session  began.  In 
the  meantime,  however,  the  particulars 
were  published  in  The  Board  of  Trade 
Journ&i, 

BELFAST  AND  NEWCASTLE  POST 
OFFICES. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  if  he  could 
state  what  amounts  of  revenue  are  derived 
from  the  Cities  of  Belfast  and  Newcastle 
respectively  by  the  Post  Office  ? 

*Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  regret  that  I 
am  unable  to  give  the  infdrmation  asked 
for  by  the  hon.  Member,  inasmuch  as 
there  are  no  statistics  in  the  possession  of 
the  Department  which  would  enable  me 
to  do  so. 

FINANCIAL   RELATIONS   OF  SCOTLAND 
AND  THE  UNITED  KINGDOM. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) :  I 
.  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  Government  will 
now  agree  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  financial 
relations  of  Scotland  to  the  other 
Division  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  to 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Govern- 
ment will  agree  to  the  appointment  of 
such  a  Committee,  but  desire  its  post- 
ponement for  a  time  till  there  is  less 
financial  prossnre  ou  the  officials  of  the 
Treasury  than  at  the  present  moment. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  :  Will  it  be  done 
before  Whitsuntide  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  will  inquire. 

BUSINESS     OF     THE     HOUSE      (INTRO- 
DUCTION OF  BILLS). 

Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER  :  I  wish 
to  say  that  it  would  be  a  great  con- 
venience to  the  officers  of  the  House  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  would  be  good  enough  to 
put  the  number  which  each  gentleman 
has  gained  in  the  Ballot  upon  the  Notice 
which  he  hands  in  with  his  Bill. 

Ordered,  That  To-morrow  the  intro- 
duction of  Bills  have  precedence  of  the 
Orders  of  the  Day. — {The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.) 
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bappened  to  the  officials  of  the  House  of 
Lords  last  SessioD,  he  thought  the  time 
had  come  whea  the  House  of  Commons 
should  Het  att  example  in  thia  matter. 

Ma.  A.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
aaid,  he  would  like  to  know  what  the 
officere  of  the  House  did  respecting  these 
matters.  Aoeording  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  preseut  practice  was  about  as 
bad  as  it  could  be,  because  the  Treasury 
bad  no  control.  Practically,  thsrefore, 
there  was  no  control  except  what  was 
exercised  in  Committee.  In  the  existing 
state  of  things  nobody  could  give  an 
authoritative  reply  to  questions  on  this 
Vote,  or  furnish  information  as  to  the 
actual  state  of  affairs.  He  bope<l  the 
Oovernment  would  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  efiectiog  an  alteration. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (lalicgton,  S.)  said, 
he  would  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  ^ 
Treasury  whether  the  whole  system, 
involving  »o  much  cost  as  these  Petitions 
did,  could  not  be  re-considered  front  firat 
to  last.  This  year  there  was  an  iDcrease 
of  some  hundreds  of  pounds  in  the  cost 
of  counting,  and  then  there  was  the  uost 
THE  TREA-  '  of  printing. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Greer,  N.E.) 
asked  whether,  considering  the  length  o( 
last  Session,  the  case  of  the  under- 
paid   messengers    and    others   would   be 


80  PPL  Y.— COMMITTEE. 
Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
CJVIL   SERVICES    AND    REVENUE    DE- 
PARTMENTS (SUPPLEMENTARI  ES- 
TIMATES),    1893-4. 

Class  II. 
1.  £1,200,  Supplementary,   House  of 
Commons  Offices. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  said,  these 
expenses  were  growing  very  fast.  He 
noticed  that  £300  a  year  extra  was 
charged  for  going  through  the  names  in 
Petitions,  and  he  also  saw  that  £200  more 
was  required  for  the  new  arrangement  for 
orders  of  admission.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether  it  was  merely  a  temporary  in- 
crease, or  would  it  be  a  permanent  in- 
crease ? 

'The  SECRETARr  i 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibhekt,  Oldham)  | 
said,  that  these  items  were  nearly  all  ' 
owing  to  the  extraordinary  length  of  the 
Session.  The  Treasury  had  no  control  remembered." 
over  these  expenses.  Very  few  of  the  i  "Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  that  k 
items  ill  the  Vote  would  occur  again,  ]  number  of  extra  men  were  appointed  to 
unless  they  had  another  extraordinary  <'eal  with  the  work  last  Session.  Ha 
Session  such  as  the  one  just  terminated,  |  fy;"P^'.:;i^.;^J*iV„„t»?^J^V™/.?„  kTS' 
whieh  they  all  trusted  would  not  happei  """"       "      "™     -    "-     ^oo  «« 


With 


i  to  the  Petitions,  he 


hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Preston  h 

not  easy  to  giv« 


h^  himself  considered  the  question,  and  '  effect  to  it.     In  the  first  place,  it  would 


had   asked    the    authorities    whethi 
would    not    be   possible    to    have 
cheaper  method  of  doing  the  work.     He  I  ]J[*^  *^'^" 
would  e^illtlieHttenlioDofthcChairmanof  I  The  po^ 
the  Conimitieo  on  Petilious  to  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mr.  BANBURY  said,  be  had  never 
been  ahlc  to  understand  why  the  Civil 
Service  expenses  connected  with  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  House  of 
Lords  should  nut  be  placed  upon  the  same 
footing  as  items  in  other  Public  Depart- 
ments. Ho  hoped  the  Treasury  would 
consider  the  inauguration  of  a  more 
reasonable  system  of  dealing  with  the 
business  of  this  House,  and  he  trusted 
that  they  would  have  control  over  these 
expenses.       Having    regani     to     what 


require    legislation.     The  whole   of  th»    ] 
management  of  the  officers  of  the  Hram    | 
under  Act  of  Parliament,    i 
meet  and  consider  then 
items  of  expenditure  was  now  vested  in    . 
the     Speaker,    the    Chancellor    of    the    ' 
Exchequer,    the    Home    Secretary,    and    ' 
several  other  important  officers  of  State. 
They    had    the    power    of    considering 
this   question    of    salaries    and    of   ex- 
penditure, but  so  far   as    the  Treasury 
was   cOTiccrnod  It    had    do    power   over 
that  expenditure.     With  regard  to  Peti- 
tions, he  hud  said  liefore  that  ho  irtf   < 
anxious    to   draw    the   attention    of  thA 
Committee  to  that  matter,  and  he  would 
be    very  glad  if   they   would  take  into 
coDsidemtion   some   cheaper  method   of 
carrying  it  out.     for  his  own  part,  be 
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did  not  866  any  great  advantage  in  going  | 
throagii  the  Dumber  of  signatures  to 
PetiiioDS,  but  when  any  charge  was 
made  as  to  want  of  honesty  in  a  Petition 
the  Committee  ought  to  have  power  to 
examine  into  it  closely. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  rather 
sheltered  himself  behind  the  Commission, 
tod  had  stated  that  the  Treasury  had  no 
power  in  this  matter,  but  unless  he  could 
get  a  satisfactory  assurance  from  him  he 
VIS  afraid  he  would  have  to  begin  on 
this  Vote  with  a  long  series  of  Motions 
for  reduction.  He  had  had  a  Report 
■sde  of  pluralists  in  the  Public  Service 
^those  who  held  more  than  one  office — 
lod  he  found  that  the  number  was 
499. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  rose  to  Order, 
nd  submitted  that  the  question  of 
flirtlists  was  not  one  that  should  be  in- 
troduced on  this  Vote. 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  said, 
tbe  qnestion  of  pluralists  did  not  seem 
to  be  relevant  to  this  Vote,  and  he  did 
M  think  it  would  be  in  Order. 
•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
mid  not  pursue  the  subject.  With  re- 
pni  to  the  cost  of  counting  signatures  to 
friilie  Petitions,  he  did  not  know  whe- 
Acr  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he 
VBsld  give  up  that  system.  He  did  not 
bow  what  was  to  be  done  with  Petitions. 
He  conceived  that  it  might  be  advisable 
tthitr  to  print  them  and  bind  them  up  in 
neb  a  shape  as  would  form  interesting 
Kiiing  for  wet  Sundays,  or  to  make  a 
tnds  of  them,  or  they  might  he  useful 
V  bonfires  on  November  5.  But  to  do 
Miiiore  than  count  the  signatures  was 
Uc^  and  when  he  found  that  the  cost  of 
•nting  them  amounted  to  £650  a  year, 
b  conscience  revolted,  and  his  con- 
^HKDts  would  not  think  he  was  doing 
b  daty  if  he  did  not  protest  against  it. 

ICs.  A.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  desired 
to  emphasise  what  had  been  said  with 

ri  to  those  at  the  bottom  of  the  staff, 
received  from  £1  to  £2  a  week. 
fli  was  bound  to  say  that  the  House 
Vii  always  ready  to  give  an  increase  to 
Ik  higher  officials,  but  they  altogether 
fargot  the  lower  ones.  If  he  remembered 
fi^^tly,  last  year  his  right  hon.  Friend 
nggested  that  a  Committee  should  be 
appointed  to  inquire  into  this  subject. 
Could  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  promise 
that  a  Committee  would  be  appointed 


I 


during  this  Session,  or  that  the  whole 
matter  would  be  considered  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEKT  said,  he  had  no 
power  to  do  so.  The  power  rested  with 
the  Speaker  and  the  other  Commissioners, 
under  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
said,  he  did  not  wish  to  dwell  upon  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  but 
he  confessed  that  he  thought  the  Com- 
mission was  a  wise  provision  made  by 
Statute.  Of  course,  he  assumed  that  the 
Commission  was  a  practical  working 
body,  composed  of  eminent  persons,  they 
had  been  told,  holding  high  office  in  the 
State,  and  l|p  assumed  that  the  Commis- 
sion met  with  tolerable  frequency,  and 
that  all  these  important  matters  were 
fully  considered  by  them.  He  did  not 
think  the  Committee  would  wish  to  take 
the  control  out  of  their  hands.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment would  be  able  to  inform  them  how 
many  times  the  Commission  met  during 
the  year,  and  whether  any  record  of  its 
proceedings  was  preserved. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  in 
view  of  what  had  been  said  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  he  would  bring  the 
matter  forward  again  on  the  Vote  on 
Account.  He  desired  to  protest  against 
what  he  had  said — namelv,  that  because 
this  was  a  Statutory  Commission  they 
could  not  appoint  a  Select  Committee  to 
consider  it.  If  he  recollected  rightly, 
this  House  had  many  a  time  appointed  a 
Select  Committee  to  consider  the  effects 
of  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  he  therefore 
did  not  think  that  would  be  a  bar  at  all. 

The  secretary  of  STATE 
FOR  THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  may  say,  speaking 
quite  frankly,  that  I  have  never  heard  of 
the  existence  of  this  Commission,  or 
that  I  was  one  of  its  Members.  The 
Committee  mav  draw  what  inference  it 
pleases  from  that  fact. 

Mr.  HANBURY  asked  the  late  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews),  who  had  held 
Office  for  some  six  years,  to  give  the 
House  the  benefit  of  any  information  he 
possessed  with  regard  to  the  Com- 
mission. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  (Birmingham,  E.) : 
I  canonlv  sav  that  I  have  never  received 
a  summons  to  attend  during  the  whole 
of  the  six  vears  I  had  the  honour  of 
holduig  office.  I  can  only  infer,  of  course, 
from  that  fact  that  no  meeting  of  the 
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Commission  took  place  during  that  time. 
Of  course  it  would  be  impossible  that  a 
Member  of  it,  even  au  ex  officio  Member, 
should  receive  no  summons. 

Mr.GIBSON  bo  WLESsaid,hedesired 
to  call  attention  on  this  Vote  to  the  ques- 
tion of  pluralists.  He  found  that  no  less 
a  person  than  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  was 
a  pluralist.  He  received  £1,200  a  year 
as  the  Serjeant-at-Arms,  in  addition  to 
£114  which  he  received  as  Groom  of  the 
Kobos. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  rose  to  Order. 
The  item  of  £300  did  not  in  any  way 
include  the  salary  of  the  Serjeant-at- 
Arms,  nor  dill  it  refer  to  ^anyone  who 
could  properly  be  termed  a  pluralist. 
There  were  wages  paid  to  extra  cleaners 
and  messengers. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
it  was  hardly  consistent  with  the  dignity 
of  the  House  that  its  Serjeant-at-Arms 
should  be  also  a  Groom  of  the  Robes. 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  said, 
the  hon.  Member  had  had  his  explana- 
tion. It  had  been  stated  that  the  Vote 
did  not  apply  to  anyone  who  might  be 
called  a  pluralist,  and,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Member  was  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
he  must  ask  for  details,  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  got  any  statement  before 
them. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  under- 
stood the  learned  Attorney  General  was 
also  a  Member  of  the  Commission,  and 
he  would  like  to  ask  him  what  his  ex^ 
perieoee  was  of  the  work  of  the  Com- 
mission ? 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  wish  to  say  that 
if  I  have  the  honour  of  being  a  Member 
of  this  Commission,  I  now  hear  of  it  for 
the  first  time. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  it  was  very  clear 
that  this  Commission  was  not  verv 
efficient,  but  partook  of  the  nature  of  a 
sham.  Practically,  so  far  as  he  could 
see,  £300  came  under  the  control  of  the 
Committee  on  Petitions,  and  a  Committee 
of  this  House  was  spending  the  money. 
As  individual  members  of  that  Committee 
they  must  see  that  the  money  was  not 
being  thrown  away.  When  the  consti- 
tution of  this  Committee  came  before  the 
House,  they  would  require  to  know  some- 
thing on  the  subject.  He  regretted  that 
the  officers  of  the  House  had  not  received 
anything  for  the  extra  work  they  had 
done. 

Mr.  Matthew  $ 


Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.  E.)  asked 
the    Secretary    to   the  Treasury,  if   the 
Commission  did    not   sit,  who    did    the 
work  of  appointing  the  Commissioners  ? 
•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  I  can  only  say 
that  the  Speaker  undertakes  the  respon- 
sibility of  representing  the  Commission. 
Mr.    HAN  bury    said,    he    should 
move  to  abolish  this  system    altogether 
when  they  came  to  the    Civil    Service 
Estimate^.     He  understood  there  was  a 
Statutory  Commission  which  was  to  meet 
to  regulate  appointments  of  officials,  and 
various  financial  matters  connected  with 
this  House.     As  he  understood  it,  that 
Commission  never  sat ;    everything  was 
transacted  hj  the  Speaker,  or  one  of  the 
permanent  officials.      He  should  like  to 
know  whether,  under   the   Statute,   the 
Speaker  had  the  power  to  appoint  all  the 
officials  of   this  House,   and    practicallj 
manage  it  as  the  head  of  one  Department 
without   at   all   calling   into   action   his 
colleagues  on  that  Commission  ?     Thej 
had  the  Statute  forming  this  Commission 
and  requiring  it  to  meet  and  carry  on  the 
business  of  the  House,  and  if  it  had  not 
met  for  six  years  the  question  was,  bad 
the  business  of  the  House  been  transacted 
contrary  to  the  Statute  during  the  whole 
of  these  six  years  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  did  uoi 
go  quite  so  far  as  to  say  that  this  Com- 
mission had  not  been  carrying  out  its 
work.  He  believed  that  the  Speaker, 
with  the  Chancellor  of  the  ExchequeTi 
had,  from  time  to  time,  taken  into  con- 
sideration matters  in  connection  with  the 
salaries  of  this  House.  The  Commissiom, 
as  a  body,  had  not  sat  for  a  long  period* 
He  knew  one  period  during  which  tbejjT 
held  sittings,  for  he  had  seen  the  RefNiti 
of  their  meetings,  and  that  was  in  Am 
year  1880.  He  did  not  say  they  had  JotfL 
met  at  other  times.  Any  member  of  ttej 
Commission  had  the  power  of  calling  thokj 
Commissioners  together  by  applying  toi 
the  Speaker.  If  they  had  not  receoli^^ 
been  called  together,  he  did  not  knowi 
that  the  Speaker  had  conferred  from  tiui«! 
to  time  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  K^*: 
chequer  of  the  day  for  the  pur{X)se  «# 
considering  all  questions  with  ret'ei*edO0:' 
to  this  House.  He  should  say  the  liestj 
plan  for  his  hon.  Friend  the  Meml)er  for'^' 
Preston  to  follow  would  be  to  bring  tte!..' 
matter  forward  on  some  Notice  of  MotioB 
on  going  into  Supply.  It  was  deserviqg 
of    consideration,  and    he  thought   tblW 
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irould  be  the  beat  vsy  by  which  the  hon. 
Member  coalil  Accomplish  the  object  he 
bad  in  Tieir. 
•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
right  hoD.  Gentlemau  had  stated  that  it 
was  competeut  for  any  member  of  the 
CommiHion  to  call  the  CominisBion 
together,  but  it  appeared  from  the 
latimouj  of  both  Frout  Beuches  that  a 
■umber  of  the  CoromissioDera  did  uot 
know  they  were  membere  of  the  Cora- 
Btaioa.  If  they  did  Dot  know  they 
nre  Commtflfiouers,  how  did  they  know 
ibey  had  power  to  call  the  Commisaiou 
tegeiber  P  Woeld  the  right  hoii.  Geu- 
tlanaa  take  stepi  to  let  these  gentlemcu 
koow  they  were  Commissiouers  aod  had 
tki«  power  P 

SiK  J.  T.  HIBBEKT:  It  is  impos- 
able  to  take  any  steps  except  through  the 
^vftt  aatbority  of  the  Hoase — that  is, 
At  Speaker.  1  will  take  evury  step  I 
B  to  bring  this  disuuesioD  before  him, 
■1 1  shall  be  able  to  take  his  advice 
^K  the  best  course  to  pursue. 

Ul  LABOUCHEKE  said,  tLi«  was 
cridently  a  serious  matter.  So  far  as 
kcoalil  detect,  it  was  something  like 
i»  Libentor  Society.  Here  was  he 
Wering  there  was  uothiog  wrong  in 
it  matter  because  be  knew  the  Home 
IneUTy,  the  Attorney  Geneml,  ikitil 
■tk  like  had  given  their  names  to  the 
CMmisaioD.  Now,  however,  tlioy  know 
At  Commi^OD  bad  been  euinmoiic'd  onue 

■  Ike  year  ltt80,and  since  then  oecasion- 
■If  a  Commissiouer  had  been  cousulted 
^ibe  Speaker  or  the  authorities.  How 
ii  they  get  these  names  7  Ho  had  been 
ifoiing  in  the  trust  that  the  Home 
hentary  was  a  member  of  the  Comniis- 
■i,  and  he  had  also  been  under  the  im- 
p^rion  that  in  some  sort  of  way  his 
■gbt  boa.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
ntaiDry  was  also  exercising  a  certain 

pMleman  after  auuihcr  repudiuteil  it 
■1  Niid  be  had  never  heard  of  it.  Il 
^t  like  getting  money  from   the  public 

■  ibefuithof  certain  unroes  appearing 
*>  prospectus  aod  then  [renlleineu  xny- 
^  they  did  not  know  their  names  were 
■poB  (uch  a  documeiii.  They  ought  to 
we  gome  undcntiaudiiig  on  tin-  nuillL'i'. 
He  «Bii  not  going  to  Huy  ituylhiug  tiliuut 
As  Ser}eant-ut-ArniN  lieirig  also  Groom  of 
At  Stoic;  but  ho  wanted  to  know  were  an}' 
•(  thuae  cleauers  pliiraliitts.  Uid  tliey 
■In  act  as  Ladies  of  the  Bod-Chamber  ? 
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The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  (Mr. 
J.  W.  Lowtheh)  :  I  must  warn  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  bo  is  trifling  with  the 
Committee. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE considered  they 
had  a  right  to  know  whether  any  person 
under  the  duuomiuatton  of  a  cleaner  had 
any  other  pay  from  the  Government. 

Mr.  a.  C.MORTON  desired  to  know 
whether  this  Estimate  had  been  before 
the  Commission  and  sanctioned  by  them  7 
Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
said,  tliat  some  years  ago  he  brought 
certain  matters  liefore  the  House,  and 
there  was  then  an  implied  promise  that 
they  should  be  brought  before  the  Com- 
missioners. That  was  iu  1887,  and  yet 
they  liad  no  information  with  regard  to 
the  Commission  having  sat  during  all 
this  iutervouiug  period.  That  beiug  so, 
tliey  were  not  carrying  out  the  Statute 
at  all  with  regatd  to  these  matters. 

•SiK  J.  T.  HIBBEKT  would  like  to 
say  one  or  two  words  with  rcfereecc  to 
the  observations  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
Northampton.    That  bon.  Meml>er  rather 
suggested  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  had  given  his  ntimc  to 
ibis    Commission.       lie    would  like    to 
point  out  that  this  was  a  permanent  Com- 
mission   created  by  Acts  of  Parliament, 
the  first  iu  the  time  of  George  III.,  on 
which  certain   officials    were   named    as 
Commissioners,    including    the    Speaker 
of  the    House  of    Commons,  the  Secre- 
taries of    Stale,   the   Chancellor    of  the 
hequer,  tbe  Master  of  the  Rolls,  and 
the  Attorney  and  Soliuiior  Generals  for 
time  being.     He  would  again  suggest 
that  tbe    bon.  Member  should  raise  this 
(question  by  way  of  a  Notice  of  Motion 
L  going  into  Supply. 
Sir  a,  ROLLIT    eaid,   there  was  a 
more  important  asj^ect    of    tlie   questiuu 
:  one  of  alteration  or  reform,  nnd 
that  was— WHS  (here  any  authority  wliat- 
ver  for  makiug  these  pajtiicnts  ?     Ob- 
ionsly  the  question  of  ihc  regulation  of 
ihe  House  and  the  sahtrics  of  tbe  officials 
itruslcJ  to  a  Smnitory  Commis- 
[licli  was  to  take  oare  that  these 
salaries  wero  properly  iidjiisted,  and  iin- 
I'ight  bon.  Gonthiman  was  ul>lo 
the  House  Ihe  a>Mirniicr.|hnt  lli.) 
bud  met  i 


.1  these 


I  deii 


(•  ihn 


iitbority  whatev 
they  had  au  iucrease  of  fi 


I'  had  II 
ith  it.   ll.<t 
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£530  for  merely  countiDg  signatures,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  give 
them  a  vestige  of  authority  or  sanction 
for  the  grounds  upon  which  that  change 
took  place.  He  did  not  see  how,  strictly 
speaking,  the  House  was  in  a  position 
to  make  these  payments  without  com- 
mitting a  breach  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
bound  to  give  them  some  assurance  that 
the  matters  had  been  investigated  and 
were  in  order,  so  that  the  House  would 
have  something  on  which  to  act. 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  everything 
had  been  in  order,  and  these  accounts 
would  all  be  passed  by  the  Committee  on 
Public  Accounts,  who  were  authorised  by 
th  is  House  to  deal  with  any  of  the  Estimates 
at  present  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Committee.  All  these  items  had  been  con- 
sidered by  the  authorities  of  the  House 
and  authorised  by  the  Speaker.  He 
was  told  it  was  not  usual  to  call  the 
Commission  together  except  when  any 
new  appointments  were  made  or  salaries 
were  revised.  It  was  not  usual  to  call 
the  Commission  together  to  consider 
normal  expenditure. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  £1,200,  Supplementary,  Home 
Office. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  said,  he  did  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  questioning  the  amount, 
still  less  questioning  the  principle,  of  this 
Supplementary  Estimate ;  but  they  must 
bear  in  mind  that  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate was  supposed  to  cousist  of  expendi- 
ture which  could  not  have  been  foreseen 
when  the  regular  Estimate  was  pre- 
sented to  Parliament.  He  wished  an 
explanation  as  to  how  it  was,  under  the 
circumstances,  which  were  common  know- 
ledge, that  this  expenditure  was  not 
foreseen  to  the  extent  of  making  it 
possible  to  have  it  in  the  original  Esti- 
mate. He  could  not  help  bearing  in 
mind  that  about  the  time  when  the 
regular  Estimate  for  the  Home  Office 
staff  was  being  prepared,  or  rather  at  the 
time  when  it  was  still  possible  to  icsert 
additional  items,  the  Home  Secretary 
was  at  Liverpool  proclaiming  his  inten- 
tion to  pursue,  to  use  a  general  term,  a 
forward  policy  with  regard  to  the  Factory 
Act  passed  by  the  late  Home  Secretary. 
That  intention  could  have  been  inferred 
from    the    fact   that  he  described    the. 

Sir  A.  Rollit 


Factory  Act  as  a  dead  letter  up  to  the 
time  he  took  Office.  That  being  the 
intention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
was  very  extraordinary  that  this  ex- 
peaditure  which  was  necessarily  to  be 
involved  in  a  policy  of  this  kind  should 
be  so  very  little  foreseen.  It  was  a  fact 
that  no  sum  was  taken  for  this  service  at 
all  in  the  original  Estimate,  but  in 
another  part  of  the  Home  Office  Estimate 
it  had  been  the  practice  to  provide  for 
special  inquiries  by  a  sum  of  £1,000. 
That  sum  not  only  was  not  increased, 
but  was  diminished  this  year  to  a  slight 
extent.  A  considerable  period  of  time 
seemed  to  have  elapsed  between  the 
announcement  by  the  Home  Secretary  at 
Liverpool  and  the  appointment  of  the 
Committees  he  so  announced ;  and  there 
were  only  two  possible  conclusions  which 
could  be  drawn  from  this  fact.  Either 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  foresee 
that  there  was  any  really  practical  work 
or  any  work  involving  special  effort  or 
expenditure  going  to  take  place ;  or,  if 
he  did  foresee  such  a  thing,  there  were 
other  Members  of  the  Government  with 
whom  he  found  a  difficulty  in  getting  the 
necessary  funds  provided.  In  the  latter 
case  all  he  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  could  saj 
was  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleomo, 
although  he  was  entitled  to  take  credit 
for  himself  in  this  matter,  was  not  able 
to  claim  credit  for  the  whole  of  the 
Government  to  which  he  belonged. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  (who  was  indistiDC^f 
heard)  said,  that  as  far  as  his  recollectiei^  ^ 
went  the  Home  Office  Estimate  was  pce»>  i 
pared  in  the  latter  end  of  the  year,  and  - 
he  did  not  think  at  that  time  he  had  any 
definite  idea  of  carrying  out  these  speoiai.r'r 
inquiries.  The  hon.  Member  haxl  re^'/ 
f erred  to  a  speech  of  his  in  Liverpool  in.  -  \ 
January,  1893,  in  which  he  used 
general  language  as  to  his  intention 
appoint  Committees  of  Inquiry  in 
certain  dangerous  trades  ;  but, 
matter  of  fact,  the  earliest  of  these 
mittees  was  not  appointed  until 
following   April.      The  work   done  _ 

such    Committees   was    very    valuablCM^ 
He  had  been  most  careful  to  make 
inquiries  as  inexpensive  as  he  possi 
could  ;      but     the     necessity     of 
ploying     scientific      experts,     both 
members  and  as  witnesses,   and   of 
curring  a  considerable  amount  of  tra 
ling  expenses,  had  led  to  a  larger 
than  he  anticipated,  or  was  altogetl 


^ 
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gUd  to  Bee.  He  was,  lioivGver,  satislied 
that  sach  expenditure  would  tiiru  out  iu 
tbe  long  ruQ  to  be  ecoDomicul  eKpoudi- 
(are,  and  be  b  grent  saviug  of  life  and 
heaith  in  these  iaduBtries. 

Mr.  HANBURY  urged  tbe  adviisa- 
bilitjofthe  publication  of  tbe' Reports 
of  these  inqniriea. 

lis.  ASQUITH  :  All  the  Reports 
kkTe  beea  publisbed  and  Uid  on  the 
I^le  of  Che  House. 

Ms.  BOUSFIELD  (HackDe;^, -N.) 
lAed  whether  tbe  Committee  which  had 
to  do  with  the  lead  industry  received 
iBj-  iofonnatioo  as  to  the  most  valuable 
aqairiea  with  reference  to  lead  raiuing 
which  bkd  taken  place  in  Westeru 
AurtraUa  ? 

Mk.  ASQUITH  was  not  awaro,  but 
vtuU  inquire  iuto  the  matter. 

Hk.  a.  C.  MORTON  had  no  doubt 

ttu  this  money  had  been   very  usefully 

^t,   and    the  work   done    importaut. 

He  noticed  at    the   bottom    of  tlie  pa;fe, 

"Deduct  from  Estimate  net  saviugs  on 

lob-heads    of   tbe  Vote  £1,600." 

It  objected  to  this  way  of  keeping  ac- 

They  made  saviuga  under  some 

iMiendB,    but    the    Departments    were 

4tved  to  spend  them  on  other  matters. 

IWt  was  objectionable,  and  if  too  much 

■ny  was  voted  it  ought  to  be  returned. 

km  the  practice  of  Dejiartmenls  to 

pi  More  money  voted  than  they  wanted, 

>i  Ibes  if  anything   turned   up   tbey 

■i|ki  not  have  thought  of  before  tbey 

■h  spend  these  savings  on  what  tbey 

I  Bi^  and    unless    they    wanted    more 

tbso  the  savings    tbey    did  not 

I  ■nto  ParlianieDt  at  all.    Tbe  savings 

L  Mlvwrtain  sub-heads  ought  not  to  be 

V  ^M  Other  matters. 

Jb.  ASQUITH   said,    tbe  question 

""ithe  hon.  Member  bad  raised  did 

■  Act  this  particular  Vote,  and  was  a 

~1to  for  the  general  Estimates,  and  not 

■wv  which  he  (Mr.  Asquitb)  exer- 

■luj  responsibility.     He  could  not 

^■7  (crious  danger  in  this  connection. 

Ak  H  this  Vote  was  concerned,  tbey 

'U  the  whole   amount  they  proposed 

kfiod,  and  then  they  set  forth  that  as 

'      %liid  saved  £1,600  on  tbe  financial 

)»  Ibey   only   asked  for   £1,200,  the 

(^ifO  saved    nuking  up  tbe  £2,800 

.    id.    He  failed  to  see  any  objection 

,  Xk.  A  C.  MORTON  said,  his  con- 
n  was  that  what  was   voted    for 
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certain  specific  purposes  ought  not  to  be 
spent  on  purposes  entirely  diSercut. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

3.  £1,500,  Supplementary,  Colonial 
Office. 

Dr.  CLARK  desired  to  know  how 
much  bad  really  been  spent  on  telegrams  P 
As  far  as  he  could  see  there  was  £2,250; 
was  ibat  all  for  South  Africa  P  He  saw 
that  £5,000  for  telegrams  to  tbe  High 
Commissioner  was  extra,  and  he  desired 
to  know  whether  £7,250  instead  of 
£1,500  bad  been  spent  extra  on  these 
telegrams  ? 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  did  not  grudge  the 
telegrams,  because  it  was  important  the 
Government  should  have  the  quickest 
information,  but  be  did  think  it  was 
questionable  whether  the  Go- 
got  value  for  tbe  expenditure 
thus  incurred.  In  the  present  case  the  cost 
of  telegrams  in  relation  to  South  Africa 
alone  was  £6,000,  being  an  increase  of 
£3,750  on  the  original  Estimate  of 
£2,250.  He  would  like  to  contract  what 
private  enterprise  sometimes  secured  with 
what  found  Its  way  to  the  Government. 
Recently  there  was  an  unfortunate  con- 
flict in  the  neighbourhood  of  Zambesi 
between  our  Authorities  and  the  Portu- 
guese Authorities.  A  statement  of  the 
events  and  the  details  of  tbe  occurrence 
iiait  appeared  iu  The  Times,  it  not  in  other 
papers,  but  the  Government  up  to  this 
tin\e  bad  received  no  direct  official  infor- 
mation by  telegram  or  otherwise.  Private 
enterprise  had  anticipated  the  Govern- 
ment by  10  days  or  a  fortnight.  He 
sliould  like  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment had  received  direct  information  on 
tliis  matter  by  telegram  or  otherwise  ?  If 
not,  tbey  were  led  to  tbe  conclusion  that 
notwithstanding  their  large  expenditure 
a  newspaper  was  in  possession  of  much 
earlier  information  than  tbe  Government 
with  all  its  resources. 

Mk.  HANBURY  pointed  out  that  the 
Supplementary  Estimate  referred  to  tbe 
expenses  of  telegrams  to  South  Africa, 
but  there  must  also  l>e  telegrams  to  be 
paid  for  from  South  Africa,  so  that  tbe 
expense  would  be  even  larger  tlian 
appeared  on  this  Vote.  Perhaps  his 
hou.  Friend  would  also  be  able  to  say 
whether  the  expenditure  in  telegrams  liad 
been  in  any  way  increased  by  the  remarks 
made  in  the  House  by  the  boa.  Metnbfti 
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for  Northampton  in  reference  to  South 
African  affairs. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  said,  he 
thought  that  in  many  cases  a  little  ex- 
penditure io  postage  stampx  would  effect 
almost  as  good  an  object  as  a  large  ex- 
penditure in  telegrams.  He  was  aware 
that  the  Colonial  OfBce  did  not  show  that 
despatch  in  answering  tetters  even  which 
might  be  expected.  He  kneiv  of  one 
case  in  which  complaints  from  very  im- 
portant Bodies  of  gross  interference  with 
public  rights  and  the  rights  of  the  sub- 
ject in  South  Africa  had  been  sent  to  the 
Colonial  Office  as  long  ago  as  January, 
and  jet  the  people  who  had  sent  them, 
though  they  were  in  London,  had  not 
reeeired  even  an  acknowledgment  of  their 
receipt.  It  would  be  well,  therefore,  if 
there  was  a  little  more  expenditure  on 
postage  in  the  Colonial  Office. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) 
said,  that  the  great  addition  to  the  ex- 
penditure on  telegrams  was  duo  to  the 
Matabele  War,  when  it  was  necessary  that 
the  authorities  at  home  should  be  kept  in- 
formed of  what  was  going  on  in  the  front, 
to  the  Swaziland  Conventions,  and  the 
disturbances  in  FonJolaud.  It  might 
be  that  if  there  was  no  such  thing  as  the 
telegraph,  the  affairs  of  the  Colonial 
Office  would  be  better  conducted.  But 
as  they  had  the  telegraph  things  were 
conducted  by  telegram,  which  was  a  very 
expensive  amusement,  and  not  quite  so 
efficient  as  they  would  wish.  With  re- 
gard to  the  coramunicationn  between  the 
Portuguese  and  the  British  Authorities, 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Islington 
put  down  a  question  on  the  subject  he 
would  obtain  the  necessary  infonnation. 
As  to  whether  the  cost  of  telegrams  was 
in  any  way  increased  by  the  questions 
put  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton  in  the  House  with  roganl 
to  South  African  affairs,  he  should  sny 
that  it  was  unquestionably  so.  When 
assertions  were  made  in  the  House  as  i<j 
public  concerns  the  Government  had  to 
obtain  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
infonnation  in  regard  to  them.  But  they 
could  not  put  the  blsme  for  the  increased 
cost  on  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton. If  an  hon.  Member  in  the 
exenrise  of  his  duty  found  it  necessary  to 
in  the  House,  the  Govem- 
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ment  were  bound  to  obtain  the  necessary 
information. 

Me.  A.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  as  he 
was  neither  a  company  promoter  nor  a 
holder  of  shares  in  those  bogus  companies, 
he  thought  this  expenditure  for  telegrams 
was  a  waste  altogether.  He  thought 
the  company  promoters  ought  to  be  made 
to  pay  it.  He  huped  the  Radical  Go- 
vernment, considering  how  many  poor 
people  there  were  in  the  country  who 
had  nothing  to  do  with  company  pro- 
moters, would  not  waste  the  taxpayers'  . 
money  in  this  fashion.  They  were  told 
with  regard  to  the  Vote,  that  though  the 
cost  of  telegrams  had  increased  by 
£2,250,  there  had  been  a  saving  in 
salaries.  Therefore,  the  Government 
proposed  to  take  money  voted  for 
salaries  to  defray  the  cost  of  telegrams. 
If  a  sufGeient  saving  had  been  made  in 
salaries  to  cover  the  extra  cost  of  tele- 
grams the  Government  would  not  have 
come  to  the  House  at  all,  and  tbe  House 
would  have  known  nothing  about  the 
increase  in  the  cosrof  telegrams.  In  all 
those  Departments  it  was  the  pra^ctiee  to 
spend  money  on  purposes  for  which  it 
had  never  been  voted  by  the  House.  He 
thought  that  if  there  was  a  saving  on 
any  Vote  the  money  should  go  back  to 
the  Treasury,  and  the  Department  should 
come  to  the  House  for  any  extra  monfl^ 
they  might  want.  He  hoped  his  hoiu  ■ 
Friend  the  Colonial  Secretary  would  prfr  j 
misc,  8S  the  Home  Secretary  bod  pn»>  / 
mised  on  the  previous  Vote,  to  have  thiit  5 
objectionable  practice  put  a  stop  to  in  dw  ^ 
Department  which  he  represented.  '    f^ 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  that  if  the  htMJ;  | 
Member  for  Preston  had  read  the  teltt^g 
grams  with  regard  to  South  Africa  pul»«^ 
lished  in  the  Blue  Book,  he  would  tftm- 
that  the  expenditure  was  not  due  to  tfaK 
action  of  his  lion.  Friend  the  Member  tdP 
Northampton,  but  was  due  to  tHflt 
Colonial  Office  sending  out  telegi 
protesting  against  the  filibust«n 
freebooters  under  the  control  of 
Chartered  Company,  As  to  t! 
and  looting  which  had  taken  place  ^^h 
South  Africa,  the  subject  would  com«  tfC^ 
on  another  Vote,  and  would  be  then  dHM 
cussed.  He  merely  wished  to  say  nrtj** 
that  it  was  not  an  economist  like  his  h^VW 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northamptert*! 
bnt  the  Chartered  Company,  that  ^F^ 
responsible  for  the  increased  expenditwac 
in  telegrams. 
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Us.  LABOUCHEKE  said,  he  bnil 
Iwen  told  tbnt  whilst  out  of  the  IIouso 
bis  boD.  Frieud  the  Under  Secretary  baiJ 
pl■<^ed  the  responsibility  for  this  largn 
iDcresae  io  the  cost  of  telegrams  6b  hia 
ibonlden.  He  never  could  get  the  real 
bete  from  hie  boo.  Frieod.  He  uever 
■li4M:bed  tbe  sligbtest  importance  to  theee 
teiegnuns.  His  boa.  Frieud  telegraphed 
to  Sir  Henrj  Locb  ;  Sir  Heury  Loch 
Klegrapbed  to  tbe  pereou  implicuted,  atid 
tbra  •  mo«t  unsatiafactorj  telegram  waa 
mt  borne.  -  Ho  thought  the  whole  ex- 
penditure should  be  charged  to  the  Char- 
tered Coropauy. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  he  had  not 
tfarowD  tbe  respousibility  for  the  increase 
io  the  telegrams  oti  his  hou.  Frieud.  Ou 
the  contrary,  be  had  said  that  his  bou. 
Frieod  was  not  in  aay  way  respousiblu 
tm  the  extra  expenditure.  With  regard 
toUte  qaeHtion  raised  by  bis  hou.  Friend 
At  Member  for  Peterborough,  he  thought 
il  of  importaui^  and  it  would  receive 
■Icntioo  so  far  as  the  Colonial  ORice 
ns  concerned. 

Tote  agreed  to. 

L    £1,081.     SuppleiDdutary,      Local 
Gnvoment  Doard. 
•Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  whe- 

II  connection  with  the  cholera 
''  Ah  this  extra  expenditure  bad  been 
le  bad  frequently  drawn 
the  House  to  the  way  iu 
\  *Udi  tbe  expenses  for  the  prevcutiou 
I  '  tte  introdiictiou  of  cholera  into  these 
■  had  been  borue.  He  had  been 
I  Mtbat  it  waa  absolutely  necessary  that 
I  kloealities  should  bear  the  expenses. 
I'M  this  extra  item  of  expenditure 
1  by  the  visits  of  Inspectors  Io 
a  iu  order  to  dictate  to  the  locali- 
btbe  mouey  tbey  should  spend  for  a 
"^  J  purpose,  without  an)-  choice  of 
He  would  also  point  out 
llibe  Hou»e  passed  a  Vote  every  year 
B^aaruntiue.  If  quarantine  was  nu 
'  agaiujtt  tbe  introduction  of 
.^  no  use  at  all ;  and  if  it 
I  security    against    cholera,    why 

H those  men   go   about   the   uOLintry 

PfcutBg  this  extra  expenditure  ? 
|t<«.  H.   H.  fowler  :   I   would  re- 
boo.  Grentleman   that  this  1ia.-< 
u>  do  with  quarantine.     Qiiarnii- 
isc^Soad  to  yellow  fever.     If  thi' 
^Gettileman  wan  in  the  post  wliiuh 
:    ™  tbe  boooar  to  occupy  last  year, 


be  would  be  aware  that  whoa  an  out- 
break of  cholera  occurs  the  iirst  step 
taken  by  the  people  of  the  locality, 
by  the  general  public,  and  by  the  House 
of  Commons,  is  to  ask  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  immediately  send  down 
an  Inspector  to  investigate  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  affected  district,  aud 
to  see  that  the  proper  remedies  are  taken 
to  prevent  any  spread  of  the  disease.  I 
can  assure  the  Committee  that  it  was  to 
the  admirable  manner  in  which  these 
gentlemen  conducted  their  work  that 
we  were  able  to  grapple  with  the  cholera 
iu  1892  and  1893.  1  do  not  think  any 
money  has  been  bo  well  spent,  or  from 
which  the  country  has  received  a  more 
adequate  compensation,  thau  this  small 
sum  for  medical  in^poctiou  iu  a  time  of 
very  great  difficulty.  I  am  sure  tbe 
country,  as  well  as  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  owe  a  debt  of  obligation  to 
those  gentlemen,  who  were  ready  at  all 
tiroes  to  proceed  to  those  places  where 
outbreaks  of  cholera  occurred. 

•Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
if  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  Act  of  George  IV.,  which  be  would 
find  ou  the  Table,  he  would  see  that 
quarantine  referred  not  ouly  to  yellow 
fever,  but  to  every  infectious  disease, 
and  to  merchandise  as  well  as  to  persons, 
lie  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  refer  to  tbe  Act,  and  make  him  a 
very  handsome  apology. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Class  III. 

5.  £35,000,  Supplementary,  Law 
Chargea. 

Mr.  HANBURY"  said,  he  found  under 
Sub-head  B  £14,000  for  agents'  fees— 
fecA  of  counsel  and  fees  and  expenses  of 
expert  witnesses  bulked  together.  He 
should  like  to  kuow  the  amount  paid  to 
each  class.  He  found  that  a  sum  of 
£6,200  was  paid  in  fees  and  expenses  to 
expert  witnesses  in  the  cordite  case.  Two 
of  the  expert  witnesses,  Sir  F.  Abet  aud 
Mr.  Dewar,  were  strongly  interested  in 
the  casc^  and  considering  the  amounts 
whicli  the  patent  brought  them  in  from 
foreign  countries,  he  did  not  thiuk  it 
possible  that  any  of  this  money  could 
have  gone  to  them.  Ho  wa^  inclined  to 
dividki  ii;raiust  Votes  for  expert  witncuses 
altogether,  heuaiiHe  they  were  paid  by  one 
side  or  the  other  in  aca.oe  ;  aud  \iq  v^owXa 
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certainly  divide  against  this  Vote  unless 
he  got  a  satisfactory  explanation. 

Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.) 
said,  the  Vote  for  Law  Charges  was 
always  larger  than  it  ought  to  be,  and 
for  the  same  reason  the  administration  of 
the  Criminal  Law  was  poisoned  at  its 
source.  With  regard  to  prisoners  brought 
before  Magistrates  in  boroughs,  there  was 
no  room  for  doubt  or  misgiving  ;  but 
with  regard  to  prisoners  brought  before 
Magistrates  in  rural  districts,  it  was  un- 
fortunate that  under  the  present  system 
Magistrates'  clerks  had  often  a  financial 
interest  in  having  prisoners  committed 
for  trial.  His  experience  was  not  very 
extensive  in  that  respect,  but  he  knew  of 
one  case  at  least  in  which  a  man  was 
returned  for  trial  without  any  legal 
ground,  and  though  the  Magistrates  were 
inclined  to  discharge  him,  because  of  the 
influence  of  the  Magistrates'  clerk.  This 
was  no  new  complaint.  He  had  brought 
it  frequently  before  the  House.  The 
present  Attorney  General  had  admitted 
the  evil  and  deplored  it  ;  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor  when  Solicitor  General ; 
the  House  had  made  the  same  ad- 
mission ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury  when  Solicitor 
General  also  recognised  the  evil.  He 
therefore  thought  this  practice  of  com- 
mitting innocent  persons,  or  even  guilty 
persons,  when  there  was  not  sufficient 
evidence,  simply  because  the  Magistrates' 
clerk  hatl  a  financial  interest  in  the  matter, 
ought  to  be  carefully  guarded  against. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that 
with  regard  to  the  fees  and  expenses 
paid  to  expert  witnesses,  the  Committee 
ought  to  be  at  least  informed  of  the 
principle  on  which  they  were  paid — 
whether  according  to  the  amount  of 
knowledge  they  possessed  or  otherwise. 
He  should  like  to  point  out  that  this  in- 
crease in  the  expenditure  represented  60 
per  cent,  of  an  increase  on  the  original 
amount.  The  original  amount  was 
£41,000,  and  now  they  were  asked  to  vote 
£25,000  additional.  He  should  say  that 
it  reflected  no  credit  on  those  who  pre- 
pared the  original  Estimate  that  they 
were  not  within  60  per  cent,  of  the  ex- 
penditure. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  noticed 
that  the  original  Estimate  for  the  expenses 
of  the  intervention  of  the  Queen's  Proctor 
in  divorce  cases  was  £4,000,  and  that  the 
Committee  were  now  asked  for'an  addi- 
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tional  Vote  of  £2,000.  He  was  aware 
that  by  the  existing  law  if  the  two  parties 
concerned  wanted  a  divorce  and  got  up  a 
case  against  one  of  the  parties  and  a 
decree  was  pronounced,  if  it  were  after- 
wards discovered  that  both  parties  wanted 
the  divorce,  no  divorce  would  bo  granted. 
He  thought  that  a  most  absurd  law.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  if  two  persons  wanted 
to  be  married  let  them  be  married,  and  if 
two  persons  wanted  to  be  divorced,  let 
them  be  divorced.  Why  should  we  spend 
this  £6,000  per  annum  in  trying  to  find 
out  whether  the  two  parties  in  a  divorce 
wanted  the  divorce,  and  if  they  did,  re- 
uniting them  again  in  holy  wedlock  ? 
He  knew  it  was  the  law  ;  but  he  objected 
to  an  expenditure  of  £6,000  a  year  io 
carrying  out  a  ridiculous  law,  and  a 
harsh  and  unwise  law. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  should  like 
to  ask  whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Crown  did  not  win  the  cordite  case,  and 
whether,  therefore,  this  £6,000  for  expert 
witnesses  did  not  represent  the  entire  of 
the  amount  paid  to  them,  as  the  ordinary 
expenses  were  paid  by  the  losing  side  ? 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Birming- 
ham,  S.)  asked  when  Parliament  would 
get  a  distinct  statement  as  to  the  amounts 
received    by    the   Law   Officers   of  the 
Crown    under    the    new    arrangement  jP 
There  was  considerable  anxiety  on  thM 
point  both  inside  and  outside  the  Houa^. 
He  did  not  begrudge  the  hon.  and  learned' 
Gentleman  the  full  benefit  of  the  arrang|#>. 
ment   between    himself    and  the   Si 
The  hon.   and   learned    Gentleman   w|Mi^ 
entitled  to  take  the  full  benefit  of  it,  Im|I 
he  (Mr.  Williams)  was  anxious  to  knoi^ 
the  net  result  of  the    arrangement 
when  it  would  be  made  known  to  Parlj 
ment. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  said  that,  in 
swer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Prestoni 
desired  to  say  that  a  short  time  ago 
exact   statement    was    made  as  to 
amounts     received     by     the     Attor 
General    and    the  Solicitor  General 
spectively,  and  further  particulars 
appear  in   the   Appropriation  Acootti 
but  the  remuneration  of  the  Law  Of 
did  not  arise  in  a  direct  sense  upon 
Vote.     It   was   quite  true  there 
considerable  increase  in  the  Vote,  biili 
increase    was    nothing  like  the  60i 
cent,  which  had  been  referred  to. 
cording  to  a  statement  furnished  to 
by  the  Treasury  the  Estimate  was 
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upon  the  average  of  the  expenditure  for 
the  previous  three  years,  and  in  this 
period  there  had  been  a  number  of  impor- 
tant eriminal  prosecutions  of  loug  dura- 
tioa  and  involving  great  expense. 
Amongst  them  were  the  Hansard  prosecu- 
tion, thePortsea  Island  prosecution,  cases 
arising  oat  of  the  Liberator  frauds,  and 
Nme  other  important  prosecutions.  As 
R|;arded  these  proceedings,  he  was  not 
•Ub  to  give  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
I  division  between  the  costs  of  agents 
nd  fees  to  counsel.  In  regard  to  the 
evts  for  expert  witnesses  under  Sub-head 
C,  the  hon.  Member  was  under  a  mis- 
appreheDsion  as  to  the  cordite  case.  The 
Moant  stated  was  a  total  which  would 
W  redaced  by  the  sum  to  be  receivetl 
fnm  the  nnsuccessful  litigants  when  the 
BBrts  were  taxed  if  the  decision  stoo<l. 

Mb.  HANBURY:   This   amount   is 
Ae  total  ? 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  Yes.     Ho  would 

nnind  the  hon.  Meml)er  that  the  amount 

nfittented   not  merely    the   amount   of 

MDDeration  for  witnesses  for  12  days^ 

Utadance,  but  also  for  examination  and 

■■arch  and  experiments  long  before  the 

tU  itself  came  on.  He  agreed  that  expert 

vlitBdui    were    an    expensive   luxury. 

IkM  witnesses  had  included  some  most 

wiMDt  men.     There  was  Sir  F.  Bram- 

hI,  Sit  Andrew  Nol>el,  Dr.  Armstrong, 

■ii  others,  whose    evidence    was    con- 

■ined  bj   the  advisers  of  the   Crown 

■Mnrj  for  the  purposes  of  the  trial. 

Alio  whether  Sir  F.  Abel  and  Professor 

fcwir  were  on  the  list  of  paid  export 

•■Msees,  he  could  not  say,  but  h(?  bc- 

fcld  they   were.     He  saw   no  rojisoii 

vlj  thej  should  not  be.     They  hud  no 

■Mt  in  the  matter,  and  they  were  en- 

^W  to  be  paid   properly.     He  was  told 

fcl  as  yet   they   had  made   no   claim. 

*iA  regard  to  the  observations  of  the 

W  Member    for     Northampton    (Mr. 

Mliichere)  and  the  Law  of  Divorce,  no 

Wlif  the  law  were  as  the  hon.  Mem- 

.■vvithed  it  to  be,  the  interventions  of 

■iQaeen's  Proctor  would  l>e  less  fre- 

rM;  bat  under  the  law  as  it  stood,  if 
QMea*8  Proctor  received  information 
■•a divorce  had  lieen  obtained  by  col- 
■■•t  or  by  a  suppression  of  material 
•ttaa  that  oaght  to  have  been  brought 
•■•the  Conrt,  it  was  his  duty  to  snh- 
^ Mike  facts  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
l^f  and  to  see  that  the  attention  of  the 
Mm  was  drawn  to  them.     JIc  nj'reed 
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with  the  hon.  Member  for  Donegal  that 
it  was  in  the  highest  degree  unsatisfactory 
that  clerks  to  Magistrates  should  be  in- 
terested in  prosecutions,  but  the  matter 
did  not  come  directly  under  this  Vote. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  ques- 
tioned the  accuracy  of  his  statement  as 
to  there  l>eing  an  increase  of  60  per  cent. 

in  the  Vote 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  (interrupting)  :  I 
withdraw  that. 

•Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  it  was  important  the  House  should 
clearly  understand  the  position  of  the 
matter  with  respect  to  the  cordite  action. 
It  was  absohitely  essential  to  call  a  very 
considerable  numljor  of  expert  witnesses 
— some  10  or  12.  With  respect  to  the 
position  of  Sir  Frederick  Abel  and  Pro- 
fessor Dewar,  he  did  not  know  whether 
they  had  made  any  claim  for  remunera- 
tion, but  he  would  point  out  that  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  had  no  claim 
upon  them  except  from  the  fact  that 
they  had  been  members  of  the  Explo- 
sives Committee  which  sat  in  1889  or 
1890,  and  the  question  as  to  whether  or 
not  the  Government  had  infringed 
Nobel's  patent  in  the  matter  of  cordite 
referred  to  1891  and  the  succeeding 
years  down  to  the  present  time.  Sir 
Frederick  Abel  had  ceased  for  some 
J  ears  to  be  in  the  service  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  was  now  in  the  honoured  posi- 
tion of  Secretary  to  the  Imperial  Insti- 
tute, and  Professor  Dewar  had  never 
been  in  the  service  of  the  Government, 
except  that  -he  had  from  time  to  time 
been  consulted  by  them.  He  was  a  Pro- 
fessor of  the  University  of  Cambridge 
and  of  the  Royal  Institution.  If  these 
gentlemen  made  a  legitimate  charge 
for  their  services  he  did  not  see 
on  what  ground  it  could  be  disputed. 
With  regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal  as  to  Magis- 
trates' clerks  being  interesteil  at  times  in 
the  prosecution  of  persons  who  might  bo 
tried  before  the  Magistrates,  the  subject 
had  been  considered  by  successive  Law 
Officers  and  Governments,  and  although 
no  one  could  deny  that  it  was  desirable 
that  the  same  rule  should  apply  in  the 
ease  of  clerks  to  County  Magistrates  as 
those  which  applied  in  the  case  of 
Borough  Magistrates — namely,  that  they 
should  not  be  concerned,  directly  or 
indirectly,  through  partners  or  otV\eTw\^o, 
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in  cases  which  came  before  the  Bench 
with  which  they  were  conuected,  still  it 
was  found  that  there  were  many  practical 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  a  change, 
difficulties  which  did  not  appear  at  first 
sight,  and  which  would  make  it  doubtful 
whether  a  change  would  be  in  the  public 
interest.  In  the  remoter  parts  of  England 
and  Wales  it  would  be  impossible  to 
obtain  competent  legal  advice — and  the 
Magistrates  had  to  rely  in  many  cases 
upon  the  guidance  of  their  clerks — if  the 
proposed  change  were  effected.  Wishing 
the  change  to  be  made,  yet  it  was 
impossible  to  make  it,  having  due  regard 
to  the  efficiency  of  the  administration  of 
public  justice.  It  would  involve  great 
expense,  it  could  nut  be  effected  without 
legislation,  and  it  would  certainly  be  of  a 
very  doubtful  character.  Before  any 
alteration  were  made  the  whole  subject 
should  be  carefully  considered. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  Vote,  because  he  understood 
that  no  claim  had  been  made  by  Sir  F. 
Abel  and  Professor  Dewar 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  said  that  up 
to  the  present  time  no  claim  had  been 
made. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  that  when  they  did 
make  a  claim  he  would  divide  the  House 
against  the  payment.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Government  in  the  cordite  case 
had  been  fighting  in  the  interests  of  these 
two  gentlemen.  These  gentlemen — who, 
by  the  way,  had  been  on  the  Explosives 
Committee,  and  had  availed  themselves 
of  the  information  they  had  obtained  as 
such — had  really  been  defending  them- 
selves. If  the  Government  had  been 
unsuccessful  their  patents  would  have 
gone,  not  only  in  this  country,  but  abroad, 
and  they  would  have  lost  all  their  royalties. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
said,  they  ought  not  in  any  way  either 
to  sanction  the  conduct  of  these  two 
gentlemen,  or  pay  public  money  to  them. 
He  therefore  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  (Dr.  Clark)  that  this  matter 
must  be  watched.  He  did  not  think  the 
conduct  of  these  gentlemen  was  what  it 
ought  to  be.  The  information  printed 
in  the  Papers  with  reference  to  these 
matters  was  insufficient  to  allow  the 
Vote  to  be  properly  discussed.  There 
was  a  60  per  cent,  increase  on  the 
£41,000  mentioned  in  the  original  Esti- 
mate for  these  three  items,  and  there 
could  be  DO  doubt  about  the  fact  that  the 
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law  expenses  of  the  country,  hot  only  in 
these  but  in  other  Departments,  were 
continually  increasing.  The  fact  was, 
that  the  fees  paid  to  barristers  by  the 
Government  were  much  too  high.  The 
work  could  be  done  just  as  well  if  the 
Government  employed  ordinary  bar- 
risters instead  of  confining  their  briefs  to 
a  few  distinguished  counsel  and  paying 
them  very  large  fees.  The  Government 
in  this  matter  set  a  bad  example  to  the 
country,  the  result  being  that  law  ex- 
penses were  always  heavy.  He  trusted 
that  the  present  Radical  Government 
would  see  if  they  could  not  in  the  future 
bring  about  a  reduction  in  these  items 
instead  of  an  increase.  He  was  willing 
to  give  the  Attorney  General  a  little 
more  rope,  but  the  time  would  come 
when  the  democracy  of  the  country 
would  say  that  they  would  not  have 
the  taxes  wasted  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  were  being  wasted  at  pre- 
sent. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

6.      £10,      Supplementary      County    ; 
Courts. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  this  was   : 
not  merely  a  question  of  £10.     That  wm  -_ 
the  way  it  was  put  in   the  Vote,  and  he  ~/ 
had  always  objected  to  that  method  of  i^ 
dealing  with  it.     The  real  expend itim  f] 
was  over  £400,000.     He  must  object  f6I^ 
the    Vote,    because     he     believed    tli^J: 
County    Court    business    to    be    had\j^' 
managed  by  the  Government.     In  tm:' 
City  of  London  they  were  not  particQ^ ' . 
larly  fond  of  economy  ;  but  they  managfdL 
their  County  Court  business  in  sucp  plf 
way    that,    though    taey    paid    hig] 
salaries    than     the     Government, 
made  a  profit,  whereas  the  Governmi 
made  a  loss.      Surely   the  Govemi 
should  be  able  to  manage  the    Cow 
Courts   a«i   well  as  a   Municipality, 
they  handed  them  over  to  the  Muni 
palities  a  saving  might  be  effected, 
desired  to  know  why  there  was  ao 
crease  of  £200  in  the  item  for  the 
veyauce  of  persons  to  prison  ?     He 
not  think  there   ought  to   be  any 
veyauce   to  prison  at  all  in  coun< 
with  debt. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  said,  that  i<,  J 
City  made  a  profit  out  of  County 
business    it     was    at    the    expense 
suitors. 
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Mr-  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  the  charges 
to  suitors  in  the  City  were  the  same  as 
In  other  parts  of  the  country. 

Sir  C.  HOBSfiLL  said,  the  charges 
In  couneotion  -with  County  Courts  were 
not  in  the  discretion  of  the  Governincnt, 
but  were  fixed  by  Act  of  Parliament  j  and 
ks  to  the  idoiWcm  In  the  charge  for  the 
conveyance  of  prisoner,  be  prosumed 
that  it  was  in  consequence  of  there 
having  been  more  prisoners  to  convey. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTOX  said,  he  liad 
laid  nothing  about  fees.  It  was  the  ex- 
Modi  ttire,  not  the  receipts,  he  was  talk- 
ing about<  The  fees  were  the  same  iu 
the  City  of  London  as  elsewhere. 

•Mr.   O1B80N  BOWLES  said,  the 

Ittl  sum  in  question  wad  near  £^00,000. 

Tbe  Coraptfolier  and  Auditor  Gebetal  had 

llnady  brought  befofe  the  attention  of 

tbe  House  on  his   Kepoft  of   the    loth 

Jinuary  the  fact  that  in  many  Services 

fer  which  they  were  called  on  to  vote  the 

nn  put  down  in  the  Estimates  was  a 

^ectly  illusory  sum — that,  as  a  matter 

if  laet,  the  sum  voted  bore  no  relation 

•    ibatever  to  the  amount  expnuded,  and 

te  as  a  consequence  the  amount   cx- 

fnded  was  entirely  withdrawn  from  the 

iifiiifiance   of   the   House.     Under    the 

imext  of  voting  £10  they  were  really 

toing  with  a  sum  of  £427,000,  though 

fcf  had  no  control  over  the  expenditure 

tktever.  What  did  it  represent  ?  Why, 

*hries,  printing,   stationery,  registrars, 

fKtige,  conveyance,  incidental  expenses, 

■i  80    forth,   of    the    County   Courts 

-<)oarts  which,  he  ventured  to   think, 

^tho  most  important  of  all  the  Courts 

■  tke  country,  for  they  were  the  poor 

■tt's  Courts.     They  were  very  subject 

■fed  to  abuse.     The  Registrars  were 

■We   to    overcharge    and    make    little 

vnagements  —  to    adopt    tricks     and 

Waw   whereby  when  payments   were 

*!•  they  were   considered   not   to   be 

■■tl  or  in  order,  the  fees  being  allowed 

^nm  on.     Many  a  poor  man  was  sub- 

pkA.  to  serious   oppression    in    conse- 

fiaoe   of    charges    of    this    kind.     It 

*Kied  to   him   that  of  almost   all   the 

ciMof  abase  brought  before  them  this 

*>ithe  last  they  should  allow  to  pass 

vithont  protest.     The  Comptroller  and 

AlditQr  General  had  called  attention  to 

i«|e  turns  that  were  withdrawn  from  the 

^oisaDce    qf    the    House.      He    (Mr. 

^vles)  himself   had    appealed    to   the 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  put  into 
the  Appropriation  Account  £8,000,000 
of  which  this  £400,000  was  part,  and 
really  they  ought  to  have  a  promise  of 
an  improved  practice  iu  the  future  in 
regard  to  this  money.  Votes  of  this 
kind  turned  the  financial  proceedings  of 
the  House  into  a  farce.  He  should  like 
to  hear  what  there  was  to  be  said  io 
defence  of  this  monstrous  and  even 
wicked  system  of  dealing  with  the  ex-* 
pcnditure  of  the  country. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  wished  to  say  a  word  not  so  much  on 
the  Estimate  as  on  the  statement  the 
lion.  Member  for  King's  Lynn  had  just 
made,  which  was  a  matter  of  serious 
moment.  He  understood  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  to  say  that  the  Registrars  of  County 
Courts  made  overcharges  and  were  guilty 
of  abuses  and  dishonourable  conduct  in 
their  office. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
must  have  explained  himself  in  an  un- 
fortunate manner.  What  he  meant  to 
say  was  that  the  Registrars  were  only 
human  beings,  and  were  consequently 
liable  to  make  overcharges.  He  thought 
it  extremely  likely  that  they  did  make 
overcharges,  inasmuch  as  they  were 
withdrawn  from  the  cognisance  of  the 
House. 

*Si  R  A.  ROLLIT  said  that,  having  been  a 
Registrar  himself,  he  thought  it  extremely 
unlikely  that  they  would  do  anything  of 
tjie  kind.  The  Registrars  were  admitted 
solicitors,  and  if  they  were  guilty  of  the 
])ractices  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
they  would  be  struck  off  the  Roll,  and 
would  richly  deserve  all  they  got.  Their 
accounts  were  audited  periodically,  and 
if  they  were  persons  likely  to  do  these 
things  —  which  they  were  not  —  they 
assuredly  would  not  have  the  oppor- 
tnnity.  He  could  not  accept  the  hypo- 
thetical way  in  which  the  statement  was 
made.  It  had  reference  to  a  body  of 
men  who  had  charge  of  large  funds  ;  and 
if  there  was  a  suspicion  of  their  being 
justly  open  to  a  charge  of  such  an  abuse 
of  their  position  as  the  hon.  Member 
suggested,  it  would  be  a  standing  danger 
to  the  administration  of  justice.  The 
first  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  absolutely  incredible,  and  the 
second  sUiteiuent,  he  ventured  to  think, 
ouirht  never  to  have  been  maile  with- 
out  citing  cases  in  its  iualmcaliow. 
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•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  was  under- 
stood to  say  it  was  quite  impossible  for 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  King^s  Lynn 
had  mentioned  to  have  happened  in 
reference  to  charging  fees.  It  was  quite 
impossible  for  any  County  Court  officials 
or  other  persons  to  have  taken  such  ad- 
vantage. All  the  fees  were  on  a  certain 
fixed  scale — accessible  to  everybody.  In 
the  original  Vote  there  was  full  oppor- 
tunity of  revising  every  halfpenny  of  the 
expenditure  under  this  head.  Then  the 
amount  received  was  almost  equal  to  the 
amount  expended.  The  Supplementary 
Estimate  had  been  rendered  necessary 
because  the  number  of  plaints  presented 
during  the  past  year  had  exceeded  ex- 
pectation, and  the  salaries  of  the  Re- 
gistrars varied  with  the  number  of  the 
plaints  received.  The  system  was 
thoroughly  workable  ;  and  though  the 
hon.  Member  had  pointed  to  him  as  the 
culprit,  he  was  not  afraid  to  stand  up 
before  the  House  and  defend  it.  The 
whole  matter,  of  course,  was  open  to 
criticism  when  brought  forward  before 
the  House  of  Commons  ;  but  he  ventured 
to  say  that  the  whole  system  which  had 
now  been  in  force  for  many  years  was 
advantageous  to  the  public,  and  that 
the  fullest  means  of  information  was 
open  to  everyone  who  applied  for  it. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Uni- 
versity)  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  approved  of 
the  system  of  placing  these  Estimates 
before  Parliament.  A  few  years  ago 
the  late  Government  was  attacked  bv  a 
Member  of  the  present  Government  for 
adopting  that  very  system  of  appropria- 
tion which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  told  them  worked  so  admirably. 

Major  RASCJI  said,  that  he  had 
received  complaints  from  his  constituents 
as  to  the  extraordinary  charges  forced 
upon  them.  He  would  not  say  that 
they  in  particular  were  treated  unfairly, 
but  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend's  ex- 
perience was  the  exception  which  proved 
the  rule.  People  were  under  the  im- 
pression that  this  was  done  because  it 
was  thought  they  had  no  friends  in  the 
matter  and  that  there  was  no  remedy. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  pointed  out  that 
it  was  the  hon.  Member's  duty  to  bring 
forward  any  cases  of  the  kind  which  he 
could  authenticate  in  order  that  they 
might  be  thoroughly  investigated. 


Mr.  H anbury  said,  this  matter 
was  well  worth  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  He  urged  that  the  system  of 
appropriations-in-aid  should  not  be  carried 
further  until  the  question  had  come 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee. 
The  Auditor  and  Comptroller  General  in 
his  Report  called  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  division  of  the  Votes  into  sub- 
heads had  no  effect,  the  appropriation  of 
the  money  voted  being  governed  by  the 
Appropriation  Bill.  Care  should  be 
taken  that  the  system  was  not  extended, 
for  the  Auditor  and  Comptroller  General 
was  much  afraid  that  it  would  extend  to 
the  whole  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  There  is  no 
fear  of  that. 

Mr.  H  anbury  would  make  another 
suggestion.  As  the  Auditor  and  Comp- 
troller General  did  not  assign  the  appro- 
priations-in-aid to  the  different  purposes 
for  which  they  were  voted,  it  was  possible 
to  transfer  Votes  for  one  purpose  to 
another  without  even  the  Treasury  beiog 
consulted.  That  ought  to  be  checked, 
and  the  Auditor  and  Comptroller  General 
suggested  a  remedy.  In  dealing  with 
Departments  for  which  only  a  nominal 
sum  was  voted,  though  large  sums  were 
actually  spent,  the  Appropriation  Bill 
ought  to  assign  the  money  voted  Co 
the  various  heads  on  which  it  was 
to  be  spent,  thus  supplying  the  defects 
of  the  Estimates.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  promise  to  follow 
the  recommendation  of  the  Auditor  and 
Comptroller  General  at  once  in  the  next 
Appropriation  Bill. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  would 
take  the  matter  into  consideration,  bat 
he  could  not  promise  that  the  plan  a 
gested   would   be  adopted   in    the 
Appropriation  Bill. 

Sir  J.  GORST  said,  that  it  was 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  Auditor 
Comptroller  General  had   censured 
present  practice.     He  simply  pointed 
that  it  would  be  desirable  to  have  I 
liamentary  sanction— which  he  could 
find — ^for  the  present  excellent  system 
appropriation. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  did  not 
how  sanction  could  have  been  given, 
cause  this  was  the  first  year  in  which 
had  been  done.   The  Auditor  and 
troUer  General  said  in  his  Report 
under  the  power  conferred  by  the 
section  of  th^  Act  the  practice  of  payivi 
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s  hitherto  appropriated  as  pay- 
iD  aid  had  this  year  been  extended 
of  the  Votes.  It  was  upon  that 
ioD  that  he  based  his  suggestion 
;  would,  be  more  proper  to  make 
>propriation.  They  were  dealing 
lot  with  strict  appropriations  but 
ppropriations  in  aid  ;  and  the  result 
en  that  £8,000,000  had  been  ap- 
kted  not  under  the  Appropriation 
t  all,  but  by  Treasury  Minute, 
it  should  not  be.  It  was  im- 
e  to  read  the  Report  of  the 
r  and  Controller  General  without 
that  he  censured  that  practice. 
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A.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  had 
opposed  this  system  as  a  bad  way 
ling  with  the  accounts,  and  the 
»Teniment  when  in  Office  always 
d  to  this  system  of  appropriation. 
nld  certainly  expect  the  support 
Majesty's  Government  in  object- 
tt. 

CLARK  knew  from  experience 
B  Edinburgh  Office  more  than  paid 
in  stamps  and  was  a  gain  instead 
«s.  On  the  other  hand,  in  the 
these  County  Courts  they  were 
money.  What  should  be  done 
^  put  in  appropriations-iu-aid,  if 
try  for  all  of  them.  While  in  one 
e  fees  came  to  much  less  than  the 
I  another  considerable  profit  was 

J.  GORST  said,  the  practice  had 
oing  on  for  many  years  past.  It 
tted  in  a  suggestion  of  the  Auditor 
HnptroUer  General  that  the  Civil 
e  Estimates  should  be  gradually 
eadily  approximated  to  those  of  the 
aod  Navy.  Since  that  time  these 
^^^  ^J  turning  receipts  into  ap- 
fttions-in-aid,  had  been  steadily  pro- 
a|?in  regard  to  the  Civil  Service 
fttes  being  applied  to  fresh  items 
fear  to  year.  All  that  the  Auditor 
omptroUer  General  said  was  that  it 
necessary  the  matter  should  be  ex- 
d  into  by  Parliament,  but  the 
ce  should  be  continued  under  the 
OQ  of  the  House. 

t«tgreed  to. 

£lf300,  Supplementary  Register 
%  Edinburgh,  agreed  to. 


8.  £207,864,   Supplementary,    Public 
Education. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  in  reference 
to  the  grants-in-aid,  in  the  case  of  some 
of  these  schools  the  managers  had  sent 
out  circulars  to  the  parents  of  the 
children  asking  for  subscriptions  in  Hen 
of  fees.  He  did  not  say  that  was  illegal, 
but  a  feeling  was  aroused  in  people's 
minds  that  some  sort  of  pressure  was 
being  used  to  compel  even  parents  who 
paid  fees  to  give  subscriptions  under 
threat  of  some  kind  that  unless  they  gave 
money  their  children  would  not  receive 
the  same  advantages  as  others.  Un- 
fortunately, the  moment  any  question  was 
raised  the  parties  interested  denied  all 
knowledge  and  were  careful  enough 
to  leave  no  proof  behind  them.  What 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  of 
such  practices,  and  had  he  ever  heard 
anything  in  the  natnre  of  threats  or  un- 
due pressure  being  put  on  the  parents  of 
children  ?  If  he  found  himself  in  a  posi- 
tion to  condemn  the  practice  it  would  have 
a  good  effect  upon  school  managers  and 
prevent  them  using  such  threats  in 
future. 

•Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) said,  the  Committee  would  not  grudge 
any  extra  expenditure  for  elementary 
education,  but  it  would  grudge  any  in- 
crease in  the  expenditure  which  was  only 
caused  by  the  worrying  of  those  who 
carried  on  the  elementary  education  of 
the  country.  The  first  item  of  this  Vote 
included  the  salaries  of  an  increased  staff 
of  officials,  who  had  become  a  necessity 
owing  to  the  increase  of  the  amount  of 
work  to  l>e  got  through.  Some  of  the 
gentlemen  in  the  Education  Department 
would  not  have  felt  this  increase  of 
work  so  heavily  if  they  had  not  been 
directed  to  spend  their  time  in  putting 
upon  the  managers  of  schools  require- 
ments which  were  unreasonable — if  not 
in  themselves,  at  least  in  the  mode  of 
their  application.  What  he  was  about 
to  say  did  not  apply  exclusively  to 
voluntary  schools.  Those  requirements 
were  imposed  just  as  much  upon  the 
Board  schools  as  they  were  upon  the 
voluntary  schools,  and  therefore  in  say- 
ing this  he  was  urging  the  case  of 
the  one  as  well  as  of  the  other, 
lie  was  fully  aware  that  the  present  was 
not  the  best  time  to  raiio  such  c^ti  m- 
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portant  question  as  this,  but  he  felt  he 
could  not  take  too  early  an  opportunity 
to  bring  forward  certain  grievances  which 
he  wished  to  urge  upon  the  attention  of 
the  Committee.  Was  it  under  the  sanction 
of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  that 
these  measures  were  allowed,  and,  if  so, 
were  not  he  and  the  Department  straining 
their   power  .  if  the  Department  should 
refuse  to  pay  a  grant  which  had  been 
legitimately  earned  because   certain  re- 
quirements made  after  these  grants  had 
been  earned  had  not  been  carried  out  ? 
He  would  only  ask  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  now  to  two  special  cases.  The 
first  one  was  that  of  the  National  school 
at  Luton.    There  the  allegation  was  that 
the    grant    for    the    year    ending    Sep- 
tember 30  last  had  been  kept  back  pending 
the  submission  of  plans  for  certain  im- 
provements. It  was  said  that  the  payment 
was  delayed    because   the  sanitary  con- 
ditions   of    the   school    were   not   satis- 
factory, and  because  the  managers  had 
not  carried  out  certain  alterations  which 
they  had  been  called  upon  to  make.     He 
could  quite  understand  that  it  was  proper 
to  bring  strong  pressure  to   bear   upon 
managers,  if  that  were  the  only  way  to 
secure    the    sanitary   condition    of    the 
schools  being  kept  up   to  the  standard 
required.     At  the  same  time,  however, 
the  pressure  used  must  be  a  legitimate 
one,  and,   in    the    present   case,  in   his 
opinion,  that  was  not  the  case.     If  the 
Department  were  to  say  to  the  managers 
of  a  particular  school,  *^  Unless  such  and 
such  alterations  are  carried  out  by  you, 
we  shall  not   give   you  another  grant," 
well  and  good,  for  in  that  case  the  De- 
partment would  be  acting  fairly.      But 
to   withhold    a    grant     alreaily    earned 
because  something,  which  was  mentioned 
for  the  first  time   after   the   grant   had 
been  earned,  was  not  done,  was,  he  con- 
tended, most  unjust.     In  the  case  of  this 
school,  the   Ainnial  Report  for  the  year 
1892  did  not  refer  to  any  sanitary  defects 
in  the  building  which  required  attention. 
No  notice  was  then  given  of  the  required 
improvements  until  November,  1893,  yet 
the    grant     had     been     withheld    from 
September  until  January  of  the  present 
year.     The  other  case   was  that  of  the 
school  at  Christchurch,  Hants.  There  the 
Government  had  suspended  the  grant  be- 
cause the  scheme  for  certain  alterations 
then  considered  necessary  by  the  Depart- 
ment had  not  been  submitted  for  their 

Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot 


approval,  and  so  it  might  actually  happen 
that  the  salaries  which  had  been  earned 
by  the  school  teachers  would  have  to  be 
kept    back     bei^^ause    those    alterations 
which  had  only  been  suggested  had  not 
been    submitted    for    the    approval    of 
the      Department.      These     grievancefi 
might  be  very  small  in  actual  monetary 
figures,  but  he  could  assure  hon.  Members 
that  it  was  a  very  serious  matter  to  many 
of  those  who  were  directly  concerned ; 
and  it  was  the  more  annoying  beoaaee 
it  was  a  difficulty  which  could  be  easily 
remedied  by  a  little  care.     It  was  the 
business  of  the  House  to  see  that  these 
stretches     of     Departmental     authority 
should  not  be  allowed  to  continue.     Of 
course,   there   might    be    parallel   cases 
among    the    teachers    engaged    in    the 
Board   schools.      The   Department  had 
no  more  right  to  withhold  these  grants 
from  the  schools  than  that  House  would 
have    a    right    to   withhold    the   salary 
of  a  Minister  who  might  have  incurred 
a   Vote   of    Censure   after   his  year  of 
Office   was    completed.     This   was    not 
a  matter  which  had  been  going  on  for 
any  long  period  in  the  Department,  and 
he     felt     certain     that    the    House    of 
Commons  would  censure  such  a  practice. 
He    thought    the    Department     should 
watch     more     narrowly    the    tendency 
of    their     Inspectors     to     manufacture 
grievances.     He  had  always  been  an  ad« 
vocate   of   having  all   schools,   whether 
Board  or  voluntary,  in  a  state  of  com- 
plete  efficiency,  but   at   the  same   time 
he  thought  the  requirements  of  the  De- 
partment were  not  always  enforced  in  a 
reasonable  way.  The  Inspectors  sometimes 
imagined  that  it  was  as  easy  to  provide  a 
playground  in  a  crowded  town  as  it  was  io 
a  country  district,  and  they  put  upon  the 
managers  requirements    which,    if  they 
wore  not  impossible  to  carry  out,  could 
not  be  acted  upon  without   the  expendi- 
ture of  a  good  deal  of  time.      He  hoped 
that  an  alteration  would  be  made  in  this 
respect,  so  that  the  irreat  work  of  educa- 
tion could  be  carried  out  with  as   little 
friction  as  possible. 

Mr.  ACL  and  :  With  reference  ta 
the  remarks  of  mv  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Peterborough  (Mr.  A.  (> 
Morton),  I  from  time  to  time  receive 
letters  stating  that  there  is  a  certain 
amount  of  pressure  placed  upon  paren 
in  order  to  induce  them  to  give  subscri 
tions  as  a  substitute  for  the  fees 
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which  thej  have  been  relieved  by  the 
Free  Education   Act.     I  always  say  in 
reply    to   these   letters  thaj;  some  proof 
must  be  offered  that  undue  pressure  is 
placed  upon  children,  and  I  do  not  recall 
for  a  moment  any  case  in  which  tangible 
proof  of  such  undue  pressure  has  been 
given.     Of  course,  parents  are  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  pay  subscriptions,  and  unless 
proof  were  offered  that  the  children  have 
really  suffered  in  some  way  I  should  not 
lie  inclined  to  interfere.     With  reference 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oxford  University  (Mr.  Talbot),  I  was 
glad  to  see  that  the  question   he   raised 
with    reference    to    the    grievances    of 
schools  respecting  the    requirements   of 
the  Department  apply  alike  to  voluntary 
and  Board  schools.     I   can    assure  him, 
although    I   know    that   a    great  many 
places  in  the  country  will  not  believe  me, 
that    what  I  do   to  secure  the  sanitary 
efficiency  of  schools  applies    to  Noncon- 
formist, Church,  and  Board  schools  alike. 
I  do  not  see  how  people  can    imagine 
that  the  Department  would  wish  to  treat 
oiie    class    of    school    differently    from 
mother.     If   the   Department   gave  in- 
itrnctions    for  differential  treatment   of 
different   schools   we   should    very  soon 
Ud  the  carrying   out   of  its  work  im- 
ponible.  I  am  very  glad,  therefore,  that 
I  am   not   charged    with    treating    one 
Khool  differently  from  another.    I  would 
like  to  indicate  to   the  hon.  Geutleman 
vhat    the    conditions    are  upon    which 
gnots  are  made.     If  he  will  look  at  that 
ptrt  of  the  Code  which  is  headed  '^Annual 
GriDts — General  Conditions  "  he  will  see 
tW  the  Code  makes  these  grants  subject 
to  certain   conditions,  and  one  of  those 
eooditions  is  that  the  Department  must 
lie  satisfied  that  the  school  premises  are 
Wealthy,  properly  constnictcd,  warmeil,  aud 
deaned,  and  so  forth.     The  grant  is  in  a 
eertaiu  sense  forfeited  if  these  conditions 
■re  not  fulfilled.     That  is  the  view   the 
Department  has  always  taken,  and  they 
ttk  for  an  undertaking  that  the  conditions 
shall  be  fulfilled    before    they  pay  the 
fnmit,  which,  unless  the  conditions  have 
lieea    fulfilled,     has    not  really   become 
<lQe.      I    think    that     position      is    en- 
tirely   justified     by    the    provisions   of 
the  Code.      I  am  not  familiar  with  the 
particular  ciises  that  have  been  mentioned, 
W  I  would  like  to  say  that   we  never 
hang  np  the  grant  if  the  undertaking  is 
given.     All   we   want   is   a  reasonable 


pledge,  by  plan  or  otherwise,  that  the 
requirements  are  going  to  be  fulfilled, 
and  as  soon  as  we  get  that  we  pay  the 
grant  as  promptly  as  we  can.  With 
reference  to  playgrounds,  I  fully  recog- 
nise that  in  a  great  many  urban  districts 
— and  I  am  very  sorry  for  it — play- 
grounds are  practically  almost  impos- 
sible. I  have  just  received  a  Report 
from  one  of  our  best  Inspectors,  the 
Rev.  G.  W.  Sharpe,  in  which  he  points 
out  the  enormous  disadvantages  which 
apply  to  schools  that  have  no  play- 
grounds. There  are  schools  within  a 
mile  or  two  of  this  place  where  play- 
grounds do  not  exist,  and  cannot  exist. 
Although  much  has  been  said  which  is 
thoroughly  hostile  to  what  the  Depart- 
ment has  been  trying  to  do  in  these 
matters,  I  think  that,  on  the  whole, 
although  there  may  be  exceptious  where 
the  Inspectors  have  insisted  upon  fads 
and  not  upon  essentials,  the  managers 
have  foreseen  that  these  demands  would 
come,  and  most  of  them  have  willingly 
risen  to  the  occasion.  In  one  of  the  last 
Reports  received  one  of  our  Inspectors 
.'iays  that  he  has  been  invariably  received 
with  courtesy  and  kindness,  and  that  in 
almost  every  instance  he  has  found  the 
greatest  willingness  shown  to  comply 
with  his  requests  for  the  remedying  of 
defects. 

ViscouxtCRANBORNE  (Rochester) 
said,  he  could  quite  understand  that  in 
the  case  of  very  grave  sanitary  defects 
there  might  be  some  reason  why  the 
Department  should  withhold  the  grant 
until  the  defect  had  been  made  good. 
When,  however,  as  in  the  Christehurch 
case,  the  grant  which  had  been  earneil 
was  withheld  because  a  demand  was 
made  for  the  erection  of  new  buildings, 
he  thought  the  Department  were  going 
too  far  and  doing  a  great  injustice  to 
schools.  The  Department  had  no  right 
to  demand  that  the  plans  should  be  agreed 
upon  before  the  grant  was  made.  The 
Department  very  often  made  very  un- 
reasonable demands,  which  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  managers  to  resist,  and  it 
continually  happened  that  the  demands 
made  by  the  Inspectors  were  not  sup- 
ported by  the  head  of  the  Department. 
He  would  like  to  bring  another  very 
serious  grievance  forward,  and  that  was 
the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
which  forbade  charges  to  be  made  for 
books.       The  policy  and  intention  of  the 
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Act  of  1891  was  that  the  fiDancial  re- 
sources of  the  schools  as  thev  then 
existed  should  not  be  interfered  with. 
One  mode  of  raising  money  was  by  fees  ; 
another  was  by  contributions  in  regard 
to  books  used.  The  probability  was  that 
whenever  there  were  contributions  in 
respect  of  books  the  fees  were  lower. 
The  charges  were  practically  the  same. 
Immediately  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
the  Department  under  the  government 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dartford  (Sir  W.  Hart-Dyke)  issued 
a  Circular  in  which  they  said  that  if  a 
school  accepted  the  fee  grant  its  liberty  to 
make  a  reasonable  charge  for  books  would 
not  be  interfered  with.  What  was  meant 
by  "  a  reasonable  charge  for  books  "  ? 
It  was  possible  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  say  that  what  was  meant 
was  charges  for  the  use  of  books  only. 
They  could  not  have  meant  that. 
Charges  for  the  use  of  books,  which,  no 
doubt,  were  one  of  the  forms  in  which 
charges  were  imposed  by  schools,  had 
been  ruled  to  be  fees.  If  they  were 
fees  they  were  subject  to  all  the  restric- 
tions in  the  Act  of  1891 — that  was  to 
say,  they  could  not  be  raise<l  beyond  the 
figure  of  the  determining  year.  The 
Department  in  their  Circular  said  that 
reasonable  charges  should  not  be  inter- 
fered with,  and  should  not  be  restricted 
by  the  acceptance  of  the  fee  grant.  If 
those  "  reasonable  charges "  were  fees 
for  the  use  of  books,  they  would  be  fees, 
and  would  be  rigidly  restricted  to  the 
sum  they  stood  at  in  the  determining 
year.  The  Department  asserted  that 
reasonable  charges,  not  to  be  interfered 
with  by  the  acceptance  of  the  fee  grant, 
were  not  fees,  and  were  to  be  dis- 
tinguished from  fees.  The  Department 
must  li'Jmit  that  if,  as  they  had  often 
asserted,  charges  for  the  use  of  books 
were  fees,  the  charges  the  Circular  re- 
ferred to  were  charges  for  the  use  of 
books  only.  Therefore,  there  must  be 
other  charges  in  respect  of  books.  He 
maintained  that  there  were  general 
charges  in  respect  of  books,  the  ordinary 
form  of  which  was  the  charge  under 
which  the  child  paid  instalments,  and,  in 
the  end,  became  the  owner  of  the  books 
altogether.  He  did  not  think  that  could 
be  denied.  Every  one  who  read  the  Act 
of  1891  must  see  that  the  charges 
referred  to  in  Section  3,  which  were  im- 
plicitly permitted,  conld  not  have  been  fees^ 

Viscount  Cranbome 


The  Department  must  admit  that  the 
charges  referred  to  in  the  Circular  must 
be  charges  other  than  those  for  the  use 
of  books.  There  was  no  Article  in  the 
Code  requiring  managers  to  provide  the 
books  ;  and  Article  78  of  the  Code  pro- 
vided that  a  child  should  not  be  refused 
admission  to  a  school  except  for  a 
reasonable  cause.  The  Department  were 
not  the  supreme  judges  of  what  was 
reasonable  ;  and  in  a  case  which  was 
brought  into  Court  the  Judge  held,  iu 
regard  to  a  child  who  had  not  brought 
the  usual  fee,  that  he  had  jurisdiction  to 
decide  whether  this  was  or  was  not  a 
reasonable  cause  for  exclusion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  driving  people 
to  take  cases  before  the  Courts  ;  and  if 
he  persisted  in  his  course,  he  would  find 
that  the  Department  were  not  the  supreme 
judges  of  what  was  reasonable,  and  the 
Department  would  find  that  a  great  deal 
of  the  powers  they  exercised  would  be 
taken  away.  He  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  to  persist  in  his 
course  of  injustice,  and  begged  him  to 
look  carefully  into  this  matter,  and  to 
endeavour  to  be  more  reasonable  in  his 
treatment  of  voluntarv  schools. 

Mr.  HANBURY  "(Preston)  said,  he 
represented  a  borough  which  was  the 
largest  in  the  country  having  no  School 
Board,  and  desired  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks respecting  voluntary  schools. 
Considerable  pressure  had  been  brought 
to  bear  on  voluntary  schools,  and  certain 
reforms  had  been  made  which  it  was 
thou&:ht  necessarv  to  be  carried  out. 
When  those  reforms  had  been  carried  out 
by  the  voluntary  schools  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  made  certain  provi- 
sions, and  the  result  was  that  the  schools 
were  screwed  up  to  such  an  extent 
that  their  finances  could  not  possibly 
last  much  longer.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  told  them  that  he  made 
the  same  requirements  in  respectr  of  aQ 
the  schools. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  What  I  said  was 
that  I  made  no  difference  between  the 
various  schools. 

Mr.   HANBURY   said,   he   was  not 
drawing    any    distinction    between    the 
difierent  kinds  of  voluntarv  schools.     Ha   - 
was  equally  interested  in  them  whether 
they  were  Church  of  England,  or  Roman. 
Catholic,    or     Nonconformist     schools*' 
From    a    political    point    of    view,    lie» 
hoped     the     right     hon.      Gentleman 
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would  persist  Id  the  course  he  was 
folio wio^,  because  iu  Laucasbire  there 
was  uo  better  recruiting  officer  for  the 
Tory  Party  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  head  of  the  Education  De- 
partment. He  admitted  that  every  sani- 
tary requirement  of  a  school  should  be 
met  ;  they  did  not  complain  of  that. 
What  they  complained  of  was  that  they 
were  not  only  asked  to  carry  out  neces- 
sary requirements,  but  to  adopt  fads  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  What  fads  ?     Give 
some  instances. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  there  was  one 
ease  of  a  Roman  Catholic  school  in 
Preston  where  the  work  was  well  done 
and  a  large  grant  earned,  and  through 
which  he  was  taken  by  the  priest,  who 
(old  him  that  even  before  the  require- 
neots  of  the  Department  had  been 
eirried  out  the  Inspector  had  spoken  iu 
the  very  highest  terms  of  the  school. 
This  was  a  very  poor  school^  as  Roman 
Catholic  schools  generally  were. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  But  can  you  refer  to 
•te  of  the  fads  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  one  fad  was 
te  in  a  sort  of  large  hall  a  large 
HBiber  of  hat  pegs  had  to  be  put  up  for 
SKh  child's  hat  and  cloak. 

Mr.  ACLAND:  You  call  that  a 
fid? 

Mr.  HANBURY  thought  so*.  Look- 
iBg  at  it  he  thought  it  was  unnecessary. 
la  aoT  case,  that  was  the  complaint  made. 
When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  he  dealt  fairly  l)etween  the  Board 
^AmIs  and  the  voluntary  schools  he 
Rist  be  aware  that  it  was  a  question  of 
baaoe  that  was  at  issue.  The  Board 
Khoob  ought  not  to  be  used  for  the 
pttpoae  of  squeezing  the  voluntary 
schools  out  of  existence.  The  pressure 
vhieh  was  put  upon  the  latter  schools 
■Messitated  a  large  amount  of  extra 
ttpenditure  which  was  not  felt  by  the 
Vari  schools,  because  they  could  draw 
^  the  rates.  If  the  right  hon. 
WBtleraan  continued  the  course  he  had 
idopted  he  would  find  out  what  would 
k  the  result  in  Lancashire. 

Mb.  ACLAND  said,  that  hon.  Mem- 
^  might  rely  upon  it  that  so  long  as 
k  occupied  his  present  position  he  would 
fc  his  best  to  see  that  schoolrooms  were 
^  ia  a  reasonably  healthy  condition. 
Nothing  coold  be  more  unhealthy  or 
Bore  likely  to  conduce  to  infection  than 


pilingchildren*s  clothes  together  in  heaps  ; 
and  it  was  only  reasonable,  therefore,  to 
require  that  each  child  should  have  its 
own  hat  peg.  The  voluntary  schools 
received  among  them  some  £4,000,000  or 
£5,000,000  from  the  State,  while  the 
private  subscriptions  towards  their  main- 
tenance only  amounted  to  some  £750,000. 
In  these  circumstances,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  pressure  placed  upon  the 
managers  to  keep  the  schools  in  a 
healthy  condition  was  unreasonable. 
Most  of  the  complaints  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  were  based  upon  occur- 
rences that  had  taken  place  before  his 
a(*,cession  to  Office,  but  he  could  assure 
him  that  he  did  his  best  to  prevent  injus- 
tice being  done. 

Viscount  CRAN BORNE  said,  he 
thought  he  saw  an  opportunity  of  settling 
this  matter.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  consent  to  use  the  powers  of 
the  Department  to  declare  what  charges 
were  reasonable,  it  would  amount  to  a 
settlement,  because  the  charges  would 
only  be  allowed  where  reasonable. 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  these  charges 
were  included  in  the  fees.  The  payment 
by  parents  for  the  use  of  books  that 
finally  became  their  own  property  was 
not  in  the  nature  of  the  payment  of  fees, 
but  was  maile  iu  virtue  of  an  arrange- 
ment that  was  entered  into  between  the 
parents  and  the  managers  of  the  schools. 
Was  it  possible  to  contend  that  any  pay- 
ment of  that  sort  could  be  considered  a 
fee  ?  The  Auditors  and  the  Public 
Accounts  Committee  had  very  carefully 
considered  the  matter,  and  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  contribution  of 
parents  could  not  come  under  the  desig- 
nation of  a  fee. 
♦Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said,  he 
wished  to  refer  to  the  grant  for  Training 
CoMeges.  It  so  happened  that  he  had 
that  day  attended  meetings  of  the  Coun- 
cils of  two  of  the  most  important — namely, 
St.  John's,  Battersea,  and  the  Girls' 
Training  College  at  Tottenham.  He 
believed  it  was  the  general  opinion  that 
while,  in  consequence  of  changes  in  the 
Code,  the  period  of  two  years  was 
now  for  a  short  time  to  be  limited  to 
18  months,  the  curriculum  should  re- 
main the  same,  but  the  examinations 
should  be  made  somewhat  less  severe. 
That  was  the  wish  of  the  Councils  of 
these  Institutions,  and  he  hoped  his  right 
hon    Friend   would   give   it   soiu^  <iou« 
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sideration.  The  next  point  he  wished 
to  refer  to  was  the  statements  made  by 
the  hou.  Member  for  Preston.  They 
who  were  the  friends  of  voluntary 
schools  agreed  that  they  ought  to  be 
reasonably  healthy,  and  they  wanted  to 
do  all  they  could  to  meet  these  provisions 
of  the  Department.  But  there  was  such 
a  thing  as  over-doing  sanitary  regulations. 
The  requirements  of  the  Department  ought 
not  to  be  vexatious  or  pedantic.  There 
must  be  some  discretion  exercised  by  the 
Inspectors,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ought  not  to  rely  entirely  upon  their  ipse 
dixit.  He  saw  a  case  reported  in  The 
Guardian  newspaper  the  other  day  in 
which  the  Inspector  had  directed  that 
the  doors  of  a  school  should  all  be  made 
to  open  outwards.  It  might  be  desirable 
that  thn  doors  of  all  public  buildings  in 
this  country  should  be  made  to  open  out- 
wards, but  to  arbitrarily  make  a  regu- 
lation of  that  kind  in  respect  to  schools 
amounted  almost  to  tyranny.  The  Police 
and  Sanitary  Committee  had  made  a  pro- 
vision that  in  some  towns  all  future  build- 
ings should  be  provided  with  doors  opening 
outwards,  but  they  had  not  gone  so  far 
as  to  say  that  the  alteration  must  be 
maile  in  the  case  of  existing  buildings. 
When  experience  showed  that  a  school 
was,  on  thd  whole,  in  a  good  sanitary 
condition,  pe<lantic  insistence  should  not 
be  laid  upon  slight  technical  defects. 
Infinite  distress  was  caused  by  such 
demands. 

Mr.  H.  S.  foster  (Suffolk,  Lowes- 
toft) said,  he  only  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  emphasizing  the  statements  wliicb 
had  been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Preston,  the  more  so  be- 
cause he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Vice  President  had  hardly 
appreciated  the  ground  of  their  com- 
plaint. He  would  not  go  into  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  the  requirements 
made  were  reasonable  or  were  only  fads, 
but  be  did  say  tbat  it  was  a  hard  thing 
in  the  case  of  a  scbool  which  had  started 
the  year  well,  and  earned  its  grant,  that 
an  Inspector  should  go  down  and  say  that 
unless  further  requirements  were  fulfilled 
the  grant  would  be  withbeld.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  some  restriction 
ought  to  be  placed  upon  a  proceeding  of 
that  kind.  If  the  Department  were  to 
say,  **  We  give  notice  that  unless  these 
requirements  are  fulfilled  next  year  we 
shall   not   give   the   grant, '^   then  there 

Sir  F,  S.  Powell 


would  be  no  complaint.     [Mr.  Acland  : 
That   is   precisely    what   we  do.]     But 
he   could    give   cases   where   the   grant 
already  earned  had  been  withheld  until 
the    managers    had    promised    to   fulfil 
certain   new    requirements.      The   right 
hon.    Gentleman   might   have   made   no 
distinction   between    the   voluntary   and 
the  Board  schools  in  this  matter ;  but  if, 
as  be  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  crush  oat 
voluntary  schools,  he  could  not  appre- 
ciate   the    difference    between    the    two 
cases.  The  managers  of  voluntary  schools 
had  no  rates  to  go  upon,  and  tlie  Scbool 
Boards   had    unlimited    powers   of   bor^ 
rowing   and   rating.     He    knew   a   case 
where,  the  grant  having  been  withheld, 
the  managers  had  to  give  their  personal 
guarantee   to  the  bank  for  an  advance 
to    pay    the    teacher^s    salary.      These 
managers  were  doing  excellent  service  to 
education ;    but    if    such    responsibility     ; 
were   thrown   upon   them,  many  would     : 
withdraw  their  support  from  the  voluD-    j 
tary    schools    altogether.       He    trusted    j 
that  in  future  the  right  hon.  Gentleman    < 
would  see  that  new  demands  were  not    ; 
made    upon    managers    without    timely 
notice  being  given  and  full  opportunity    - 
for    obtaining    reasonable    modifications 
of  those  demands. 

•Mr.   TOMLINSON    (Preston)  said,  ^ 
he  desired  to  add  his  voice  to  those  of  his   *' 
hou.   Friends   in  urging  upon   the  Vice  f> 
President  the  desirability  of  showing  m  Y*i 
little  more  latitude  in  dealing  with  the  i'- 
requirements   of   voluntary    schools,  b6<*  |^ 
cause  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  feeling 
throughout  the  country  was  that  he  waft 
dealing    with    voluntary   schools    in   «§>. 
exceptionally  hard  way.     If  in  the  way:^ 
he  had  acted  he  had  only  bc^n  followtngj- 
the  course  of  his  predecessor  he  did  nql^ 
see  how  this  impression  could  have  giil|^ 
abroad.      It    was    very    hard    for    ""^^ 
managers  of  a  school,  which  perhaps 
been  built  but  a  few  years  since  iu 
cordance  with  the  then  requirements  'i 
the  Department,  to  be  suddenly  confi 
with   further   demands   upon    their 
sources.  He  knew  of  demands  of  that  kl 
being  suddenly  made,  such  as  for  cli 
rooms,    without   allowing  any    adeqi 
time  to  raise  the  .necessary  funds.     ' 
threat  of  withholding  the  grant  mi 
all  the    more   difficult  to  carry    out 
alterations    which  were  demanded, 
it  must  be  borne  iu  mind  that  thedi 
maile  might  be  one  which  the  right 
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GeDtlcman  himself  would  uot  consider  re- 
quisite. A  demaud  was  made,  in  the  first 
instance,  simplj  on  the  ipse  dixit  of  the 
School  Inspector,  and  it  was  frequently 
found  that  all  that  was  required  might  be 
done  at  much  less  cost  and  in  a  much  simpler 
▼ay  tlian  was  suggested  by  the  luspector. 
He  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  contended  that  no 
grant  ought  to  be  withheld  until  the  case 
hid  been  brought  before  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident himself.  He  did  not  desire  to 
affirm  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
acted  with  the  intention  of  exceptionally 
harassing  the  voluntary  schools,  and  he 
tn»ted  it  would  be  found,  after  the  dis- 
eussioo  that  had  now  taken  place,  that 
the  work  of  the  Department  would  be 
eurried  out  with  greater  care  and  less 
har9hnes.<(. 

Mr.  W.  SIDEBOTTOM  (Derbyshire, 
High  Peak)  said,  he  did  not  rise  to  pro- 
)m^  the  Debate,  but  merely  to  call  the 
itteorioD  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
me  of  the  fads  he  challenged  the  hon. 
lUnber  for  Preston  to  name.  He  did 
the  fads  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
bat  those  of  some  of  his  subordi- 
One  of  the  fads  alluded  to  was 
ihe  eloak-rooms.  In  many  cases  they 
iweaot  useful  places,  being  three  oiit- 
■ie  walls  without  any  sufficient  heating 
ippuatus,  so  that  when  the  children's 
Mteff  were  hung  up — if  a  wet  day  they 
VCR  put  on  again  after  school  in  a  more 
wteoodition  than  when  they  were  first 
taken  off.  Such  places  were  certainly 
M  proper  places  in  which  to  place  the 
cinng  of  children  while  the  children 
vcreat  work.  Then  it  appeared  to  him 
liWa  great  fad  to  insist  in  a  mixed 
^hnl  that  there  should  be  separate 
ihik-rooms  for  the  boys  and  girls.  To 
kk  this  appeared  to  be  wholly  nn- 
■BHnrj  in  a  mixed  school.  Then 
^  rcigmrd  to  the  lavatories  in  connec*- 
tiw  with  the  schools,  as  a  rule  they 
teld  be  placed  at  a  certain  distance' 
m  the  main  building,  which  could  ha 
^At  accomplished  in  country  districts, 
mgh  it  would,  he  admitted,  be  more 
•fcih  in  largo  towns  and  populous 
|*rti.  Another  fa<l  was  that  with  re- 
Bvd to  ventilation.    He  hail  been  in  many 

■  the  rchools    as  a    manager,  and  hud 
■■4  t  fearful  draught  which,    instead 

■  heing  beneficial,  iiad,  in  many  cases, 
T'Bi  the  children  severe  colds.  To  the 
■■•ten  tod  mistresses  it  might  not  be 
••  iBcoiivenience ;   but  to  the  children. 
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many  of  whom  had  to  work  in  hot 
factories,  it  was  very  detrimental,  and  ho 
thought  that  these  were  all  fads  that 
might  well  receive  the  attention  of  the 
Department,  but  he  should  not  have 
mentioned  them  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  challenge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  name  the  fads. 

Mr.  ACLAND  said,  he  had  first  to 
allude  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wigan  (Sir  F.  S.  Powell),  who 
referred  to  the  Training  Colleges.  He 
might  say  that  he  had  had  a  letter  from 
the  head  of  the  admirable  College  at 
Aberystwith  asking  him  to  arrange  to 
meet  a  small  bo<ly  of  principals  and 
others  interested  in  education  to  talk 
over  some  of  the  points  alluded  to.  He 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  he  took 
the  greatest  possible  interest  in  all  their 
Training  Colleges^  and  would  do  his  best 
to  meet  the  views  of  those  directly 
interested  in  these  Institutions.  The 
hon.  Member  added  some  words  that  had 
been  re-echoed  by  the  Member  for 
Suffolk,  by  one  of  the  Members  for 
Preston,  and  the  Member  for  Derbyshire 
who  had  just  spoken,  warning  him 
against  what  was  called  the  "  fad " 
methods  of  trying  to  deal  with  the 
healthy  condition  of  the  schools.  He  might 
say  that  the  ipse  dixit  of  the  Inspector 
alone  was  not  the  only  thing  that  guided 
them  in  their  action.  He  quite  admitted 
that  occasionally  there  were  demands 
made  which  might  not  always  be  adapted 
to  the  particular  case  in  view,  particularly 
in  connection  with  country  schools,  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derbyshire  (Mr.  W. 
Sidebottom)  would  agree  with  him  that 
in  many  of  the  towns  ihey  could  hardly 
be  too  careful  in  many  of  these  matters. 
With  reference  to  what  the  Meml)er  for 
Suffolk  said,  he  ap^reed  with  him  that  in 
the  main  what  they  wanted  was  to  give 
fair  warning  of  these  demands  ;  but  he 
niijrht  sav  that  where  they  acted  most 
stringently  was,  as  a  rule,  where  their 
warnings  had  been  nej?lected.  There 
were  many  schools  where  the  12  months' 
warning  produced  no  effect  whatever. 
When  nothing  was  done  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  aj^ree  with  him  that  they  must 
use  the  only  iK)wer  they  had — that  of 
postponing  the  grant.  But  he  assuretl 
the  hon.  Member  he  would  have  this 
particular  (|nestion  of  postponin;;  the 
irrant  carefully  looked  into,  lie  wns  also 
glail  to  say  that  he  agreed  with  the  noble 


891       Supply— Civil  Services,     {COMMONS} 


^c^  Esiimaies. 


392 


Lord  the  Member  for  Rochester  (Lord 
CraDborne),  and  these  cases  would  now  be 
in  the  quarterly  list.  He  had  now  dealt 
in  the  main  with  all  the  questions  put  to 
him. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

9.  £16,000,  Supplementary,  Science 
and  Art  Department,  agreed  to. 

Class  V. 

10.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

<*  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
£27,500,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1894,  for  the  Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad." 

Dr.  CLABK  said,  he  thought  the 
Government  ought  to  have  given  them 
the  Report  on  the  Uganda  Commission  so 
that  they  could  have  had  the  Debate  on 
this  Vote  now.  For  some  reason  or  other 
the  Government  were  concealing  it,  but 
he  understood  that  a  pledge  had  been 
given,  and  if  that  was  carried  out  they 
would  have  a  full  day  given  to  them  after 
Easter  to  discuss  the  question.  He  would 
not  discuss  the  question  that  night,  but 
would  vote  against  it.  A  number  of 
them  had  changed  their  position  since  the 
Vote  was  last  before  them,  but  he  hoped 
they  had  not  changed  their  minds.  He 
did  not  intend  to  discuss  any  of  the  points 
until  he  saw  the  proposal  made,  but  he 
might  say  a  word  or  two  from  the 
economist's  standpoint.  Here  there  was 
an  increase  of  about  60  per  cent.  The 
Government  having  given  them  a  free 
hand  they  had  been  very  free  with  the 
money,  and  the  Treasury  had  allowed 
them  to  do  as  they  pleased.  He  did  not 
think  the  present  Government  were 
responsible  for  the  two  African  Com- 
panies, but  they  were  as  favourable  to 
them  as  their  predecessors,  and  made 
things  as  easy  as  they  could  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  British  taxpayer.  On  the 
ground  that  the  money  was  not  wanted 
and  ought  never  to  have  been  spent  he 
should  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  under- 
stood they  were  to  have  a  night  to  dis- 
cuss this  question  later  on  ;  therefore,  he 
agreed  they  should  not  to-night  take  up 
the  time  of  the  Committee  in  discussing 
this  Vote,  but  there  was  a  matter  con- 
nected with  it  which  he  did  not  under- 
stand.    When   the   £12,000   was  voted 

Mr,  A  eland 


last  Session  it  was  an  honourable  under- 
standing, he  thought,  that  it  was  to  cover 
the  whole  of  the  expenditure   for  this 
iinaucial   year — that  it  was   the  whole 
expenditure  they  would  be  put  to  until 
they  got  the  Report  and  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing   the   matter  in  the 
House.     They  now  found,  however,  that 
the    amount    was    to    be   increased   by 
£27,500,  altogether  making  very  nearly 
£40,000  preliminary  expenses,  instead  of 
the  £12,000    they    understood   was   to 
cover  the  inquiry.      He  dared  say  they 
would   be    told    it   also    covered   other 
expenses  in  connection  with  Uganda,  but 
they  were  expenses  which  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  question  for  which  the  tax- 
payers had  to  pay  ;   and  when  they  were 
told  the  whole  expense  would  only  be 
£12,000,  it  showed  it  was  a  very  bad  way 
of    estimating    the    cost,    and   a    most 
objectionable   system    of    dealing   with 
public  money.     They  ought  to  have  had 
some    better    explanation     when    they 
debated  this  matter  12  months  ago  ;  they 
ought  to  have  been  told  they  were  going 
to  buy  a  lot  of  stores  of  which  they  knew 
nothing,  not  even  what  they  were  at  the 
present  moment.  There  were  many  ways 
in   this  country    by    which   the   money 
might  be  spent  more  satisfactorily.  There 
were   all   sorts   of    demands    from    the 
working    classes    and    the   agricultural 
classes.     They   refused  to   grant   them 
money  at  a  low  rate  of  interest,  but  thej 
could   take   the   taxpayers*   money  and 
spend  it  for  the  benefit  of  these  Chartered 
Companies.    That  was  where  the  matter 
hinged.   This  was  got  up  by  a  Chartered 
Company  ;  they  were  drawn  into  it  and 
asked  to  buy  their  stores,  and  take  over 
matters      in      connection     with      their 
Company.     All  that  was  wrong.     If  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country  could  afford  to 
throw  away  their  money  by  £40,000  at 
a   time   surely  it  would  be   better  and 
wiser  to  give  it  to  the  poor  people  of 
this    country — to    give    it    by   way   of 
assisting   the  people  of  this  country  ta 
l>etter  their  condition.      He  must  comn^ 
plain  that  they  had  not  had   the  Repoftr 
yet,  though   it  had  been  in  this  counti;^ 
for    some    months.     He   did   not  kiKMV 
whether   there    was    any    disagreemea^ 
over   the   matter ;    but  if  there  was,   1m9 
hoped  the  Jingo  spirit  of  the  GovernmeiB'^ 
had  not  been  successful.  The  new  Primi^ 
Minister  was  understood  to  be  in  favottlT 
of  a  spirited  foreign  policy.     In  such    *^ 
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policy  he  waroed  him  that  he  would  not 
lie   supported  by  the  Radical   Party  iu 
tliiit  House  and  their  supporters  through- 
out   the   couutry.     They  did  not  want  a 
.^spirited    foreign    policy.     They  did  not 
wauC    to    bolster    up   the    British    P^ast 
Africa  Compauy,  and  like  companies.  It 
was    bad    euough   that  tiiese  companie.s 
skould    plunder    and    rob    this   country 
through  their  share  lists,  but  they  might 
fairly   object  that  public  money  should 
•bo    be    got    bold    of    for  the   benefit 
directly  or  indirectly  of  these  plundering 
eompauies.       That     was     very     strong 
kngnage,  and  if  he  could   find  stronger 
liuguage  iu  regard  to  these  companies  he 
«hoald    be    glad    to    use    it.     Nothing 
could  be    worse  than  these  companies, 
from   the   Liberator  downwards  ;    they 
were  all  pretty  much  on  a   level.     He 
thought  the  Government  had  acted  very 
DDwisely    in    committing   them    to   tiiis 
large  expenditure  without   first   asking 
their    consent.      Their    consent    ought 
to    be     obtained      l>efore      the     money 
wu      spent,      and       not      afterwards, 
lienaae  it  was  all  nonsense  to  say  they 
bid  any  proper  contn)!  over  the  money 
ifier  it  was  spent,  and  that  was  another 
wwm  why  he  objecte<l  to  this  Vote.  He 
bii  not  gone  into  the  Uganda  Question, 
u  he  believed  they    were   to   have   an 
opportunity  later  on  to  discuss  it  ;  hut  if 
kit  hon.    Friend    went    to    a   Division 
be  should  vote  with  him,  for  the  purpose 
^    protesting    against    this    very    btul 
•yitaiL 

•Me.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumber- 
had,  Penrith)  said,  the  hon.  Member  who 
bid  just  sat  down  had  spoken  of  tiie 
Ent  Africa  Company  as  a  plundering 
^npaoy.  He  was  afraid  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  not  given  much  attention  to  the 
i^ttnt  negotiations  that  had  been  going 
OS  between  the  Government  and  the 
conpaoy,  otherwise  he  might  have 
lboo|^bt  the  epithet  should  have  been 
»PpW  to  the  other  party,  and  not  t^) 
^company.  The  hon.  Member  objected 
*^piTfor  stores  he  had  not  an  oppor- 
^"^  of  examining.  He  was  sure  the 
^OTcrDment  and  the  whole  House  would 
^W^iy  to  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
^Rportunity  of  examining  those  stores  if 
bi  voald  go  to  Uganda  for  that  purpose 
pw  he  did  not  rise  to  oppose  this  Vote 
*"*ny  way.  Last  year  when  this  Vote 
*M  brought    forward    the    Opposition 
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stated  they  did  not  consider  it  in  the 
least  necessarv  to  send  Sir  Gerald  Portal 
to  make  the  inquiry  in  Uganda  ;  hut  its 
the  Government  decitled  upon  that  course 
of  action  the  Opposition  did  not  feel 
called  on  to  dissent  from  it,  in  view  of  the 
expression  of  the  Government  that  they 
had  not  sufKcient  information  before 
them.  As  this  Vote  is  in  connection 
with  the  expenses  of  Sir  Gerald  Portal's 
Mission,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Opposition  on  this  occasion,  as  on  recent 
occasions,  to  support  the  Government 
against  their  owa  followers. 

Mr.  J.  A.  PEASE  (Northumberland, 
Tyneside)  said,  that  all  he  desired  to  do 
was  to  warn  the  Government  that  in  the 
event  of  their  deciding  on  the  policy  of 
evacuating     Uganda    the    Anti-Slavery 
Society,  and  those  who  took  an  interest 
in  the  diminution  of  slavery,  would  deem 
it    their    duty    probably   to  oppose  the 
Government,  as  they  believed  the  policy 
of  evacuation  would  encourage  the  Slave 
Trade.     And  if  the  Government  proposed 
to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Sultan 
of  Zanzibar  over  the  district  of  Uganda 
the  Anti-Slavery  Society  would  also  feel 
disposed  to  take  a  similar  course,  because 
it  would  he  placing  the   Uganda  district 
under  the  operation  of  Mahomedan  law, 
and  denying  the  right  of  protection  to 
those  inhabiting  a  British  Protectorate. 
Mu.  LABOUCHERE  desired  to  say, 
in  reference  to   the  remarks  of  the  last 
speaker,    that   if    the     Government   did 
insist   upon    taking  over    Uganda  there 
were    several    gentlemen    who    felt    as 
strongly   against    slavery    as    his    hon. 
Friend   who  would  feel  it  their  duty  to 
oppose  the   action  of   the    Government. 
Their  views  were  so  very  ably  and  ex- 
haustively stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen  who    were    now    sitting   on    the 
Trejijury   Bench   when   they  sat  on  the 
Opposition  Bench  a  few  years  ago  that 
it  was  unnecessary  to  re-sUite  them.     He 
believeil  that  the  (Tovernment  had  taken 
the  Soudanese  into  their  pay,  and  a  good 
ileal   of    this    money   hail    gone    for   the 
Soudanese  who  were  acting  as  the  British 
Guard.     He    had    strongly    opposetl  the 
expedition   to    Uganda.     He  thought  it 
was  u   waste  of  money,  and  he  was  sorry 
thev  ever  went  there  at  all.     The  thing, 
however,  had  been  done  ;  and  the  British 
Flag  having  been  raised  there,  if  it  was 
absolutely   necessary   that    some   action 
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should  be  taken,  he  did  hope  that  we 
should  notassunic  all  responsibility  there, 
but  that  we  should  hand  over  Uganda  to 
the  Zanzibar  Protectorate,  which  came, 
in  a  secondary  way,  under  our  Pro- 
tectorate, at  the  same  time  taking  care 
that  we  did  not  increase  in  any  sort  of 
way  the  slavery  that  existed  in  that 
country.  Ho  thought,  indeed,  they  ought 
to  go  further,  and,  having  established  a 
Zanzibar  Protectorate,  ought  to  do  some- 
thing with  a  view  to  lessening  the 
amount  of  slavery  which  existed  there. 
He  did  not  know  why  they  had  not  yet 
got  Sir  Gerald  Portal's  Report,  because 
it  was  impossible  to  discuss  the  whole 
ease  until  thev  had  such  Report. 

Sir  R.  temple  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
desired  to  express  his  sympathy  with 
the  warning  addressed  to  the  Government 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Darlington.  He 
would  like  to  add  to  that  warning  what 
he  feared  would  not  have  the  sympathy 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
and  that  was  that  if  Uganda  should  be 
evacuated  there  would  be  the  greatest 
anxiety  amongst  that  important  class  of 
their  countrymen  who  were  interested  in 
Protestant  missions.  These  religious 
missions  were  supported  by  a  very 
influential  body  of  opinion  and  amongst 
some  of  the  very  best  classes  of  the 
British  population.  He  spoke  with 
confidouce  when  he  said  that  these 
Missionary  Organisations  regarded  with 
great  anxiety  the  decision  at  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  might  arrive  with 
reference  to  this  important  territory. 
Need  he  recall  to  the  recollection  of  the 
Gt)verument  the  powerful  agitation  which 
was  set  on  foot  two  years  ago  largely 
at  the  instance  of  these  meritorious 
Organisations?  He  did  not  doubt  that 
if  a  halting  or  retrograde  policy 
were  adopted  by  the  Government  now 
there  might  be  a  renewal  of  that  agitation. 
Considering  the  great  confidence  that 
was  expressed  in  the  administration  of 
the  Foreign  Department  at  that  time, 
and  considering  that  the  noble  Lord  who 
was  then  Foreign  Minister  was  now  the 
head  of  the  Government,  thev  natui-allv 
felt  great  hope  in  his  future  conduct  of 
afiairs  in  this  as  in  all  other  jiortions  oF 
the  British  Empire.  He  would  venture 
to  add  another  warning,  and  it  was  this 
— if  there  should  be  anything  like  an 
evacuation   of    Uganda,    would    not    the 
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door  be  opened  to  some  Foreign  Power 
to    enter   there  ?       ["  Yes  !  "]      If  that 
was  to  be  the  case,  then  there  would  l>e 
a  great  agitation  among  ail  those  who 
were   interested    in   the   defence  of  the 
Empire,  and  to  whom  Imperial  interests 
were  dear.     As  for  making  this  territory 
over  to  Zanzibar,  that   would   be  a  step 
greatly    for    the    worse.      That   would 
induce  a  fresh  Mahomednn  complication. 
Already  one  of  the  difficulties  there  was 
the  existence   of  large  sections   of   the 
Mahomedau     religion,    and     with    that 
particular  religion  there  arose    the  dis- 
sensions  of   the   various   denominations. 
What  with  the  existing  trouble  with  the 
Mahomedans,  what  with  the   complica- 
tions of  the  Soudanese,  many  of  whom 
were  Mahomedans,  and  the  introduction 
of  a  Mahoraedan  Power  on  the  shores  of 
the    Great    Lakes,    there    would    be   a 
political   complication  of  a  very  extra- 
ordinary character,  perfectly  gratuitous, 
answering  no  practical  or  political  pur- 
pose,   and   apparently    adopted   for    no 
other  reason  but  the  hesitation  to  assume 
that   responsibility   which    belonged    to 
England.     If  there  was  to  be  peace  kept 
between  the  various  contending  religious 
sects ;   if  there  was  to  be  that  harmony 
which  ought  to  exist  between  them,  such 
a  happy  situation  of  affairs  could  best  be 
secured  by  the  presence  of  British  officers 
under   the   control,   at   all  events,   of  % 
British    superior.      A    British    Commis- 
sioner or  Plenipotentiary  would  be   far 
more  conducive  to  the    peace  of  Uganda 
than  any  Mahomedan   Power,  including 
that  of  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar. 

CoLOXEL  NOLAN  desired  to  know 
what  was  to  be  the  position  of  the 
Catholics,  who  were  getting  on  very 
well  and  had  a  moderate  amount  of  arms, 
with  which  they  did  not  kill  anybody, 
when  British  officers  went  there  and  the 
Catholics  were  deprived  of  their  arms  ?  He 
believed  thev  had  been  fairly  treated  since 
the  arrival  of  Sir  Gerald  Portal  ;  but 
their  arms  had  not  been  restored  to  them, 
and  if  thev  were  left  there  unarmed  and 
unprotected  they  would  be  at  the  mercy 
of  Mahotnodans,  who  had  imbibed  as 
much  of  the  Koran  as  told  them  to  kill 
anvbodv  who  stood  in  their  wav.  If  the 
(lovernmeut  were  going  to  leave  Ugandftp 
in  what  position  wtjre  they  going  U^_ 
leave  the  Catholics  ?  They  had  takecB 
from  them  their  arms,  and  left  them  eX;-«> 
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posed  to  the  Mussulmen,  who  had  beeu 
brought  down  from  all  sides. 
•Mr.  BYLES   (York,  VV.R.,   Shipley) 
said,    he    uuderstood    from   the    earlier 
sj)eeche8  that  it  was   uot  iutended  to  go 
iuto  the  question   of  the  occupation  of 
Uganda.     He  rose  now  to  say  he  felt  it 
his  duty  to  vote  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Caithness  on  this  question, 
because    he    thought    it    was    hard    to 
bring   one^s    mind    to    sanctioning    the 
spending  of  money  for  what  was  going 
OD  in  Uganda.     He  wanted   to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  last 
two  speeches.       The   hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Kingston  rose  to  defend  the 
Protestant  religionists   in  that   territory 
aod  to  claim  English  protection  and  inter- 
ference on  their  account  ;  and   the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite  had  asked 
for  the  same  protection  for  his  Catholic 
eo-religionists.     The  argument  appeared 
to  be  that  because  these  respective  sects 
of  Christians,  both  of  whom  were  aiming 
at  occupying    the    same   paradise    and 
arriving  there  by  pretty  much  the  same 
iBeans,  could  not  agree  with  one  another, 
tbat  they  must  have  English  officers  and 
piiB  to  keep  the  peace  between  them. 
This  was,   to  him,  an  additional   reason 
»bj  the  gospel  of  war  and  of  occupation 
ihoald  not  be  preached  to  these  quarrel- 
ling Christians.       One  was   tempted  to 
cxelaim,  "  See  how  these  Christians  love 
one  another  !  " 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  desired  to  say  that 
■othing  was  further  from  his  intention, 
ttd  be  was  sure  from  that  of  the  hon. 
*wl  gallant  Gentleman,  than  to  say  they 
**nted  to  obtain  protection  to  prevent 
Cbristians  killing  one  another.  It  was 
*«  protect  Christians  of  all  denominations 
^  ihe  native  tribes,  whether  Mahome- 
^  or  native. 

Mb.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool,  Aber- 
*wn»bv)  thought  the  moral  to  be  drawn 
frwn  this  Debate  was  that  the  extra- 
ordinary delay  of  the  Government  was 
*^to^eilier  most  disastrous.  For  many  a 
^  jear  the  matter  had  been  before 
«*«i*  for  many  a  long  month  the  matter 
Wbeen  very  closely  brought  home  to 
«*  Majesty's  Ministers.  Ho  did  noi 
*)j*ik  there  was  any  real  occasion  to  send 
^  Gerald  Portal  for  informutioii. 
^J  had  all  the  facts  necessary.  The 
House  had  <been  promised  a  Debate  after 
^*^}  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  de- 


layed. If  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
had  had  a  little  more  time  to  consider  the 
exact  facts  he  would  not  have  spoken  so 
hardly  of  the  operations  of  the  East 
Africa  Company. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  they  could  not  know 
the  exact  facts  until  they  saw  Sir  Gerald 
Portal's  Report. 

Mr.  LAWRENCE  was  surprised  that 
the  hon.  Member  should  have  criticised 
a  company  when  he  know  so  very  little 
of  it.  It  would  be  very  hard  upon  the 
company  and  on  the  people  who  lived 
in  the  district  and  had  done  so  much  to 
advance  it  if  the  Debate  were  postponed 
until  near  Whitsuntide,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  it  would  be  soon  after 
Easter.  The  interests  of  individuals 
living  in  the  district  were  seriously 
jeopardised  ;  and  so  were  the  interests  of 
this  country.  He  had  just  heard  that 
the  King  of  the  Belgians  had  established 
a  station  in  the  Nile  Valley,  and  he  would 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  had  any  in- 
formation how  far  foreign  nations  were 
trespassing  on  our  sphere  of  action  and 
were  doing  a  great  deal  to  prejudice  the 
future  of  a  country  that  they  had  taken 
under  their  protection  ? 

•Sir  E.    ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 

said,  he  could  not  imagine  a  more  unjust 
and  outrageous  attack  than  that  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shipley  had  just 
made  on  the  efforts  of  the  East  Africa 
Company  and  those  who  had  done  such 
good  work  in  Uganda.  It  was  well- 
known  that  Captain  Lugard,  and  others 
who  represented  the  interests  of  civilisa- 
tion and  of  order  in  that  country,  had 
succeeded  not  in  promoting  war  and 
strife,  as  the  hon.  Member  implied,  but 
in  preventing  war,  and  in  largely  putting 
an  end  to  those  slave  raids  which  had 
inflicted  such  injury  and  ruin  on  that 
part  of  Africa.  This  was  a  very  grave 
question  of  the  future.  Many  grave 
questions,  which  were  not  apparent  to 
the  hon.  Member,  were  raised  by  the  fate 
of  Uganda.  At  this  moment  in  the 
North  of  Africa  British  influence,  British 
administration,  and  British  civilisation 
were  predominant  in  Egypt.  In  the 
South  likewise  the  influence  of  the  British 
])ower  was  extending  rapidly  northwards. 
Already  it  reached  from  Cape  Town  to 
the   Zambesi,   and   even   north   of   that 
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river,  over  Nyassaland.  Comparatively 
small  districts  uow  intervened  botweeu  the 
regions  in  the  North  and  in  the  South 
which  already  wore  under  British  power 
and  civilisation.  Other  nations,  as  they 
knew,  were  making  great  efforts  to  obtain 
control  of  the  upper  regions  of  the  Nile 
just  North  of  Uganda,  and  to  interpose 
between  the  advancing  forces  of  Great 
Britain.  The  French  and  Belgians  both 
were  at  this  moment  sending  strong 
expeditious  into  the  Equatorial  Provinces 
of  the  Soudan.  An  opportunity  now 
offered  for  the  extension  and  develop- 
ment of  British  influence  and  commerce 
in  those  regions,  which  was  probably 
without  parallel  in  the  history  of  Africa. 
If  this  critical  opportunity  were  not  lost, 
we  might  very  soon  learn  with  pride  that 
the  whole  vast  region  from  Alexandria  to 
Cape  Town  was  under  British  hegemony. 
Any  Member  of  this  House  who  from 
pseudo-humanitarian  motives  would  com- 
pel the  natives  of  Uganda  to  continue 
in  the  internecine  conflicts  in  which  they 
had  been  engaged  for  so  many  years,  and 
would  prevent  British  influence  and 
power  from  restoring  order,  and  peace, 
and  civilisation  to  those  regions,  and  who 
would  also  close  those  regions  which 
offered  great  openings  to  our  stagnating 
commerce,  was  not  only  doing  his  utmost 
to  deal  a  blow  to  the  true  interests  of 
civilisation,  but  also  doing  his  utmost  to 
injure  the  commercial  prosperity  of  his 
country.  He  (Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett) 
had  no  intention  of  speaking  on  this  sub- 
ject ;  but  when  he  heard  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Shipley,  evidently 
influenced  by  that  malevolent  pseudo- 
humanitariauism  which  was  too  common 
among  gentlemen  of  his  political  per- 
suasion, he  felt  bound  to  intervene  with 
these  few  words.  lie  trusted  that  the 
Government,  in  the  settlement  of  Uganda, 
would  bear  in  mind  the  great  issues  that 
were  at  stake.  He  trusted  that  they 
would  look  at  this  question  not  only 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  East 
Africa  Company — ^a  Company  with  which 
he  had  no  interest  whatever-— or  from  that 
of  the  missionaries — English,  and  Scotch, 
and  Roman  Catholic,  who  had  done  a 
noble  work  in  those  regions — but  that 
they  would  especially  bear  in  mind  the 
splendid  Imperial  interests  now  involved, 
and  realise  how  important  it  was  that 
British  influence  and  power  should  not 

Sir  E,  Ashmead-Bartlett 


now  be  withdrawn  from  this  great  and 
commanding  position. 

•Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  said,  he 
trusted  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Caithuess  would  not  be  regarded  as 
representing  the  views  of  the  general 
body  of  Liberal  Members,  or  more  par- 
ticularly of  the  Liberal  Members  for 
Scotland.  If  there  was  one  part  of  the 
country  more  than  another  which  had 
expressed  a  strong  interest  with  regard  to  • 
our  maintaining  the  position  in  which  we 
found  ourselves  in  Uganda  he  thought  it 
was  Scotland.  Captain  Lugard  nowhere 
had  larger  or  more  enthusiastic  meet- 
ings than  those  which  were  held  in  the 
large  commercial  centres  of  that  country. 
Not  only  so,  but  those  meetings  were 
attended  by  many  earnest  religious 
people — supporters  of  our  great  Mis- 
sionary Institutions,  who,  by  their  ex- 
pressions at  those  meetings,  indicated 
that  they  considered  any  retreat  from  the 
position  that  the  Government  had  taken 
up  there  would  be  not  only  a  great  blow 
to  civilisation,  but  also  to  the  advance- 
ment of  our  common  Christianity.  He 
understood  that  this  Vote  was  simply  to 
meet  the  expenses  which  arose  in  main- 
taining our  position  in  Uganda.  In- 
quiries had  been  made  into  the  question 
by  request  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, to  enable  them  to  come  to  a  de- 
cision. The  country  at  one  time  was 
in  a  state  of  anarchy.  Wars  were  going 
on  between  the  native  tribes,  and  unless 
the  interference  that  did  take  place  had 
taken  place,  the  results  would  have  been 
most  disastrous.  He  hoped  there  would 
not  be,  on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House 
more  particularly,  a  disposition  on  such 
an  occasion  as  this  to  place  the  worst 
construction  upon  the  actions  of  oar 
own  countrymen,  and,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  diminish  our  influence  on  that  great 
Continent.  They  should  have  some 
regard  to  the  manner  in  which  our 
Empire  had  been  made.  It  had  not- 
been  made  by  a  succession  of  retreats.. 
The  mottoof  Englishmen  and  Scotchm 
everywhere  had  been  "Forward."  I 
should  be  so  still.  He,  for  one,  was  no 
for  hauling  down  the  British 
wherever  it  had  been  properly  hoisteA  - 
There  was  a  great  difference  between  mer"^^ 
flingoism  and  true  Constitutional  vie^r  e 
of  the  progress  of  our  country  and  of  oiJ-^ 
Empire  ;  and    it   would  be  a  disastroviA^ 
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day  for  the  Liberal  Party  if  they  forgot 
that  it  was  a  Party  which  iu  the  past  had 
identified  itself  with    our  Imperial  pro- 
gresa.    He,  for  one,  had  felt  it  his  duty 
toeuter  bis  protest  agaiust  what  was  the 
iuclinatioD   of   a    small    section    of  the 
Liberal   Party,  as  he   thought,  to  lower 
it»  position  iu  the  face  of  the  country. 
•The     under    SECKETARY    of 
STATE   FOR  FOREIGN    AFP^AIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northiimberland,     Ber- 
wick) :  I  certainly  did  not  expect  that  so 
may  points  would  have  been  raised  in 
the  course  of  this  Debate,  and  I  have  no 
inteotion  of  in  any  way  anticipating  what 
the  decision  of  the  Government  as  to  the 
future  of  Uganda  is  going  to  be.     Wo 
have  promised  the  House  already  more 
than  once    tliat    this    decision    will    be 
announced  soon   after  Easter,  and  that 
we  will  afford   every  facility  for   a  full 
diMussion  of  that  decision.     I  see  from 
the  present  Debate  that  the  Government 
hare  been  very  fairly  and  freely  warned 
that  whatever   their    decision   may    Ik?, 
whether  it  be  to  stay  or  to  leave  the 
wontry,  they   must   expect  determined 
opposition    from    one    quarter    of     the 
Hwse  or  another.     I  do  not  know  that 
this  is  a  new  incident  for  any  Govcrn- 
JMttt    I  think  I  can  understand  very 
•«11  the    reason    why   some    Members 
should  have    expressed   disappointment 
that  Sir    Gerald    Portal's    Report   has 
Mt  yet  been  presented.     But  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that  unforeseen  circum- 
stances have   occurred   which   have  tle- 
^yed  the  presentation    of    Sir    (ierald 
I*«tal'8  Report.     Sir  Gerald   Porta!  on 
•'w  way  to  England  revised  his  Rej)ort 
^c^  adequately  and  completely,  and  it 
'fw  not  received    by    the    GovorinncMit 
until  a  comparatively  late   date.      I'he 
^^ernment    then    naturally    felt    that 
''efwB  making   up  their  minds   it  would 
'*  'D  immense   advantage    to  tliom  to 
^^^  the  opportunity  of  close  personal 
^unication   with  Sir    Gerald   Portal 
h^lf^    •pijg  House  knows  very   well 
JJ*  •ad  circumstance    that    has    taken 
!*•*•   Sir  Gerald  Portal's  death  has  not 
JJ".'been  a  loss  to  the  House  and  to  the 
"^^ftnment   so   far   as   this    particular 
9*»tion  in  concerned,  but  his  death  is  a 
"Hinct  lojn,  If)  ti,e  country   as   ro^anls 
^^^^i  future  jMiblic  service.     But  though 
j"**  Report   has  been  delayed,  the  delay 
"*'entaile<l  no  loss  to  the  country.    The 


Government  announced  last  year  that 
they  intended  to  maintain,  pending  the 
presentation  of  the  Report,  the  then  ex- 
isting condition  of  affairs  in  Uganda,  so 
that  it  might  be  possible  either  to  take 
over  the  country  or  leave  it.  That 
freedom  of  choice  has  been  kept  perfectly 
open.  Therefore,  although  the  announce- 
ment of  the  decision  may  have  been 
delayed,  so  far  as  the  interests  of  this 
country  in  Uganda  are  concerned,  they 
have  been  preserved  at  the  present  time 
as  fully  as  they  were  a  year  ago,  and  the 
choice  of  hon.  Members  as  regard  their 
vote  will  be  just  as  free  three  or  four 
weeks  hence  as  it  is  at  the  present  time, 
or  as  it  would  have  been  a  year  ago. 
The  Government  have  instituted  a  policy 
of  inquiry  ;  and  with  regard  to  the  policy 
of  inquiry,  some  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  say  they  consider 
no  inquiry  is  necessary.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  said  so,  and  he  was 
cheere(.l  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean.  Why 
did  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  say 
that  ho  considered  no  inquiry  was 
necessarv  ? 

Mr.  LAWRENCE  :  I  stated  that  the 
facts  were  perfectly  known  on  which  a 
policy  could  be  framed. 

♦Sir  E.  grey  :  Yes  ;  but  the  con- 
clusion the  hon.  Member  would  have 
drawn  from  the  facts  is  that  the  country 
should  be  retained  ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of 
Dean  would  have  drawn  the  conclusion 
that  it  should  not  be  retained.  Surely 
that  is  a  complete  justification  of  the 
policy  of  inquiry.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough  complained  that  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  keep  the  pledge  they 
gave  when  they  took  the  Voteof£l2,0()0 
about  a  year  ago.  But  the  Government 
never  pledgotl  themselves  to  come  to  a 
decision  about  Uganda  in  the  course  of  a 
year  or  in  any  time  short  of  a  year.  All 
they  promised  was  that  as  soon  as  the 
inquiry  was  completed  a  decision  should 
be  come  to,  and  until  that  inquiry  is 
completed  the  future  of  Uganda  shall  not 
be  ])ledge(l. 

Mr.   a.    C.    MORTON:    Does    this 
Vote    go    beyond    the    ))resent    financial 
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Sir  E.  (;KKV:    The   Vote  does  not 
ir<)  beyond  the  present  financial  year.  The  "^ 
hon.  Member  also  thinks  the  expense  h****^" 
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been  too  great.  He  complaiDed  that  we 
ought  Dot  to  have  taken  over  a  lot  of 
stores  from  the  East  Africa  Company. 
The  Government  did  not  take  over  the 
stores  because  it  benefited  the  East 
Africa  Company,  but  because  these  stores 
were  necessary  for  the  Mission  they  had 
sent  to  the  country.  Surely  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  have  the  Government 
reject  these  stores  which  were  on  the  spot 
simply  because  they  belonged  to  the 
company,  and  send  for  a  brand-new 
lot. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON:  The  hon. 
Baronet  ought  to  have  told  us  that  he 
would  want  this  extra  money  when  he 
asked  for  the  £12,000. 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  Government 
could  not  possibly  tell  how  long  it  would 
tjiketo  complete  the  inquiry  and  to  inves- 
tigate all  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 
No  pledge  as  to  a  limit  of  time  was  given 
last  year.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton remarked  upon  the  fact  that  part 
of  the  money  had  been  paid  to  the  Sou- 
danese in  the  country.  The  Soudanese 
were  not  brought  into  the  country  by  Sir 
Gerald  Portal ;  they  were  there  before 
his  Mission  arrived.  Here  was  a  large 
body  of  men  in  the  country  who  could  be 
employed  to  maintain  the  British  position 
there  during  the  temporary  occupation 
necessary  for  the  inquiry.  They  were 
the  very  men  for  the  purpose  in  many 
ways,  and,.bein«j  on  the  spot,  they  were 
to  be  had  cheaply.  It  was  only  reason- 
able, therefore,  that  if  any  people  were 
to  be  paid  to  support  the  Mission  in 
Uganda  these  Soudanese  were  the  most 
suitable.  If  these  Soudanese  had  not 
been  taken  over  there  would  have  been 
turned  loose  in  the  middle  of  Africa  an 
armed  band  of  men,  excellent  under  dis- 
cipline, but  very  formidable  without  disci- 
pline. It  would  be  impossible  to  say  what 
the  conduct  of  those  men  would  have 
been.  They  would  have  been  a  danger  in 
any  part  of  the  country.  At  present  the 
men  are  kept  under  control  ;  and,  if  their 
services  are  no  longer  needed,  they  are 
now  gathered  together  in  one  place  and 
can  be  turned  over  to  other  employers,  no 
one  being  the  worse.  As  to  the  question 
of  the  Catholics,  which  has  been  raised 
L:bj  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal- 
■Mjfy  of  course  there  is  no  need  to  say 
r^nt  M  long  as  the  present  Crovernment 
|-  "•^w^  any  influence  in  Uganda  they 


will  take  care  that  it  is  exercised  most 
impartially  between  the  different  Religious 
Bodies.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Galway  admitted  that  since  Sir  Gerald 
Portal  went  to  the  country  the  Catholics 
have  had  no  reason  to  complain  of  any  un- 
fair treatment.  But  he  said  that  they  had 
been  loft  without  any  arms  in  their 
hands.  To  a  great  extent  it  is  very 
desirable  that  masses  of  natives  in  Africa 
should  be  without  arms  ;  and  I  have  no 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  Catholic  body 
was  less  well  armed  than  their  neighbours 
the  Protestant  body. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  What  are  they  to 
do  against  these  Soudanese,  whom  the 
hon.  Baronet  says  would  be  a  danger  if 
the  British  influence  was  withdrawn  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  That  will  be  a  most 
appropriate  question  to  raise  when 
the  future  of  Uganda  is  decided  by 
the  Government.  The  Government 
have  pledged  themselves  that  the  present 
condition  of  things  shall  be  maintained 
until  their  decision  is  announced,  and  on 
that  occasion  the  question  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  can  be  discussed. 
With  respect  to  the  warnings  given  on 
behalf  of  the  Anti-Slavery  Society,  they 
will  be  borne  in  mind.  I  think  it  a  little 
unfair  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Peter- 
borough to  found  upon  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  regard  to  this  policy  of 
inquiry  a  charge  of  indulging  in  a  spiril-ed 
foreign  policy.  When  the  Government 
came  into  Office  they  naturally  knew 
nothing  about  Uganda.  They  had  to  go 
for  any  information  about  the  country  to 
the  Reports  of  people  who  had  been  on  the 
spot,  and  everyone  who  had  been  on  the 
spot  told  them  that  if  Uganda  were  aban- 
doned it  would  become  the  centre  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  that  massacres  would  follow 
between  sections  of  the  natives,  and  that 
then  the  Mahomedans  would  probably 
fall  upon  the  survivors.  They  were 
further  told  that  great  possibilities  of 
future  trade  wouhl  be  lost  to  this  countrv 
if  l^ganda  were  abandoned.  Before  the 
Report  of  Sir  Gerald  Portal  is  laid 
an<l  before  the  decision  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  aTinounced — I  am  not  going  tosay 
any  thing  as  to  how  far  those  apprehensions 
were  well  founded  or  not,  but  that  was 
the  information  that  was  given  to  the 
Government  when  thev  came  into  Offic 
bv  everyone  who  had  been  on  the  snot  — 
We  had  no  means  of  disproving  that  a.^ 


405    Suppiy — Civil  Services,     (15  March  1894} 

the  time,  and  we  were   bouud — ami    it 
was  the  verv  least  that  we  could  do — 
before  we  left  the  country  to  send  some 
rejtpoQsible  man  on  behalf  of  the  Ooveru- 
meDt   to   inquire   into   the   condition   of 
things  in  Uganda  and  see  whether  these 
apprehensions  were  well  founded  or  not. 
Sorely  it  was  hardly  fair  to  say  that  this 
rendered  the  Government  liable  to  a  charge 
of  indulging  in  a  spirited  or  perhaps  a 
Jingo  policy.     The  Government  in  send- 
ing this  Mission  of   inquiry    kept    their 
word  to  both  sides  of  the  House,  both  to 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  staying  in 
Uganda  and   those  who  wished  to  with- 
draw, and  I  can  assure  the  Committee  that 
the  Government   is   most  anxious  that 
there  shall   be   no  further  delay   in  an- 
nouncing  their    decision    and   having  a 
dLjcnssion   in    the   House,    which    shall 
settle — I  hope  for  many  years  to  come- 
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perhaps   for    ever,   what   the   future   of 
Uganda  is  to  be. 

Qoestion  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  198  ; 
Noes  9.— (Division  List,  No.  6.) 

11.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceeding 
*8a.567,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  <lefray 
toe  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
»wt  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
Jl*rrh  1894,  for  sundry  Colonial  Services  and 
c«t»in  Charges  connected  with  South  Africa." 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  he  observed 
tbat  we  paid  to  High  Commissioners 
^veiling  ami  other  expenses.  He 
^»M  to  know  whether  the  salary  of 
tbe  High  Commissioner  w%»  paid  by  the 
Cape  Government  or  by  the  Imperial 
''f'vernment,  as  there  was  no  mention  of 
«lwy  in  the  Vote  ?  If  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment paid  the  salary  and  the  Im- 
perial Government  the  expenses,  it  was  an 
Momalous  position.  He  thought  the 
*^^  onght  to  be  paid  by  the  Imperial 
^vemment. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  the  salary  of 
^  High  Commissioner  was  paid  from 
^*»«e  sources  :  £o,000  from  the  Capo  Go- 
'^^eut,  £3,000  as  High  Commissioner, 
■"y  £1,000  from  Imperial  funds,  makin*; 
^>000  ill  all,  whieli  he  thon":ht,  nndor 
'"<' Circumstances,  was  a  livin<^  wage. 

Mit.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  thought 
J''€  bon.  Member  for  Dundee  was  a  little 
"anl  on  the   Lil>eral    Government,  for, 


from  his  point  of  view,  the  Liberal  Go- 
vernment was  not  sufficiently  Jingo. 
Whatever  it  might  be  elsewhere,  in 
Africa  it  was  persistently  Jingo.  They, 
who  were  opposed  toi  all  this  annexation 
and  massacre  of  black  people,  were  less 
anxious  when  a  Conservative  Govern- 
ment were  in  than  when  a  Liberal  Go- 
vernment were  in.  He  supposed  the 
reason  was  that  the  Conservative  Go- 
vernment did  not  want  the  whole  Oppo- 
sition or  the  Front  Bench  attacking 
them  for  their  policy,  and,  therefore, 
they  did  not  encourage  these  enterprises 
in  Africa.  But  when  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment were  in  they  encouraged  these 
enterprises,  knowing  that  they  had  the 
whole  of  the  Conservative  Opposition  to 
support  them,  with  a  certain  number  of 
their  own  Party.  Having  a  quiet  time 
at  home,  they  offered  up  on  the  altar  of 
their  happiness  a  certain  number  of  African 
blacks.  In  this  sum  there  was  an  item  for 
the  Bechuanaland  Police  Force.  He  did 
not  intend  to  go  into  everything  that  had 
taken  place  in  Matabeleland.  He  had 
already  expressed  his  views  on  that  sub- 
ject, and  would  now  only  refer  to  two 
points  to  show  why  he  was  opposed  to 
this  particular  Vote,  The  origin  of  this 
war  was  that  the  Chartered  Company, 
finding  themselves  almost  ruined  bv 
Mashonaland,  of  which  they  had  posses- 
sion, determined  to  obtain  the  neighbour- 
ing country,  which  they  thought  was 
rich,  or  thought  they  would  be  able  to 
persuade  people  was  rich,  and  thereby  ob- 
tain their  money.  Of  course,  a  pretext 
was  necessary.  Therefore,  Lobcngula 
was  asked  to  c(mie  into  Mashonaland  to 
chastise  certain  of  his  Mashonaland 
subjects.  This  Lobengula  di<l,  and  did 
vrvy  cruelly  no  doubt,  being  a  savage. 
The  officers  i,f  the  Chartered  C<)nij)any 
then  told  the  men  that  thev  must  clear 
out  of  Mashonaland  within  an  hour,  and 
within  three  hours  thoy  pursued  them, 
killing  and  wounding  a  large  number. 
l'lK)n  this  Lobengula  complained  of  the 
action  of  the  company,  and  the  com- 
pany complained  of  the  action  of  Loben- 
gula, saying  that  he  intende<l  to  return 
to  ^lasliona  with  a  large  force.  Loben- 
gula wrote  to  the  High  C-onunissioner, 
and  did  all  he  coulil  in  <»nler  to  convince 
the  company  that  he  <lid  not  desire?  to 
engage  in  war.  But,  of  course,  the  object 
of  the  <!ompany  was  to  seize  Matabele- 


1 


407       Supply— Civil  Services,       {COMMONS} 


4rc.,  Estimates. 


408 


land  in  order  to  restore  their  damaged 
finances,  and  so  the  war  was  forced  on. 
This  war  was  waged  with  great  cruelty. 
The  Chartered  Company  had  a  nmnber 
of  Maxim  guns,  and  the  Matabeic  being 
very  brave  advanced  on  these  guns  and 
were  mowed  down.  He  had  often  asked 
about  the  wounded,  mainly  for  the 
reason  that  he  found  in  a  telegraph 
Despatch  from  Mr.  Rhodes  that  the 
killed  and  wounded  numbered  3,000,  of 
which  2,000  were  wounded  ;  and  that  over 
30  wounded  were  brought  into  Buluwayo. 
They  had  been  told  that  the  wounded 
Matabele  were  carried  away  by  their 
friends,  but  that  was  absolutely  impos- 
sible. Out  of  4,000  Matabele,  1,000  were 
killed,  2,000  were  wounded,  and  1,000 
were  neither  killed  nor  wounded  ;  and 
they  were  asked  to  believe  that  the  2,000 
wounded  were  carried  away  by  the  1,000 
who  were  neither  killed  nor  wounded 
from  under  the  fire  of  the  Maxim  guns. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
dissented. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  usual,  knew  nothing  of  the 
subject.  His  whole  stock-in-trade  con- 
sisted of  general,  vague  abuse  of  every- 
one on  the  Ministerial  side  and  the 
waving  of  the  British  flag,  although  he 
believed  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  an 
American,  not  an  English  citizen.  ["  Oh, 
oh  !  "  and  "  Order,  order  !  "]  Well,  he 
did  not  like  these  Americans.  He  con- 
tended that  the  war  was  cruelly  waged. 
Lobengula  sent  two  Envoys  to  Mr. 
Dawson,  and  they  were  killed  by  **  an 
unfortunate  accident,^*  as  it  was  called. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  the  war  was 
carried  on  in  a  manner  altogether  incon- 
sistent with  the  rules  of  civilised  warfare 
— even  against  blacks.  No  doubt  there 
were  honourable  men  in  the  company's 
forces.  There  were  always  a  number  of 
honourable  men  who  for  the  love  of 
adventure  more  than  anything  else  were 
ever  ready  to  accompany  these  expedi- 
tions. But  these  did  not  represent  the 
mass  of  the  company's  forces.  The 
terms  of  service  of  some  of  the  forces  of 
the  Chartered  Company  was  that  they 
should  receive  a  certain  portion  of  land, 
a  number  of  mining  claims,  and  a  certain 
share  of  loot — the  word  "  loot "  was 
actually  used  in  the  agreement.  He 
challenged  anyone  acquainted  with 
military  matters  to  say  that  those  were 
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the  sort  of  men  who  should  be  properly 
enlisted  to  serve  in  conjunction  with  Im- 
perial forces.  He  called  them,  as  he  had 
always  called  them,  filibusters  and  des- 
peradoes, who  only  went  there  with  the 
object  of  obtaining  loot  and  land  and 
destroying  the  proprietors  of  the  soil. 
The  military  kraals  of  the  Matabele 
were  burnt,  and  at  last  the  company's 
forces  arrived  at  Buluwayo,  and,  so  far 
as  ho  understood,  the  whole  country  had 
been  seized.  Lobengula  and  many  of 
his  men  had  been  driven  into  the 
jungle  or  swamps,  where  they  had 
died  of  starvation  or  small  -  pox. 
Surely  it  was  reasonable  that  some 
few  Members  in  that  House  should  pro- 
test against  any  forces  of  the  Imperial 
Government  engaging  in  war  for  the  sake 
of  a  company.  After  all,  a  company  was 
only  a  collection  of  individuals.  The 
question  was,  what  was  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter  ?  They  re- 
cognised the  war  on  the  part  of  the 
Chartered  Company,  and  ordered  Sir 
Henry  Loch,  he  believed,  to  direct 
the  Bechuanaland  Police  Force  to  be 
strengthened  in  order  to  join  in  the 
attack  on  Lobengula.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
would  remember  that  they  were  informed 
that  the  Bechuanaland  Police  had  been 
fired  on  by  certain  of  the  Matabele,  and 
that  this  was  the  reason  for  the  war. 
That  did  not  appear  in  the  Blue  Books. 
He  had  looked  through  them  and  had 
failed  to  find  auy thing  about  it.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  allegation  was 
dismissed  when  it  had  served  its  turn. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  It  is  in  the  earlier 
Blue  Book. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  even 
if  it  was  in  an  earlier  Blue  Book  what 
did  it  amount  to  ?  No  attempt  was 
made  to  inquire  into  the  matter.  Loben- 
gula was  not  asked  to  give  up  the  meu 
who  had  fired  on  the  company's  forces, 
but  war  was  declared  against  the  Mata- 
bele. One  of  the  reasons  given  in  the 
Blue  Book  why  the  Bechuanaland  Police 
were  reinforced  and  ordered  to  advance 
to  the  frontier  was  on  account  of  a  fear 
which  was  stated  to  exist  lest  liquor 
should  be  introduced  into  Khama's  conn  try. 
Well,  Matabeleland  having  been  con- 
quered, the  question  was,  to  whom  did  it 
belong  ?  On  what  grounds  could  it  be 
contended  that  this  country,  which  was 
as  large  as  France,  had  become  the  pro* 
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perty  of  the  Chartered  Company  ?     The 
Solicitor  General  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
that  DO  Chartered  Company  could  acquire 
bj  conquest  property   which    had    been 
bronght  under   tbe    British    flag.     Tiie 
hoo.  and  learned  Grentleman  laughed  at 
the  idea  that  it  could  become  the  pro- 
perty of  the   company.     If   individuals 
icquired  territory  by  conquest,  it  became 
the  property   of    the  country  of  which 
those  individuals  were  subjects.     Then 
bis  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies   fell   back  on  certain  con- 
eessioDs.     He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  inquired 
aboQt    those,  too.     He  had   asked   the 
Solicitor  General  if  the  case  had  been 
pat  before  him,  and  he  had  said  that  it 
had  not,  and  that,  therefore,  he  could  not 
answer  it.     He   had   asked   the    Under 
Secretary   if  he    would    put    it   to   the 
Solicitor  General,   and  his  hon.  Friend 
declined  to  state  a  case,  probably  because 
there  was  no  case  to  put.     The  Colonial 
Office  appeared  to  be  in  the  position  of 
bong  obliged  to  accept  every  trumped- 
«p  statement    put    before    it    by     the 
Chartered  Company.     In  regard  to  the 
nining  concession,  not  in  the  name  of  the 
Qoeen,  but  the  Queen  herself  wrote  to 
King  Lobengula  stating  that  if  he  would 
•gree  to  the  concession — which  he  sub- 
Kqneutly  said  he  had  been  cheated  out 
•rf— «he  would  pledge  her  word  that  he 
fboqld  in  no  sort  of  way  be  damnified 
tberebj,  and  that   the  persons  enjoying 
the couce?isious  should   not  exercise  anv 
jnriiidietion     over     his      subjects,     and 
that    the    former    should    only   dig    for 
pJd  where    he   permitted  them  to  dig. 
^Wv  the  Government  were  bound  to 
support  and  respect  the  pledge  of   the 
QQeen,and  to  step  forwnrd,  not  to  help  the 
c<i(Dpauy,  but  to  defend  Lobengula.     The 
Cnder  Secretary  said  that  these  matters 
ttncemed  the   late  Government,  but  he 
^Id  think  that  if  any  policy  ought  to 
^continuous  it  ought  to  be  one  which 
*«i  based  apon  the  pledged  word  of  the 
^^Qten.    He  was  satisfied  that  the  right 
■"ft.  Gentleman   opposite   (Sir  J.  Fer- 
f**Qn)  would  have  bounded  into  tbe  air 
*itB  indignation  if  it  were  suggested  to 
^B)  that  the  pledges  embodied  in    the 
Owen's  word  given  under  a  Tory  Go- 
^cniment  wore  to  be  thrown  aside  when 
»Lil»eral  (vovernment  came  into  power. 
It  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   opposite, 
^'^vever,  would  look  at  the  questions  put 


in  the  House  and  the  answers  returned, 
he  would  find  that  there  had  been  no 
continuity  of  policy.  None  of  the  con- 
cessions gave  the  right  to  acquire  land, 
but  that  which  this  Chartered  Company 
possessed  under  the  Treaty  with  Loben- 
gula in  cases  where  they  were  mining  by 
the  permission  of  the  King.  There  they 
were  allowed  to  take  land,  but  nowhere 
else.  But  it  seemed  to  the  comjmny  more 
simple  to  go  an<l  take  the  land.  It  was 
never  intended  that  the  company  were  to 
compel  the  Native  Chiefs  to  make  con- 
cessions of  land  to  them  under  duress. 
Reading  through  the  Blue  Book  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Colonial  Office 
were  terrified  by  Mr.  Rhodes.  They 
wrote  to  the  company  saying  that  they 
should  do  so-and-so.  Mr.  Rhodes  laughed 
at  them,  and  then  they  backed  out.  What 
value  had  the  company  put  upon  the  land 
which  they  had  acquired  through  these 
forced  concessions  ?  At  a  meeting  of  the 
shareholders  of  the  company  that  was 
held  in  London  the  shareholders  voted 
£1,000,000  worth  of  shares  to  Mr.  Rhodes 
and  his  fellow-promoters,  whilst  they 
voted  £1,500,000  to  themselves  in  the  way 
of  boTius.  Even  presuming  that  the 
view  of  the  Government  with  regard  to 
the  rights  of  the  company  to  obtain  this 
land  was  well  founded,  why  in  the  name 
of  wonder  should  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country  be  called  upon  to  pay  this  sum 
of  £80,000  in  order  to  enable  the  company 
to  enter  upon  this  land,  which  they  de- 
scribed as  flowing  with  milk  and  honey 
and  teeming  with  gold,  when  the  company 
themselves  were  voting  away  millions  ? 
The  company  were  well  able  to  pay  it 
themselves ;  and  if  it  were  advanced  at 
all,  why  was  it  not  advanced  as  a  loan, 
ami  made  a  charg(»  upon  the  4*onipauy's 
funds  ?  He  therefore  moved  to  reduce 
the  Vote  by  £80,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  Item  Q,  of  £80,000  (Bechuanaland 
Grant  in  Aid),  be  omitted  from  tbe  pra|)oscd 
Vote." — (-Vr.  Labmieherv.) 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
had  just  made  a  speech  of  a  very  dif- 
ferent nature  from  that  which  he  had  made 
when  the  subject  came  up  before,  because 
he  had  now  dealt  with  the  matter  rather 
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from  a  practical  point  of  view  aud  with 
less  of  those  personal  attacks  upon  the 
Company  which  he  wonld  not  say  graced 
his  former  speeches.     He  would  not  go 
over  again  the  whole  question  as  to  the 
origin  of  the  war,  nor  into  the  question  as 
to  the  way  in  which   the  operations  had 
heen  conducted.      The  Committee  were 
perfectly  well  aware  that  the  view  taken 
hy  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  relation 
to  this  matter  did  not  agree  with  that  of 
the  hon.  Memher  ;  and,  in  reply  to  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member,  he  could 
only   repeat   what   he    had    already  had 
occasion  to  state  as  clearlv  as  he  could. 
He  had  already  stated  that,  so  far  as  he 
could  judge,  and   in   the  opinion   of  the 
Government,  the  war  had  not  been   pro- 
voked  by  the  Company  :    further,  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact — though  very  probably 
at  some  time  or  other  the  Company  might 
have  come  into  conflict  with  Lobcngula — 
as  regarded  last  autumn,  at  all  events, 
the  war  was   to  the  Companv   verv   un- 
welcome  and  unexpected.      And  all  he 
could  say  was  that  the  information   that 
had    reached    him  since   he   made   that 
statement  confirmed   its  accuracy.     The 
war  was  verv  inconvenient  at  the  time  to 
the  Company  ;  and  he  was  convinced  that 
the  only  desire  of  the  Company  was  to 
live  in   peace   with    Lobengula,  and   to 
endeavour  to  develop  Mashonaland,  ben 
fore     any     extension    was     made     into 
Matabeleland.      He   did    not   deny  that 
at  some  time  or  other  it  was  likely  that 
the  Company  would  have  extended  their 
operations    into     Matabeleland.       With 
regard  to  the  way  in  which  the  war  was 
conducted,   the    lion.   Member   had    said 
that    it    had     been     marked    by    great 
brutality.     Well,  he  had  endeavoured  to 
obtain  evorv    possible  scrap  of  informa- 
tion, anonymous   and   otherwise,  and   he 
said,  speak i II <r  with  a  full  sense  of  responsi- 
bility, that,  broully  speaking,  the  opera- 
tions were  conducted  with  humanity  ami 
propriety,     lie   did    not    say   that   there 
might  not  have   been    isolated    casps  of 
barbarity     and     inhumanity.       Unfortu- 
nately, war  was  brutal  and  brntalising,  and 
the    incidents    of    no   war   would  bear  a 
microscopical   examination  ;    but   he    be- 
lieved  that  these  hostilities  would  com- 
pare favoural)ly  in  that  matter  with  any 
other  of  our   native  wars.     He  asserted, 
at  all   events,  that  the   leaders   of  these 
operations — those  who  were  responsible 
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for  them — did  desire,  having  no  hostility 
to  the  Matabele  as  such,  while  carrying 
out  the  operations  successfully,  to  do  as 
little  harm  and  hurt  to  the  Matabele  as 
was  possible  under  the  circumstances.  As 
regarded  the  question  of  the  wounded, 
his  hon.  Friend  appeared  to  know  exactly 
how  many  wounded  there  ought  to  have 
been 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Excuse  me; 
I  cited  a  telegraphic  Despatch  from  Mr. 
Rhodes  himself. 

Mr.    S.    BUXTON    said,   that    that 
particular  telegram    he  had  never  been 
able  to  see.     Perhaps  in  the  excitement 
of  the  moment  .-there  was  exaggeration 
in    Mr.  Rhodes's   estimate.      But,  how- 
ever that  might  be,  it  was  quite  clear  from 
the  accounts  received  that    the  number 
of  killed  and  wounded  did  not  approach 
anything  like  the  3,000  mentioned  by  bis 
hon.  Friend  ;  indeed,  the  official  informa- 
tion showed  that  it  did  not  reach  half 
that  number.     Further,  the  fighting  was 
in   no   respect  of   the  nature  described. 
The   greater   part   of   the   fighting    was 
mainly  in  the  bush  and  at  longish  range, 
and  the  Matabele  had  ample  opportunity 
of  carrying  off  their  wounded,  while  those 
left  on  the  field  received,  he  fullv  be- 
lieved,  succour  and   help  from  the  Com- 
pany's troops,  so  far  as  their  limited  means 
permitted — ^and    their  means  were   very 
limited.     He  did  not  wish  to  go  further 
into    the    question,    because     the    hon. 
Member  had  only  raised  it  incidentally, 
but  he  thought  it  only  just,  from  all  the 
information  he  had  been  able  to  obtain,  to 
say    so    much    in    regard    to    these   two 
matters.       The    hon.    Gentleman     had 
suggested    that    as    the  Company    were 
going  to  take  possession  of  the  country, 
the  cost   of  the  war  ought  to  fall  upon 
the   shareholders.      But  the  whole   sum 
which  the  Government  were  now  askinji^ 
for  was  incurred   for  Imperial  purpose*^ 
and  to  enable   them    to   carrv  out  their 
Imperial   responsibilities.       He    did    no"fc 
think  that  anyl>ody  would  deny  that  when 
difficulties  arose  between  Lobengula  aii<l 
the  Company    it    was    the    duty  of   Her 
Majesty's  Goverinueiit  to  take  care  that 
the  lives  and  jiroperty  of  those  within  tb© 
territory  for  whitth   the   British   Goveni* 
mcnt  was  responsible  should  be  protected. 
This   expenditure  for  which  the  Hou»o 
was  asked  to  provide  was  primarily  foT 
Imperial  purposes,  and  only  secondaril/' 
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for  the  benefit  of  the  Company.  To  their 
:»uccesii,  when  hostilities   had    hej^uii,  we 
could  uot  he  indiflereut.  And  he  ventured 
to  say  that  the  presence  and  action  of 
the  Imperial  force  had   effected  a  very 
material  diversion,  and  had  done  much  to 
eo^ure    the   success   of    the   Company's 
colaiDus.      He   could  hardly  think  that 
bis  hou.  Friend  was  serious  in  suggestin;^ 
tliat  the  bill  should  be  sent   in  to  Mr. 
Rhodes.      His  hoii.  Friend  said   that  if 
the  Company  obtained  the  country   they 
oaght  to  pay  the  cost.     But  they  would 
take  it  over  burdened  with  considerable 
idmiuistrative  expenditure,  for  the  Go- 
Temmeut  would  insist  upon  the  introduc- 
tioo  of  a  satisfactory  system  of  adminis- 
tration and  securities  for  the  protection  of 
the  natives.    Looking  at  the  matter  from 
the  Imperial   i)oiut  of  view,  the  British 
taxpayer   would    largely    benefit.     The 
great  cost  of    Bechuanalaud   had  arisen 
from  the  necessity  of  keeping  up  a  large 
and  expensive  police  force  on  the  border, 
owmg  to  the  proximity  of  the   warlike 
ud  ret^tless  Matabele,  and   in  future  the 
expenditure     could    bo   considerably   rc- 
dneed.     One  cause  of   expenditure  had 
Wq  the  heavy  cost  of  transport,  and  he 
inped  that,   when   the   time   came,  the 
Goremment  would  have  the  support  of 
Iw  hon.  Friend    in   the   matter   of   the 
ftflwav  extension. 

Mr.'  LABOUCHEKE  asked  if  the 
<|iifctiou  of  the  railway  would  ))e  sub- 
aitted  to  the  House  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  the  railway 
^M  still  a  matter  of  negotiation,  but  the 
Goveniment  pledged  themselves  tluit 
Wiling  would  be  done  to  commit  them 
''•til  the  House  luui  had  an  opportunity 
'*fexpri;ssing  an  opinion  in  regard  to  it. 
Tberv  was  only  one  further  matter  to 
*lueh  his  hon.  Friend  ha<l  referred,  and 
*b«  was  the  question  of  the  concessions. 
Tbej  discussed  that  on  the  last  occasion 
Wwnie  considerable  length,  and  the  posi- 
1*00  which  the  Government  had  taken  up 
iBr^ard  to  that  matter,  and  the  position 
'!»?  were  bound  to  take  up,  was  that 
*b«  coucc^ssions  were  recognised  an<l 
^tinned  by  the  late  Government  ;  they 
"*<lbeen  confirmed  and  acted  upon  for 
^"^  years  past,  and  they  had  really 
***•«  t,een  repudiated,  but  ha<l  hocn 
[«;0}rui}»t»d  by  Lobengula  himself.     That 


\ 


;*iug  so,    it    would     have     been     c|nit(» 
"^'possible  for  the  Government,  coming 


in  at  the  eleventh  hour,  to  repudiate  those 
concessions,  even  if  they  had  wished  to 
do  so.  As  to  the  final  disposal  of 
Matabeleland  itself,  he  had  hoped  before 
this  Debate  came  on  to  have  been  in  a 
position  to  lay  the  settlement  before  the 
House  for  their  consideration.  He  re- 
gretted to  say,  however,  that  there  had 
been  uiuivoidable  delays,  and  the  Go- 
vcrimient  had  not  been  able  to  decide 
the  matter  finally  in  all  its  details  so  as 
to  lay  it  before  the  House.  He  would, 
however,  state  broadly  what  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  with  refer- 
ence to  Matabeleland  were.  On  going 
carefully  into  the  matter  they  found  that 
there  were  nominally  two  alternatives 
before  them — namely,  the  creation  of  a 
Crown  Colony  on  the  one  hand,  or  the 
utilisation  of  the  existing  machinery  of 
the  Charter  on  the  other.  Though 
there  were,  in  his  opinion,  great 
advantages  in  the  Crown  Colony 
system  over  government  by  a  Chartered 
Company,  broadly  speaking  there  was 
really  no  alternative  before  the  Govern- 
ment. They  had  to  utilise  the  existing 
state  of  things  under  the  Charter,  and 
they  could  not  create  a  Crown  Colony  in 
Matabeleland,  because  they  found  that 
the  Charter  did  absolutely  include  Mata- 
beleland as  well  as,  and  as  much  as, 
Mashonaland.  It  was  the  evident  inten- 
tion when  the  Charter  was  granted  that 
the  Company  shouhl  at  some  fuiure  time 
administer  Matabeleland  as  well  as 
Mikshonaland. 

Du.  CLAHK  :   But  not  steal  it. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  those  districts 
had  been  administered  under  a  regular 
form  of  government  for  some  time,  and, 
when  the  uecessitv  arose — as  it  <lid 
arise  after  the  war — of  <ieciding 
under  what  form  of  government  Mata- 
beleland should  be  phieed,  it  became 
in  the  view  of  the  Government 
essential,  in  the  circumstances,  to  extend 
the  operations  of  administration  under 
the  Charter.  Looking  at  the  question 
all  round  that  was  the  conclusion  which 
the  Government  earno  to  ;  and  this 
certainly  was  the  strong  opinion  in  the 
colony  itself.  Though  they  ought  not  to 
accept  colonial  opinion  if  it  was  thought 
to  be  inconsistent  with  justice  and  right, 
thev  ouj>:ht  to  take  it  favonrablv  into 
account  in  considering  such  a  quesiion 
as  this.      Broadly  speaking,  the  proposal 
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of  the  Government  was  this,  and  he  wished 
to  add  that  the  Company  had  met 
the  Government  loyally  in  the  matter. 
They  proposed  to  supersede,  both  for 
Madhoualaud  and  Matabeleland,  the  old 
loose,  experimental  system  of  Govern- 
ment by  an  administration  on  a  stronger 
and  a  more  definite  basis.  There  would 
bo  a  Governing  Body  consisting  of  an 
Administrator,  a  Judge,  and  three  Mem- 
bers of  Council,  who  would  have  practi- 
cally the  power  to  administer  both 
countries  as  one.  The  Administrator 
and  Judge  would  be  nominated  by  the 
Company,  but  appointed  only  with  the 
direct  assent  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  Judge  would  be  irremovable, 
except  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  As 
to  the  natives,  who  were  their  chief  care, 
their  laws  and  their  rights  would  be 
carefully  preserved,  while  their  material 
position  would  be  dealt  with  by  a  Land 
Commission,  consisting  of  three  members, 
one  the  Judge,  a  second  nominated  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  the  third  by  the 
Company.  That  Commission  will  report 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  its  decisions 
will  be  subject  to  revision  at  home. 
The  first  duty  of  that  Commission  will 
be  to  see  that  sufficient  and  suitable  land 
is  allotted  to  the  natives,  and  that  their 
agricultural  and  grazing  requirements 
are  fully  complied  with.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  Government  believed 
they  would  have  a  system  of  administra- 
tion which  would  be  of  ail  vantage  to 
that  part  of  South  Africa,  and  were 
clear  in  their  minds  that  the  rights  and 
necessities  of  the  natives  would  be  fully 
met.  Looking  at  the  matter  broadly, 
whatever  might  be  thought  of  the 
hostilities,  their  causes,  and  the  way 
in  which  tliuv  were  carried  through, 
there  could  bo  little  doubt  that  the 
Matabelc  themselves,  relieved  of  a  cruel 
yoke  and  a  grinding  blood  tax,  would,  with 
sufficient  land,  cattle,  and  water,  be  able 
to  settle  down  peacefully,  and  would 
cert4iinly  be  better  off  than  before. 
With  regard  to  the  subsidiary  tribes, 
the  Mashonas  and  others  would  be 
relieved  from  what  was  to  them  a 
frightful  tyranny,  barbarity,  and  slavery, 
and  they,  too,  would  he  far  better  off  than 
before.  He  did  not  say  that  in  justification 
of  any  war  which  might  not  in  itself  be 
just,  but  he  contended  that  the  war  was 
not  premeditated  by  tiie  Company,  and  that 
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when  undertaken  it  was  carried  through 
with  skill,  success,  and  humanity.  He 
was  sure  that  since  the  war  the  natives 
had  been  treated  with  the  utmost  possible 
consideration,  and  all  the  evidence  in  the 
possession  of  the  Government  went  to 
show  that  the  Company,  so  far  as  it  had 
had  direct  dealings  with  the  natives,  had 
treated  them  with  kindness  and  considera- 
tion. In  defending  the  Vote,  he  would 
not  put  it  on  the  ground  that  this  was 
the  smallest  Vote  ever  proposed  for  a 
native  war  —  some  of  them  had  cost 
millions,  most  of  them  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds — but  would  merely 
say  that  the  operations  had  been  con- 
ducted skilfully  and  economically,  and 
the  upshot  would  be  to  the  benefit  of  the 
Europeans  and  no  less  of  the  natives 
themselves. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAU-BARTLETT  ^ 
remarked  that  after  the  satisfactory 
speech  of  the  Under  Secretary  he  should 
not  have  troubled  the  House  with  any 
observations  but  for  the  fact  that  the 
Member  for  Northampton,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  saw  fit  to  make  what  he 
thought  he  was  justified  in  describing  as 
a  gross  personal  attack  upon  himself.  The 
attack  was  altogether  unworthy  of 
notice,  and  he  should  only  notice  it  be- 
cause these  statements,  if  not  contra- 
dicted, undoubtedly  tended  to  create  pre- 
judice against  the  person  who  was 
attacked.  He  would  only  say  this  to  the 
Committee — that  his  ancestors  were 
entirely  English,  that  he  had  a  legal 
claim  to  be  a  British  subject,  and  that  he 
was  a  British  subject. 

Mr.  deputy  chairman  :  Order, 
order  I  I  am  loth  to  interrupt  the  hen. 
Member.  What  he  says  is  true,  that  an 
attack  was  made  upon  him,  and  I  was 
on  the  point  of  rising  to  call  the  hoD. 
Member  for  Northampton  to  Order  wheo 
he  made  that  attack.  It  would  be  un- 
desirable to  continue  the  subject,  and  it 
would  certainly  be  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  withdraw 
it  with  pleasure. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
should  say  nothing  more  as  to  thai 
matter,  having  said  all  he  wished  to  say. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  in  his  statement 
to  the  Committee  hat!  made  a  very 
different  speech  to  that  which  tho 
House  was  accustomed  to  hear  from, 
him.      They   had   he^rd    from  the  hom^ 
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GeotJeman  before  very  grievous  attacks 
upoo  our  coiouists  iu    Mushoiiuland  and 
upou  the  conduct  of  the  war.     Ou  pre- 
vious occasious   the  hou.  Member    had 
brought    charged     of     gross     barbarity 
igainst  the  colonists,  aud  the  men  who 
ctrried  out  a   campaign   of    uuexnnipled 
SQcce^s  against    a    very    numerous  aLd 
very  well-organised  enemy,  but  they  had 
beard  no  attempt  ou  the    part    of    the 
bon.  Member   to-night    to    justify    the 
statements  he  had  made  before. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  Do  you  want 
me  to? 

Sib   E.  ASHMEAD  -  BARTLETT 
said,  the  hon.   Member  asked   him  if  he 
wanted  him  to.     He  told  him  he  did  not 
believe  he  could.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
by  his  attacks  had  caused  most  grievous 
suffering  to  the  relations  of  these  gallant 
Eoglishmeu  who   had  been  engaged  iu 
defending  the    interests   of   the  country 
•od  the  Empire,   and  their  own  homes 
in  Masboualand.     When  the  Vote  came 
QD  to-night  the  hon.  Member   made  one 
or  two    vague    statements     about    the 
■asaaere  of  woundeil,  but  he  had  not  in 
•ay  way  attempted  to  justify   the  gros-? 
iBd  absolutely  unjustifiable  attacks  which 
be  bad  made    upon    previous  occasions 
ipi&st  oar  colonists  who  were  engaged 
ift  that  campaign.       He  was   not    sur- 
prised that  the  relations  of  the  gallant 
Bea  engaged  in   the  expedition  should 
hft  challenged  the  statements   of  the 
bon.  Member  in  language  which  could 
«)t  be  misunderstood  and  which  he  was 
^ud  as  a  Member  of  the  House  and 
*o  honourable    man    to   answer.      The 
^oJer  Secretary  for  the    Colonies  had 
••tol  in  his  place  that  no  war  was  ever 
wndocted  with  greater  consideration  for 
ibe  vanquished    compared     favourably 
■itb  other  wars.     As  the   hon.  Gentle- 
■tt  had  stated,  everyone  knew   that  in 
•*rfare  there  must  always  be  instances, 
^ever  small,  of  treatment  of  the  van- 
<puibed  which  every    humane    man    in 
P^eeful  times  would  regret.     The  hou. 
■•ttber  for  Northampton,  however,  had 
*fte  far  more  than   allege  there  were 
**  casual    instances.       He   had  over 
■■^OTer  again  in  this   House  and  in  the 
"feiB  brought  charges  of  general  cruelty 
•^*t    our  colonists   who  had   carried 
jW«  War  to  a  successful  termination,  and 
*  (Sir  E.   Ashmead-Bartlett)  declared 
^  the  hou.  Member  had  not  said  one 


single  sentence  in  justification  of  these 
charges,  and  he  did  not  believe  he  had 
any  facts  at  his  couiniand  upon  which 
he  could  justify  them.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  it  wns  impossible  to 
carry  away  the  wounded  men,  but  the 
Under  Secretary  had  shown  how  the 
conditions  of  this  eampai«;n  differed  from 
ordinary  European  warfare.  Our  fellow- 
countrymen  in  that  campaign  were  a 
small  body — from  600  to  800  men. 
They  had  to  fight  in  laagers,  the  enemy 
attacked  them,  aud  only  on  one  occasion 
after  attack  did  a  small  body  of  mounted 
men  issue  from  a  laager.  On  all  other 
occasions  they  assumed  the  defensive, 
and  simply  repulsed  any  attack  that  was 
made  upon  them.  Undoubtedly  the 
Matabele  suffered  heavily,  and  though 
they  were  barbarians  whose  whole  past 
had  been  cruel,  and  who  had  inflicted 
heavy  sutferings  on  their  fellow  tribes, 
still  they  regretted  that  many  of  them 
should  have  been  killed  and  wounded. 
It  was  perfectly  evident,  however,  that 
in  a  struggle  of  this  kind  that,  if  the 
enemy  had  once  reached  the  British 
laager  and  come  to  close  quarters  with 
our  men,  it  would  have  been  a  (piestion  of 
the  entire  annihilation  of  the  British 
force.  But  to  say  that  the  Matabele, 
who  numbered  thousands,  as  against  a 
few  hundred  white  men,  were  not  able  to 
carry  off  their  wounded  was  utterly 
absurd.  The  wounded  were  carried  away 
by  their  comrades  just  as  were  the 
wounded  in  the  Soudan.  The  Soudanese 
attacked  our  forces  anl  Avere  repulsed, 
and  many  wounded  lay  on  the  field  of 
battle,  but  they  were  invariably  carried 
off  by  their  comrades.  Some  thousands 
of  the  Matabele  survived,  and  to  suggest 
that  the  survivors  could  not  carry  off  the 
wounded  was  an  utter  absurditv.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  altogether  failed  to 
substantiate  the  charges  against  our 
colonists,  and  he  wanted  this  £80,000 
for  the  extra  Bechuanaland  ])olice  im- 
posed upon  the  Chartered  Company. 
Was  the  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  the 
Chartered  Company  had  been  put  to 
great  expense  by  this  campaign,  an 
expense  far  greater  than  the  sum  of 
£80,000  which  was  now  asked  for? 
The  result  of  the  action  of  the  Company, 
as  had  been  well  said  by  the  hou.  Gentle- 
man who  had  spoken  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  was   the   destruction  of  a 
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barbaric  orgauisation  which  was  a  con- 
tinual source  of  danger  to  neighbouring 
tribes  and  of  peril  to  our  English  settlers. 
In  the  future  the  number  of  the  Becbu- 
analand  policp  could  be  consideral)ly 
reduced.  He  regretted,  having  regard 
to  the  remarkable  sacrifices  made  by  our 
colonists  and  to  the  great  success  of  this 
war,  that  no  reference  had  been  made  to 
the  subject  in  the  Queen's  Speech  ;  and 
he  believed  tbat  our  colonists  in  South 
Africa  would  feel  aggrieved  at  the 
omission.  Gentlemen  who  were  disposed 
to  underrate  the  great  Imperial  work 
that  had  been  done  by  the  Chartered 
Company  in  Matabelelaud  should  note 
the  remarkable  pronouncement  just 
issued  by  General  Joubert,  who  had 
informed  the  people  of  the  Transvaal  in 
a  public  Proclamation  that  by  the  eon- 
quest  of  Matabelelaud  British  supremacy 
in  South  Africa  was  established  for  all 
time.  Was  that  a  slight  advantage  ? 
The  operations  of  Mr.  iihodes  and  the 
Chartered  Company  had  not  brought  us 
into  conflict  with  the  people  of  the 
Transvaal,  but  had  so  far  secured  British 
influence  over  the  territory  south  of  the 
Zambesi.  A  vast  region  had  been 
opened  up  to  British  commerce,  and  the 
Chartered  Company  and  Mr.  Rhodes  had 
done  more  than  any  act  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  last  few  years  to  secure  for 
this  country  great  openings  for  its  trade, 
and  he  believed  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  of  this  country  were  grateful  to 
the  Company  and  to  Mr.  Rhodes,  who 
was  undoubtedly  an  Imperial  statesman 
of  the  highest  order.  He  would  only 
say  one  word  as  to  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter.  The  lion. 
Member  for  xSorthampton  had  consis- 
tently endeavoured  to  attribute  blame  to 
the  Chartered  Company  for  this  war. 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  had  just 
told  the  House  with  very  great  accuracy 
that  the  war  was  not  sought  for  by  the 
Chartered  Company  ;  that  it  was  most 
inconvenient  to  the  Chartered  Company, 
that  it  was  a  great  cost  to  the  Company, 
and  it  had  yet  to  be  proved  that  the 
results  of  the  war  would  increase  the 
revenues  of  the  Company.  liut  he 
would  sav  this  with  re>^ard  to  the  action 
of  the  Government.  He  had  studied 
the  Blue  Books  with  great  care.  Before 
the  second  Blue  Book  was  issued  last 
August  and  September  he  confessed  he 

Sir  E.  Ashmead'Bartlett 


was  disposed  to  attribute  the  cause  of 
this  war  entirely  to  the  Matabele  King, 
Lobengula.  He  thought,  however,  that 
the  Blue  Book  recently  issued  entirelv 
acquitted  Lol)engula  and  the  Chartered 
Company  of  responsibility  for  the  war, 
but  it  did  not  acquit  the  Government. 
Lobengula  did  not  desire  war,  and  the 
Chartered  Company  did  not  desire  war. 
What  was  wanted  was  an  agency  to 
bring  about  an  understanding  between 
Lobengula  and  the  Chartered  Company. 
Dr.  Jamieson,  the  Administrator, formerly 
at  Salisbury  and  now  at  Buluwayo, 
wrote  a  Despatch  to  Lobengula,  in 
August,  in  which  he  distinctly  put  for- 
ward the  demands  of  the  Chartered 
Company  in  plain  language,  but  how 
was  he  treated  ?  Lord  Ripon,  from  the 
Colonial  Offlce,  sent  out  a  telegram  to 
Sir  Henry  Loch  instructing  him  to  tell 
Dr.  Jamieson  and  Mr.  Rhodes  that  do 
communications  were  to  be  made  to 
Lobengula  except  by  Her  Majesty's 
Representatives.  What  did  theGovero- 
ment  do  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  should  like  to 
interrupt  the  hon.  Member  for  one 
moment.  I  do  not  know  that  the  matter 
is  of  great  importance.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  Dr.  Jamieson  had  instnictions  given 
him,  but  it  so  happened  that  Mr.  Rhodes 
gave  the  same  instructions  before  we 
had  done  so. 

Sir     E.     ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
said,  this  did  not  in  the   least  affect  his 
argument.    The  hon.  Gentleman  had  ad* 
mitted    that   the    Government   sent   in* 
structions  to  Dr.  Jamieson  telling  him 
there  was  to   be  no  communication  be- 
tween him  and  Lobengula  except  through 
Her    Majesty's    Representatives.     Hoir 
were  the  communications  made  ?  Loben- 
gula sent  message  after  message  askin|^ 
the  Government  to  tell   him   what   was 
their  complaint  against  him,  and   they 
sent  him  no  practical  reply.     They  setM^ 
vague     general    statements    by    native 
runners.     Had  they  sent  a  reliable  agem^ 
with  a  clear  statement  of  policy  the  wwkT 
might    have  been  averted.     Had    they* 
even  at  the  conclusion  of  the  war,  seut 
a  man   like  Dr.  Moffat,  the  unfortunate 
episodes  that  had   happened   since — tU^ 
destruction  of  Captain    Wilson\s  gallant 
band  and  the  death   of  the  unfortun*ta 
Matabele  Monarch  himself — might  h»^^^ 
been  averted.     But  it  was  only  a  case  ot 
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drift,  drift,  drift !  with  Ilor  Majesty's  |  cnnso  thoy  did  so,  said  they  worcdefond- 
Govemment.  Thev  were  asked  for  their 
pohVv,  but  they  would  not  take  the 
rwjwnsibility.  When  they  were  hetrged 
in  August  and  Septcmher  last  to  tiike 
rwponsibility  for  the  lives  and  property 
of  oiir  coloni8t8  in  Mashonaland  and 
MatAbeleland  they  parried  the  question. 
He  remembered  the  late  Prime  Minister 
mtkin^  him  a  long  answer  in  whirh  he 
refo«ed  to  take  responsibility.  He  did 
IOC  refuse  responsibility,  but  he  refused 
to  take  responsibility,  which  was  the 
•me  thing.  He  remembered  anotber 
oeca.Mon  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
Bin  came  down  to  the  House  when  the 
var  had  been  trinmphantty  concluded 
lod  our  colonists  were  in  Biduwayo,  and 
iheo  be  had  said,  "  We  assume  responsi- 
bility." He  only  wished,  in  conclusion, 
to«T  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  had,  after  making 
tke  grossest  charges  against  his 
Mlow  -  count rvmen  in  Mashonaland, 
ihwlutely  failed  to  substantiate  them, 
tbl  in  this  respect  he  had,  in  his  hunil)le 
jodement,  been  guilty  of  conduct  not 
vofthT   of   a    Meml»er   of    that   House. 

Aicl  ill  addition  to  what  he  had  just  said, 

il   Her     Majesty's      Government     had 

Mmed  responsibility  sufficiently  early 

n  the    day,  and    had    sent   a    reliable 

British  agent,   whom    Lobengula    (jould 

b»ve  trusted,  to  Bnluwayo,  this  unfortu- 

>ite  and   sanguinary    war   might  have 

Wn  preventeil. 
Dr.   CLARK  (Caithness)   said,  that 

•Iter  the  speech  of  his   hon.  Friend  the 

^■Jer  Secretary    for    the    Colonies,  he 

^'wuld  support  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 

**?  f w  Northampton   in  voting  against 

|k»«uin.     From  the  beginning  this  sub- 

J*«hatl  been  brought  before  them  under 

clomlflof  misrepresentation.  Tlie  original 

^«»c«Mou,  they  were  told  by  Lobengula, 

•m  got  by  fraud  and  misrepresentation  ; 

^  Charter  was  got  by  misrepresentation 

*^  fraud.     The   war  began  under  con- 

Hitinns  ^f  fraud  and    misrepresentation, 

^\  iiow    they    would     to-night     vote 

"'n'Inleiitly — ^there  was  not  the  slightest 

^'^  alioiit  it,   by    a    large   majority — 

^'.OOO  also  by   misrepresentation  and 

™*I.      They     were     asked      to    vote 

*W,0!lO  for  the  defence  of  Beebunnalnnd, 

•ftl  nolK)ily  ever  attacked  Bechuanaland 

*  «tempte<l  to  attack   it,  but   they  at- 

'■^  a  neighbour  and  an  ally,  and  be- 


ing themselves.  What  was  the  ])osition 
of  affairs  ?  Lobengula  was  the  King  of 
the  Matabeles.  We  were  v(?rv  anxious 
to  be  on  friendlv  terms  with  him.  Wo 
sent  Envovs  and  messengers  of  various 
kinds  from  the  Imperial  Government  and 
from  the  Colonial  Government  in  order 
to  treat  with  him.  We  hail  some  six  or 
seven  vears  before  seetired  Tati.  Wo 
hiul  got  some  British  subjects  who  went 
there  and  got  a  concession  from  him.  Ho 
said  he  did  not  understand  the  words 
which  lie  had  signed  because  they  seemed 
afterwards  to  l)e  quite  different ;  and  he 
sent  two  of  his  Indunas  here  ;  he  sent 
Ambassadors  to  this  country,  and  the 
Queen  sent  back  a  message  to  him  and 
Lord  Knutr^ford.  The  Secretary  for  the 
Coloin'es  wrote  a  letter  to  him,  and  in 
that  letter  he  was  to  be  ])rotecte(l  by  the 
Queen.  Her  Majesty's  subjects  were 
only  given  permission  to  do  as  we  wanted 
them  ;  and  the  King  took  away  the 
forces  be  bad.  A  number  of  h(;r  subjects 
settled  in  Mashonaland,  and  now  these 
subjects  of  ours,  this  C bartered  Coni])any, 
went  to  war  with  our  ally  the  King  of 
Matabekdand,  and  we  were  going  to  voto 
£8(),(KX)  for  our  share  in  the  war.  How 
did  the  war  come  about  ?  The  Chartered 
Company  said  some  of  his  subjects  had 
stolen  our  property  and  we  took  from 
them  some  of  the  King's  cattle.  The 
King  said — 

"  Do  not  take  my  cattle  from  these  ])coplo. 
If  you  have  anythinj^  to  complain  aUmt  tell  mc 
and  I  will  chaMtist'  them." 

And  then  they  complained  that  some 
more  of  his  pe()])le  had  be(;n  cutting  the 
telegraphic  wires  and  asked  him  to 
chastise  them.  He  sent  forces  to  chastise 
these  subjects,  lait  the  Comjjany  had  them 
shot  down.  They  were  told  that  a  shot 
was  fired.  A  shot  was  ahvavs  fired. 
There  were  two  causes  for  tbe  two  wars, 
the  war  for  the  Imperial  (iovenunent  and 
the  war  for  the  ('onij)aiiy.  The  pretext 
for  the  war  for  the  Conij^any  was  that  a 
shot  was  fired.  Who  fired  that  shot  ? 
Nobodv  fire<l  that  shot.  Who  was  hurt 
bv  that  shot  ?     Nobodv.      It  was  a  nivth 

•  •  • 

manufactured  here  to  deludi^  credulous 
people.  What,  wji'^  the  pret(^\t  for  the 
war  between  the  InqxTial  (4overnnicnt 
an<l  the  Matabeles  ?  It  was  a  defensive 
war  he  supposed.  The  pretext  was  that 
there  was  some  trouble  in  the  North  be- 
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tween  the  Compaay  and  the  Matabeles, 

and  we  eent  a-portion  of  our  forces  into 
Matabuleland.  Why  ahould  wo  aeud  a 
portion  of  our  forces  iuto  Matubelelaiid  ? 
Vihy  were  these  Beubuaiias  seut  to  the 
Macloiitsie  River  at  all.  They  ought  to 
have  been  iu  Bechuaualand.  Three  men 
of  that  force,  a  corporal  and  two  mou, 
were  far  away  in  Matabeleland  at  Mac- 
loutsie  River,  aud  these  sent  back  a  stat-e- 
meut  that  they  saw  some  Matabeles  and 
a  shot  was  fired.  That  was  outside  the 
Britiali  Protectorate. 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  It  has  always 
been  disputed  territory  up  to  some  18 
months  ago  or  so,  wlieu  it  was  brought 
under  our  protection  and  camo  under  tbe 
British  Protectorate,  and  it  was  ou  the 
borders  of  that  territory  that  those  shots 
were  fired. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  thoy  only  had  in- 
formation that  one  shot  was  fired.  No- 
body was  hurt,  nothing  else  occurred, 
and  there  was  only  a  telegraphic  nimoiir 
iu  tbc  laat  Blue  Book,  and  there  wtis  no 
more  information.  They  only  hoard  in- 
directly that  three  men  were  out  scouting. 
They  saw  Matabeles,  and  a  shot  was 
fired.  They  were  going  to  have  a  war 
with  an  ally  that  they  were  very  anxious 
to  get  on  their  side,  and  there  only  excuse 
was  that  some  throe  or  four  moo  were  iu 
their  territory  and  a  shot  was  fired. 
What  did  the  King  reply  ? 

"  From  Lobengula  to  the  High  Commissioner. 
— I  am  tired  of  hearing  lies  irhich  come  to  mc 
every  day.  How  many  of  your  people  have  my 
people  killed!  You  say  my  peoplu  fired  on 
yours  twice.  How  manv  arc  dead  .'  Arc  your 
Hwple  stones  that  bulletu  do  not  kill  them? 
Vou  hear  what  your  peoiile  say.  Lend  two  of 
your  men  to  me,  and  1  will  give  them  what 
assistance  I  can  to  find  out  who  were  tbe  people 
who  have  done  this.  Your  people  must  wani 
eomethiue  from  me.  Why  do  uot  you  cateh  the 
people  who  fired  upon  you  and  bring  them  to 
me!  There  are  none  ot  my  people  who  hav« 
been  firin^c  on  you  either  at  Victoria  or  Hoc- 
loutaie.  When  these  reports  are  made  to  you, 
do  not  you  ask  how  many  of  your  men  are 
killer! .'  This  is  not  right.  Thty  see  the  things 
which  may  leail  to  what  their  hearts  wish  for. 
1  have  no  people  out  or  my  border.  My  people 
are  siek,  and  stay  at  tlieir  homes.  When  you 
make  up  your  minds  to  do  and  know  it  is  not 
right  to  blame  it  on  my  people  you  send  me  nc 
answer  to  all  the  letters  I  send  you.  I  do  not 
uoderatand  this.  ...  I  hear  your  people  liai't 
taken  more  of  my  cattle.  This  is  uow  foui 
times  my  cattle  have  been  taken." 
Now  they  were  to  vote  £80,000  for  thc 
defence  of  Becbuaualaud,  because  a  shot 
Dr.  Clark 
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was  fired  by  the  Matabeles. 

"  Who  were  they.'  Tbey  are  none  of  my 
people.  Send  B'>mcone  to  me,  :Ln<l  if  arij 
iit  mj  men  have  done  wrong  I  will  give  coni- 
peneation." 

But  they  uever  seut  a  man  nor  a  roossage. 
They  asked  Lobeugula  to  seud  some  of 
his  men,  aud  how  did  they    treat  tbein 
when    they    got     them  ?       They    were 
basely    murdered,  aud  uever  got  to  the 
Chief    Commissioner.      The    man    that 
came  to  Londou  to  see  Her  Majesty's 
Goverumeut     we     sent     at     the    very 
beginning    to    settle    this    matter ;    but 
uufortunately,    before    he    gut    to    oitr 
territory,   or    wherever  he   came  across 
tbe    white    men,    he    was  attacked  by 
disease.     He  had  a  very  bad  attack  of 
dysentery.      It    was    thought    by     the 
Matabeles  that  ho  was  being  poisoned. 
There  was  our  own  Coramissiouer  ;  there 
was  tbe  gentleman  who  bad  been  born  in 
MataWoland,  aud  whose  father  had  been 
a  missionary  to  Lobeugula's  father,  and 
wlio  talked  the  Matal)cle  tongue  better 
than  he  talked  English.      He   iiad    been 
there  for  two  years  until  the  plot  began. 
He   had  been  a  Representative  of   the 
British   Goverumeut.      He  was  sent  to 
Lobeugula    two   years   ago  ;    be   was  a 
resident  with   Lobeugula  ;   aud  then  be 
was   resideut    with  Khama.      He  could 
have  settled  the  iuatt«r  iu  five  minutes  ; 
but  that  did  not  suit  Mr.  Rhodes  nor  tbe 
men  who  wanted  this  laud  ;  audany  man 
listeuiug  to  the  defence  made  by  his  bon. 
Friend  to-night  would  come  to  tbe  con- 
clusion  that,  after  all,  there  was  soma 
justification  fur  the  story  always  heard 
on  tbe  Continent — that  we  were  a  brigand 
nation,    a    nation  of  thieves,    aud   stola 
everythiug  we  could.  He  said  tbat  when 
tbe    Government     gave    that    Charter, 
when  they  allowed  them  to  come  iat4» 
Matabeleland      tbey      anticipated     thaK^ 
Matabeleland    also    would    be    taken  s^ 
well  as  Mashonalaud — anticipated  the^^ 
would    steal  it,    and   hence    gave    therKS 
power  to  do  so.     Tbe  war  was  entireLjf 
unjustifiable;  it  was  a  war  for  loot  u>.«I 
pluuder  ;  and  the  Government  had  aidad 
and  abetted  in  it  either  from  weakness  of 
some  other  cause.     There  had  not  beon 
one  word  of  justification  for  granting  this 
money  except  tbat  it  was  for  ImperikJ 
purposes.     Tbey  had  attacked  their  oJd 
ally,  aud  they  bad  collared  and  stolen 
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his  coantry.    As  to  the  new  method  of 
goveruing  it,  they  were  to  have  the  old 
ttorv,  a  commissioa  of  three  to  divide  the 
land  between  the  white  men,  who  had  no 
business  to  be  there,  and  the  natives.     A 
dozen  years   ago  a    similar  game    was 
played    in   Bechuanaland,     which    was 
made    a    British     colony.       He    went 
there    12    months    after    the    delimita- 
tion   had     been     determined     between 
the    white      men      and      the      natives. 
Wts  this  to  be  a  repetition  in  Matabele- 
hod  of   the  game   that   was   played  in 
fiechiianaland  ?    If  that  was  so,  it  would 
possibly  have  the  same  results.    We  took 
all  the  watered  land  and  left  the  natives 
all  the  dry  land,  and  when  he  was  there 
men  and  cattle  were  dying  for  want  of 
water.  Tliat  is  the  way  in  which  the  people 
were  driven  out  of  the  country.      The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sheffield 
had  attacked  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northampton.     His  hon.  Friend  had 
told  tbem  the  truth,  and  he  was   not  a 
nao  to  mince  his  words.     Apparently  the 
hoD.  Gentleman  had  not  read  his  Blue 
Books,  and   had   not  attended   to   their 
Debates,  or  he  would  have  known  better, 
ud  he  would  have  known  that  there  had 
heeo  earlier   complaints   of   cruelty    by 
Britidi  officers,  one  of  whom  had  been 
denounced     by    the     Under     Secretary 
u  a  murderer.     They  bail  heard  of  the 
eroelties  of  Captain  Lendy.     [An   hon. 
Mexber  :  He  is  dead.]     They  had  the 
Under  Secretary    of    State   denouuciug 
lum  as  a  murderer.     [An  hon.  Member  : 
Hei«  dead.]     He  could  not  help  that. 
The  Government  had  admitted  the  cruelty 
of  this  officer.   There  was  an  inquiry,  but 
ibtK  inquiries  were  merely  of  a  white- 
*tthiDg  character,  like  the  inquiry  into 
^  murder    of     Lobengula's     Envoys. 
Tbere  never  had  been  a  native  war  as 
U  IS  this,  or  undertaken  with  so  little 
'^Bisoo,  but  it  was  only  adding  one  more 
to  the  many  crimes  we  had  committed  in 
South  Africa. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  (Clare,  W.)  said,  ho 
*Btt  protest  against  the  sentiments  ex- 
P*<Hed  bv  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
Wat  down.  They  were  natural  only 
^itex-official  of  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
^^aod  in  the  hon.  Member^s  remarks 
''Seaaght  an  echo  of  the  proclamation  of 
general  Joubert  already  alluded  to.  But 
'Mmee  mainly  for  the  purpose  of  chal- 
^Bp'og  some  portions  of  the  remarks  of 
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the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  What 
the  hon.  Member  said  about  the  general 
policy  and  conduct  of  the  Chartered  Com- 
pany he  was  quite  at  liberty  to  say. 
These  que^ions  had  been  thoroughly  gone 
into  not  only  in  previous  Blue  Books,  but 
in  course  of  Debates  in  Parliament.  The 
general  relations  between  the  Chartered 
Company  and  the  Government  and  the 
final  opinion  which  was  to  be  passed  upon 
the  policy  of  the  company  was  a  question 
for  the  company  alone.  His  remarks 
were  addressed  to  the  character  of  the 
forces  which  carried  out  the  operations 
of  the  company.  The  hon.  Member 
stated  that  he  considered  these  men 
were  filibusters  and  freebooters,  and 
were  promise<l  certain  rewards  and 
benefits  if  the  operations  turneil  out  to 
be  successful.  The  force  under  Com- 
mandant Raaf  were  recruited  outside  the 
territory,  and  he  had  nothing  to  say  ^of 
them.  They  were  not  very  actively  en- 
gaged, but  they  acted  like  brave  and 
honourable  men.  The  force  which  bore 
the  brunt  of  the  war  was  the  force  known 
as  the  Salisbury  and  Fort  Victoria 
columns,  and  they  were  the  pick  of  the 
colonists  of  Mashonaland.  They  were 
men  who  had  gone  with  their  lives  in 
their  hands,  and  they  went  out  literally 
to  protect  their  homes  and  their  property. 
To  say  that  these  men  were  influenced 
by  the  prospect  of  "  rewards "  was  a 
ridiculous  charge.  The  "  rewards  "  were 
sold,  some  of  them  for  £30  or  £40, 
before  the  campaign  commenced.  Then 
there  was  the  hon.  Member's  charge  of 
the  practice  of  great  cnielty.  He  made 
these  charges  boldly  enough,  but  he 
brought  no  evidence  in  support  of  them. 
Ho  based  his  argument  upon  figures  sup- 
plied in  an  unofficial  telegram  from  Mr. 
Rhodes  as  to  the  killed  and  wouuded. 
He  thought  these  charges  were  suffi- 
ciently refuted  by  the  Despatches  of  Sir 
J.  Willoughby  and  Major  Sawyer,  the 
latter  an  independent  authority,  who  was 
in  the  country.  In  any  case,  he  would 
ask  Members  of  the  House  not  to  believe 
the  worst  of  their  countrymen  based  on 
figures  and  garbled  extracts  in  regard  to 
which  no  proof  whatever  had  been 
offered. 

•Mr.  BYLES  said,  he  intended  to  go 
into  the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  against  the  Vote,  because  he  felt 
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that  in  voting  the  money  the  Committee  . 
would  be  practically  justifying  the  opera- 
tions of  the  war  in  Matabeleland.  Al- 
though he  was  speaking  the  opinion  of 
very  few  Members  of  the  House,  he 
thought  he  was  speaking  that  of  a  very 
large  number  of  people  in  the  country 
when  he  said  that  the  incidents  of  that 
terrible  campaign  had  given  a  shock  to 
English  feeling,  and  had  made  men  feel 
that  they  were  a  scandal  and  a  dis- 
credit to  their  country  and  to  their  re- 
ligion. The  lion.  Gentleman  opposite 
had  spoken  of  the  brave  English  colonists, 
who  he  said  had  been  defending  their 
homes  in  Mashonaland,  but  he  had  not 
spoken  of  the  very  much  larger  number 
of  black  natives  who  had  been  defending 
their  homes  in  Matabeleland.  The  hou. 
Member  who  had  last  spoken,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Ecclesall  Division, 
had  spoken  of  the  deaths  of  the  natives 
as  if  they  were  speaking  about  the  pawns 
on  a  chess-board,  and  with  very  little 
interest  or  feeling. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I 
beg  pardon.  I  distinctly  said  in  my 
speech  that  I  greatly  regretted  the  loss 
of  life  among  the  Matabele. 

Mr.  BYLES  said,  that  most  of  the 
black  men  who  had  been  killed  had  been 
practically  unarmed.  \_Cries o/""  Oh  I  "] 
Surely  it  would  be  admitted,  when  their 
arms  were  compared  with  the  arms  of 
precision  which  the  British  troops  took 
against  them,  that  the  natives  were 
practically  unarmed.  What  chance  had 
they  with  their  poor  arms  against  the 
Maxim  guns  and  other  weapons  used 
Against  them  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  said  that  if  we  had  sent  an 
Envoy  the  war  would  have  been  pre- 
vented. Well,  Lobengula  had  sent 
Envoys,  and  they  had  been  slaugiitered. 
More  than  that,  the  aged  King  had  been 
driven  into  the  mountains,  where  he  had 
jnet  his  death.  These  were  shocking 
things.  The  King  had  trusted  the 
White  Queen  of  this  country,  and  had 
believed  that  he  would  be  honourably 
treated.  All  that  had  been  done  in  the 
war  had  been  done  avowedly  in  the  pursuit 
of  gold,  of  diamonds,  and  of  dividends. 
Something  had  been  said  about  mission- 
aries. The  Eev.  Mr.  Moffat  went  as  a 
missionary  to  the  territory  adjoining 
Matabelelapd,  and  did  a  great  deal  to- 
wards   civilising    the    people     amongst 

Mr,  Byles 


whom  he  settled.  He  taught  the  people 
the  use  of  the  spade  and  other  imple- 
ments of  civilisation,  and  made  friends 
with  the  natives.  He  did  not  quarrel 
with  the  natives  or  take  Maxim  guns  to 
destroy  them.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Byles)  that  the  true  policy  of  our 
country  was  the  policy  adopted  by  Mr. 
Moffat,  and  not  that  of  depending  upon 
implements  of  war,  and,  by  destroying 
the  people,  bringing  discredit  upon  the 
English  name.  He  knew  psrfectly  well 
that  he  should  be  taunted  with  being  a 
member  of  a  "  Little  England  "  Party, 
and  called  unpatriotic  ;  but  he  protested 
in  the  name  of  many  Englishmen  and 
Englishwomen  against  such  barbarous 
proceedings  as  had  been  carried  on  in 
Matabeleland.  He  did  hope  that  the 
policy  of  running  the  Empire  by  Joint 
Stock  Companies,  as  it  had  been  described, 
would  be  put  an  end  to. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON   said,  he  had 
been  surprised  to  hear  the  proceedings  in 
Matabeleland   described   almost  for   the 
first  time  as  a  native  war.     They  were 
told  a  few  months  ago  that  it  was  simply 
a    question    of    policy,    and     that    the 
Chartered     Company    were     defending 
themselves  against  an  attack  made  upon 
them     by     Lobcngula^s     people.      The 
Under    Secretary    (Mr.    Buxton)    now   . 
admitted  that  it  was  a  native  war.     He 
wanted  to  know  what  right  the  Govern- 
ment had  to  be  engaged  in  a  war  at  all 
without  asking  the  consent  of  the  House  ? 
He  had  always  understood  that  it  was 
the  principle  of  Radicals  that  the  House 
of  Commons  should  be  consulted  before 
war  was  engaged    in,  and   he   thought 
it     ought     to      be     the      principle     of 
Radical      Governments     also.        As    a 
matter  of  fact,  it  was  part  of  the  con- 
stitution that  the  House  should  be  con- 
sulted.    If,  then,  this  had  been  a  native 
war,  the  Government  ought  in  some  way 
to   have    asked   for   the  consent  of  the 
House,  either  by  proposing  a  Vote  on 
Account  or  in  some  other  way.     It  was 
quite  clear  to  everyone  except  the  share- 
holders and  those  otherwise  interest eti  irk. 
the  company  that  the  war  had  been  gol& 
up  by  the  company  for  the  purpose  o^ 
bolstering  up  its  finances,  which  had  sunk 
to  a  very  low  ebb  indeed.     He  did  not; 
desire  at  all  to  blame    the  officers    au^I 
soldiers   who   conducted   the    war.     He 
had  no  doubt  that  they  did  as  they  were 
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ordered  and  that  they  could  not  help 
themselves.  It  was  those  who  gave 
them  the  orders  that  he  complaiued  of. 
His  hou.  Friend  the  Uader  Secretary  had 
not  given  the  information  he  had  pro- 
mised to  the  House.  His  hon.  Friend 
said  distinctly  some  time  ago  that  he 
Tvai  ?oing  to  make  an  inquiry,  and  that 
th'j  Uoase  should  have  the  information. 
The  information,  however,  was  not  given 
until  the  Marquess  of  Ripon  had  come  to 
a  deeiision  to  whitewash  those  who  were 
respou^ible  for  the  death  of  the  indunas. 
He  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Eavoys  were  frightened  and  exasperated, 
aod  that,  as  a  result,  they  gave  some 
snpposed  cause  for  shooting  them  down. 
It  wafi  said  that  the  object  of  getting 
rid  of  the  men  was  that  they  should  not 
carrv  back   information  as  to   the  state 

m 

Oi  our  troops,  and  no  doubt  that  was  the 
msoQ   why   they   were  got  rid  of.     It 
wi< disgraceful  to  us  to  carry  on  this  sort  of 
wirfare,  or  rather  this  sort  of  murder.  No 
doabt  the  Marquess  of  Ripon  was  afraid 
to  allow  the  House  to  discuss  the  matter 
Wore  he  whitewashed  those  who  were 
responsible.     The  Honse,   however,  had 
been  fully   entitled    to    have    the    Cor- 
Kspoodence  before  it  before  the  Grovern- 
BKQt  came  to  a  decision  in  the  matter. 
He  should  vote  against  the  expenditure 
^  the  money,  because  he   thought  the 
Cliirterdd    Company   ought    to    find  it, 
if  anybody    did.     Tiie    poor    taxpayers 
^hi  not  to  be  called  upon  to  find  money 
J«  company    promoters    when   the  Go- 
vernment  were   always  refusing  money 
for  the  improvement  of  the  country. 

Qaeation  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  38  ; 
X(«8 145.— (Division  List,  No.  7.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Class  VI. 

!"-•  £6,400,  Supplementary,  Super- 
^nonations  and  Retired  Allowances, 
*?tedto. 

Class  VIL 

13-  £4,500,  Supplementary,  Tempo r- 
^,  Commissions,  agreed  to. 


ARMY  (SUPPLEMENTARY). 
.**.  £195,000,  Supplementary,   Addi 
'Wttl  Expenditure  on  Army  Service. 


i- 


•The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
WAR    (Mr.    Campbell  -  Bannermah, 

Stirling,  <&c.)  explained  that  the  items 
of  this  Supply  Estimate  were  required  by 
a  considerable  increase  in  the  numbers  of 
the  Militia  beyond  the  anticipation  formed 
at  the  beginning  of  the  year  :  by  the 
high  price  of  forage  owing  to  the  drought 
of  last  summer  ;  and  by  the  settlement 
of  the  price  to  be  paid  under  arbitration 
for  the  purchase  of  Maplin  Sands. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) wished  to  know  whether  it  was  a 
fact  that  most  of  the  forage  had  come 
from  abroad,  and  that  the  hay  came 
from  Canada,  although  it  might  have 
been  got  at  the  same  cost  from  Ireland  ? 

•Mr.   CAMPBELL -BANNERM an 

said,  that  the  Dapartment  had  bought 
the  hay  where  they  could  get  it 
cheapest. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) 
asked  how  much  was  paid  for  it  ? 

•Mr.   CAMPBELL -BANNERMAN 

replied  that  they  bought  hay  where  they 
could  get  it  cheapest.  So  long  as  they 
could  get  it  on  any  reasonable  terms  at 
all  they  procured  it  from  England  and 
Ireland.  But  there  was  some  Canadian 
hay,  although  he  thought  not  so  much 
as  had  been  supposed.  In  fact,  he  had 
seen  rather  strong  comments  upon 
the  War  Department  for  not  having 
bought  a  great  deal  more  Canadian 
hay.  In  1891-2  the  rations  of 
forage  worked  out  at  slightly  more  than 
Is.  Id.  porday,  in  1892-3  at  slightly  more 
than  Is.  3d.,  and  in  1893-4  at  over 
Is.  od. 

Mr.  W.  LONG  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
told  the  Committee  that  the  War  Depart- 
ment had  bought  the  hay  where  they 
could  get  it  cheap,  and  that  where 
they  could  get  the  English  hay  as 
cheap  they  bought  it  in  this  coun- 
try. Did  he  mean  that  the  matter 
was  left  to  the  contractors,  or  was 
any  attempt  made  to  ascertain  that 
English  hay  could  be  bought  in  the 
neighbourhood  as  cheap  as  Canadian 
hay  ?  because  an  impression  prevailed  in 
the  country  that  discretion  was  largely 
left  to  the  contractor. 

•The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  said,  the  greatest  care  had  been 
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exercised  throughout  to  ohtain  haj  of 
the  best  possible  quality.  Every  kind 
of  hay  was  submitted  to  the  severest 
test.  Fortunately  the  drought  of  last 
year  only  affected  certain  localities  in  the 
country,  and  they  were  able  to  get  hay  of 
excellent  quality  from  Ireland,  Scotland, 
and  the  North  of  England.  With  regard 
to  Irish  hay,  immediately  it  was  found 
out  that  it  was  at  a  low  price,  contractors 
went  over  to  Ireland  and  purchased  it  at 
a  considerably  enhanced  price  to  the 
grower.  But  with  regard  to  the  Canadian 
hay,  it  came  in  most  serviceably.  The 
most  stringent  precautions  had  been 
taken  throughout  to  get  the  best  hay. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  quite  answered  the  question  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr. 
Long),  because  the  point  which  his  hon. 
Friend  put  was  this — that  there  was  a 
danger  that  the  contractors  might  have 
made  a  better  price  for  themselves  than 
if  the  Government  bought  locally.  He 
would  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  tell  the  Committee  whether 
they  had  extended  the  operation  of 
buying  locally. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  pointed  out  that  the 
Secretary  for  War  had  said  that  the  hay 
was  purchased  in  the  cheapest  markets, 
whereas  his  colleague  had  said  that  they 
had  purchased  the  best  hay.  The  hay 
purchased  in  the  cheapest  markets  was 
not  always  the  best  hay.  Canadian  hay 
was  notoriously  the  worst  hay,  and  was 
very  bad  for  young  horses,  and  it  was 
false  economy  to  buy  that  kind  of  hay  to 
feed  young  horses. 

Mr.  WOODALL  said,  the  statements 
made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  him- 
self were  perfectly  reconcileable.  Under 
exceptional  circumstances  they  had  had 
to  deal  strictly  economically  in  obtaining 
the  best  article  they  could  at  the  lowest 
price.  The  local  purchases  had  been 
very  large  indeed,  a  considerable  amount 
having  been  paid  in  the  way  of  direct 
purchase. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

15.  £100,  Ordnance  Factories  (Supple- 
mentary) agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

^fr.  fVoodall 


STANDING  ORDERS. 

Ordered, — 

That  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders  do  consist  of  Thirteen  Members  :  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Mr.  Coddington,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Sir 
T.  Esmonde,  Mr.  Halsey,  Mr.  James  Lowther, 
Sir  J.  Lubbock,  Sir  J.  Mowbray,  Colonel  Nolan , 
Mr.  Stansfeld,  Sir  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  Storey, 
and  Mr.  Whitbread  were  accordingly  nominated 
Members  of  the  Committee. — {Sir  J.  Mowbray, y 

SELECTION. 

Ordered, — 

That  the  Committee  of  Selection  do  consist  of 
Ten  Members  : — Sir  C.  Cameron,  Sir  J.  Doring- 
ton,  Mr.  Halsey,  Mr.  Illingworth,  Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy,  Mr.  A.  Williams,  Mr.  Wharton,  Mr. 
Whitbread,  Mr.  Wodehouse,  and  the  Cliairman 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders 
were  acconlingly  nominate  I  Members  of  the 
Committee. — {Sir  J.  Nowhray), 

EAST  INDIA  (PENSIONS.) 

Return  [presented  13tb  March]  to  be 
printed.     [No.  28.] 

STATISTICAL  ABSTRACT  (FOREIGN 
COUNTRIES.) 

Copy  presented, — of  Statistical  Ab- 
stract for  the  principal  and  other  Foreign 
Countries  in  each  year  from  1882  to 
1891-2  (Twentieth  Number)  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (MISCELLANEOUS 

SERIES.) 

Copy  presented,— of  Reports  on  Sub- 
jects of  General  and  Commercial  Interest, 
No.  324  (United  States,  Liquor  Traffic) 
[by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TREATY  SERIES  (No.  4,  1894). 
Copy  presented,  —  of  International 
Sanitary  Convention.  Signed  at  Dresden 
15th  April,  1893,  and  Protocol  record- 
ing accession  of  Great  Britain  13-15th 
July,  1893.  Ratifications  deposited  at 
Berlin  1st  February,  1894  [by  Com- 
mand] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

TREATY  SERIES  (No.  5,  1894.) 
Copy  presented,— of  Treaty  of  Friend- 
ship, Commerce,  and  Navigation  between 
Great  Britain  and  Muskat.  Signed  at 
Muskat  19th  March,  1891,  with  a  List 
of  British  Colonies  which  have  acceded 
thereto  under  Article  XXI.  [by  Com- 
mand]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

Honse  adjourned  at  twenty  minutei 

before  One  o*clock» 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  16th  March  1894. 


Mb.  SPEAKER'S  INDISrOSITION. 

The  House  beiug  met,  the  Clerk  at 

the  Table  informed  tlie  House  of  the  uu- 

avoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 

to  the  continuance  of  his  indisposition: — 

Whereupon  Mr.  Meilor,  the  Chairman 
of  Wajs  and  Means,  proceede*!  to  th" 
Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  t«»'>k  \\u*  C\\.''\: 
as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to  tl.-i 
Standi njT  Order. 


Q  UES  TIONS. 


D.VV 


PROSECUTli»:>    .  :x».r:ii  XltK 
TRESPASS  ACT. 

Sir    C.    CAMERON    (Glasgow, 


? 
I 

i 
I 


? 


■ 

I 

A  _    — _    _ .         ^  , p,  _  ..  ^ 

^  Collejfe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
r  *te  whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
^  to » case  tried  under  the  Day  Trespass 
Acitt  the  Inverary  Sherilf  Court  on  the 
J3nl  ultimo,  in  which  five  lads  were 
«^irged  with  killing  a  rabbit  on  the  pro- 
pertj  of  Sir  John  Campbell  Orde, 
tod  in  which  the  charge  was  found 
I  Bot  proven  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
»  iltiauspired  in  evidence  that  Sir  John 
Orde,  as  Chairman  of  the  Joint 
)  Ending  Committee  of  the  County 
^  -^r{?yll»  had  instructed  the  Chief 
Constable  of  the  county  to  obtain  informa- 
two  through  the  police  to  prove  the 
*llege<l  oflFence,  and  that  the  Sheriff  in 
Iw  decision  expressed  his  regret  at  the 
■anner  in  which  the  police  had  inter- 
ted,  and  rejected  their  evidence  ; 
*hetber  the  action  of  the  police  in  the 
<*»*"was  contrary  to  the  General  Regu- 
latjous  affecting  the  Scottish  police  ;  and 
^hether  he  prriposes  to  take  any  action 
in  the  matter  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balkijik, Clackmannan, &c.)  :  From  the 
niqairv  which  I  have  made,  it  appears 
tijat  the  statements  in  the  second  pnra- 
F*ph  of  the  question  are  scarcely 
wcuratc.  Sir  John  Orde  himself  had 
W)  communication  with  the  police.  His 
wn  found  the  accused  on  the  ground,  ami, 
without  instructions  from  or  communica- 

* 

tion  with  his  father,  immediately  went 
VOL.  XXIL  [fourth  seuies.] 
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to  the  police  station,  and  handeil  the 
Chief  Constable  a  list  of  their  names,  as 
given  to  him  by  them.  The  Chief  Con- 
stable then  sent  a  constable  to  Ardrishaig 
to  verify  their  names,  and  he  met  and 
ascertained  from  the  accused  themselves 
what  their  names  and  designations  were. 
The  Sheriff  informs  me  that  he  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  reject  the  police  con- 
stable's evidence,  because  he  had  acted 
wrongly  in  interrogating  the  accused 
without  warning  them  that  what  they 
said  might  be  used  in  evidence  agaiup*" 
them.  The  duty  of  a  constable  undei 
the  Day  TrespHSs  Act,  as  defined  in  the 
Regulations  issued  to  the  Argyllshire 
Constabulary,  is  stated  to  consist — 

''  III  nici'cly  reporting  any  contravention  of 

the  S^atiifc  whiffj  li"  s-m's,  or  wliich   may  come 

'lo  1:1    k?io\vIe» !«;(',  t<»  tlir  proprietor  or  lessee  of 

tbu.}>iu|ieon  tlie  laiids  trenpasseil  upon  during 

the  tluy  ill  Mcarch  or  pursuit  of  game," 

I  and  this  duty  appears  to  have  been  ex- 
ceedeil  in  this  case.  I  hope  that  the 
Standing  Joint  Committee  will  see  that 
the  Reguhitions  are  strictly  observed  in 
future. 


DISCLOSUKE    OF   ADMIRALTY    PLANS. 

Mr.  HANIUTRY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther it  is  the  fact  that  copies  of  detail 
drawinfjs  of  the  machinerv  in  Her 
Majesty's  torpedo-boat  destroyer  Havock 
have  been  offered  for  sale  ;  whether  the 
person  or  persons  so  offering  them  have 
been  discovered  ;  and  whether  the  exist- 
ing law  provides  adecpiate  pnnifihment 
for  the  disclosure  of  such  information 
regarding  vessels  of  war,  when  con- 
structed wholly  or  in  j)art  in  private 
yards  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  L^.  KAV-SnrTTLEwoRTH 
Lancashire,  Cljtheroe)  :  Messrs.  Y'arrow, 
the  builders  of  the  Havoch^  have  made 
a  representation  to  the  Admiralty  to  the 
effect  stated,  but  no  proof  has  been  fur- 
nished of  the  fact,  nor  are  wo  aware 
that  anv  offender  has  been  discovered. 
The  existing  law  is  considered  sufficient 
to  meet  anv  case  of  unlawful  disclosure 
of  confidential  documents. 

Mk.  HANBURY  :  Do  the  Admiralty 
believe  that  these  plans  have  not  been 
stolen  at  all  ? 

Siu  r.  KAY-SIIUTTLEWORTII  : 

No  j)roof  has  been  furnished  of  the  fact,  and 
the  Admiralty  have  no  information  as  to 
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whether  the  drawings  were  stolen,  lost, 
or  what  became  of  them. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  Are 
the  plans  missing  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Messrs.  Yarrow  have  informed  the  Admi- 
ralty that  certain  facts  have  become  pub- 
lic which  ought  to  have  been  regarded  as 
confidential.  Whether  that  is  due  to 
certain  documents  having  been  purloined 
we  do  not  know. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON:  My  question 
was,  whether  there  are  any  plans  miss- 
ing. 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Not  so  far  as  the  Admiralty  know. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll): 
Have  the  Admiralty  any  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  copies  of  these  documents  have 
been  purloined  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
What  we  have  reason  to  believe  is  this  : 
that  Messrs.  Yarrow  state  that  some 
copies  of  the  plans  have  fallen  into  the 
hands  of  other  people  who  ought  not  to 
have  them. 

CRIMEAN  AND  INDIAN  MUTINY 
PENSIONERS. 

Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  tog  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
number  of  pensioners  in  receipt  of 
pensions  for  service  in  the  Crimean  and 
Indian  Mutiny  Campaigns  died  during 
the  year  1893  ;  and  whether  the  vacant 
pensions  have  been  awarded  to  applicants 
in  necessitous  circumstances  ? 

•The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanley)  (who  replied),  said  :  Out  of  the 
special  campaign  pensioners  on  the  fixed 
establishment  of  £10,000  a  year,  31  died 
during  the  year  1893.  The  pensions 
which  thus  became  available  have  all 
been  awarded  to  candidates  in  necessitous 
circumstances. 

ALLEGED  CORRUPT  PRACTICES  BY  A 
WIGAN  MAGISTRATE. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W.,  New- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  whether  he  is  aware 
that  Mr.  Richard  Johnson,  who  was 
placed  upon  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  for  the  County  by  him  last  year, 
and  is  also  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  for  the 
Borough  of  Wigan,  has  been  reported  as 
guilty  of  corrupt  practices  at  a  municipal 
election  in  that  town  ;  and  whether  it  is 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 


intended  to  take  any  steps  in  consequence 
of  the  finding  of  the  Commissioner  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the 
DUCHY  OF  LANCASTER  (Mr. 
Bryce,  Aberdeen,  S.)  :  I  have  seen  in  a 
newspaper  a  statement  that  the  Com- 
missioner who  tried  an  Election  Petition 
at  W^igan  announced  that  he  proposed  to 
report  Mr.  Johnson,  who  is  a  County 
Councillor  and  a  Justice  of  the  Peace  ; 
but  I  am  as  yet  entirely  without  official 
information  on  the  subject,  and  do  not 
even  know  whether  a  Report  has  been 
made.  Until  I  receive  such  information 
it  is,  of  course,  impossible  for  me  to  con- 
sider whether  any,  and  what,  steps  should 
be  taken. 

Mr.  LEGH  :  Was  not  Mr.  Johnson, 
as  Chairman  of  the  Radical  Party  in 
Wigan,  frequently  consulted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  the 
appointment  of  other  Magistrates  ? 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  fully  uLswered  the 
question  whether  Mr.  Johnson  was  not 
placed  on  the  Commission  of  the  Peace 
by  him  ? 

Mr.  bryce  :  I  understood  that  that 
question  was  answered  by  my  not  contra- 
dicting the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member.  All  communications  which 
pass  between  other  persons  and  myself 
with  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Justices  of  the  Peace  are  entirely  of  a 
confidential  nature.  I  never  have  stated 
in  any  case  whatever,  and  therefore  I 
cannot  state  in  this  case  either,  whether 
or  not  I  consulted  this  gentleman  or  any 
other  gentleman. 

IKTERNATIONAL    DISARMAMENT. 
Sir    J.   CARMICHAEL    (Glasgow, 
St.  Rollox)  :    I  beg  to  ask   the   Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the    Government  will  consider 
the  possibility  of   coming   to  an  Inter- 
national understanding,  either  by  a  Con- 
ference or  otherwise,  as   to  the  relativo 
strength  at  which  the  armaments  of  th& 
respective  nations  should  be  maintained, 
with  a   view   to  checking  the   vast  and 
ever-growing  military  and  naval  expendi- 
ture, which  is  now  crippling  the   com.— 
mercial  resources  and  impoverishing  tixe 
population  of  every  civilised  country  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Berwick): 
Her   Majesty's    Government   would    be 


437 


Irish 


{16  March  1894} 


Magistrates, 


438 


1  i. « 


quite  react  J  to  consider  and  to  support 
anj  practical  proposals  for  arriving  at 
such  an  understanding,  but  they  fear  that 
an  initiation  on  their  part  would  at  pre- 
sent have  no  useful  result. 

THE  WORKING  OF  THE  EDUCATIOX  ACT 

IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  jacks  (Stirlingshire)  :   I  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education  if  ho  is 
aware  of  the  hardship  caused  to  the  iu- 
dastrial  classes  in  Spotland,  whose  trade 
renders  it  necessary  to  remove  frequently 
from  place  to    place,  by  their  children 
often  losing  the  credit  of  several  months* 
attendance^  from  requiring  to  leave  before 
the  end  of  a  term  ;    and  that,  in  some 
ttses,  as  much  as  two  years'  attcndaucc, 
which  they  have  given,  is  not  credited  to 
them,  under  present  arrangements  ;  and 
if  he  can  undertake   to  introduce  some 
flchedule    whereby    proof   of   attendance 
will  accompany  the  child  from  school  to 
school,  sd  as  to  release  the  parents  from 
the  loss  caused  by  the  present  system  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND  (Sir  G.  Trevelyax,  Glasgow, 
Bridgetou)  (who  replied)  said  :  I  think  the 
koD. Member  is  under  some  misapprohen- 
iioD.  Formerly,  when  a  certain  number 
of  attendances  were  necessary  in  order  to 
qualify  a  scholar  for  presentation,  and  a 
grant  npon  examination,  the  hardship  of 
which  he  complains  might  have  arisou. 
But  under  the  present  system  all  the 
ttteodances  made  by  any  scholar  in  a 
^bool  during  any  part  of  a  school  year 
^  eoauted  towards  the  grant  to  that 
school,  and  the  scholar  is  not  prejudiced, 
V  he  supposes,  by  a  change  of  school. 

iU.  JACKS  :  If  I  give  cases  will  the 
n^  hon.  Gentleman  inquire  ? 
8«  G.  TREVEL YAN  :  Certainly. 
Mr.  jacks  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
^^<beation  if  he  is  aware  of  the  loss 
^Qsed  to  the  industrial  classes  in  Scot- 
ia whose  trade  makes  it  necessary  for 
^freqnently  to  change  from  place  to 
pkce,  by  each  School  Board  district 
J»»Ting  different  books  for  the  various 
standards  ;  and  if  he  will  adopt  such 
■■^ttres  as  will  make  it  compulsory  for 
^  umform  book  being  used  in  the  various 

?*^*dard9  in  every  Board  school  in  Scot- 
liDd? 

.  Sir  G.  TRE  VELYAN  :  I  regret  that 
^Rvenience  should  be  caused  by  dif- 


ferent districts  ;  and  would  be  glad  if  the 
local  School  Authorities  could  do  any- 
thing to  lessen  it.  But  the  Department 
has  always  refrained  from  restricting  the 
discretion  of  School  Authorities  in  the 
choice  of  books  ;  and  I  am  unable  to 
make  any  such  compulsory  Rule  as  the 
hon.  Member  suggests. 

Mu.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.) : 
Have  the  Board  power  to  enforce  pay- 
ment for  books  ?  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  take  stops  to  make  the  law 
clear  on  that  poiut  ? 

SiK  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  should  pre- 
fer that  this  question,  on  so  extremely 
delicate  and  important  a  point,  should  be 
given  notice  of. 

Mr.  DALZIEL:  I  will  put  it  on 
Tuesday. 

IRISH  MAGISTRATES. 

Mr.  M'GILLIGAN  (Fermanagh,  S.): 
1  bes:  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretarv  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is  aware 
that  there  are  only  63  Magistrates 
usuallv  resident  in  the  Couutv  of  Fer- 
managh,  and  22  non-resident ;  of  the  total 
number  (85)  73  are  Protestants,  3 
Methodists,  and  9  Roman  Catholics  ;  if, 
also,  51  are  composed  of  landed  pro- 
prietors, land  agents.  Naval,  Military, 
and  Militia  officers  ;  also  that  a  large  num- 
ber of  names  of  qualified  gentlemen  have 
been  submitted  for  the  approval  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  accompanied  with  a 
request  for  their  appointment  as  Magis- 
trates, from  the  districts  of  Lisnaskea, 
Brookboro,  Lettercreen,  and  other  places 
in  Fermanagh ;  and  that  on  several 
occasions  a  Court  of  Petty  Sessions  could 
not  be  held  in  Brookboro,  Nowtown- 
butlor,  and  other  districts  in  Fermanagh, 
owing  to  the  non-attendance  of  Magis- 
trates ;  and  are  there  any  steps  likely 
to  bo  taken,  and  when,  to  remetly  the 
condition  of  this  Bench  ? 

Tub  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morlev,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  It  is  the  fact  that 
there  are  only  63  Magistrates  usually 
resident  in  the  County  of  Fermanagh  and 
22  non-resident.  Of  the  total  number 
(85)  73  are  Protestants,  three  Methodists, 
and  nine  Roman  Catholics;  also  51  are 
composed  of  landed  proprietors,  land 
agents.  Naval,  Military,  aiul  Militia 
officers.  On  one  occasion  during  the 
year  1893  there  was  no  Court  of  Petty 
Sessions  held  at  Brookboro  owing  Ji^l^e 
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absence  of  Magistrates  ;  on  another  occa- 
sion tbere  was  no  Magistrate  in  attend- 
ance at  Newtownbutler  ;  and  at  Irvines- 
town  the  business  of  Petty  Sessions  fell 
througU  on  four  occasions  in  the  same 
period  and  for  tlie  same  reason.  Five 
Magistrates  have  been  appointed  within 
the  lust  few  days,  and  of  these  two  can 
sit  at  Newtownbutler,  two  at  Lettor- 
creen,  one  at  Brookboro,  and  one  at 
LisDaiikea.  The  Lord  Chancellor  has 
informed  me  that  he  hopes  very  shortly 
to  be  able  to  make  some  additional  ap- 
poiutmeula. 


ISDTAN  RAILWAY  CONTRACTS, 
Sir  A.  HICKMAN  (Wolverhampton, 
W.)  T  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  his  attention  lias 
been  called  to  a  statement  made  upon  the 
business  card  of  Monsieur  Guido  Clocs, 
the  London  agent  of  the  Belgian  firm 
Les  Usines  and  Fonderiea  De  Baume 
and  Murpent  Compauy,  and  widely  dis- 
tributed amongst  buyers  of  railway 
material  in  this  country,  to  the  ofFect 
that  they  have  supplied  10,000  axle 
boxes  tu  the  Indiao  State  Railways  ; 
and  whether,  if  incorrect,  he  will  give  a 
positive  and  authoritative  contradiction, 
in  order  to  prevent  that  statemeut  con- 
tinuing to  be  used  as  evidence  of  quality, 
and  in  order  to  induce  English  buyers  to 
give  their  orders  abroad  ? 
•The  secretary  ok  STATE  for 
INDIA  {Mr.  H.  H.  Fowleb,  Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  :  No  contract  has  ever  been 
given  to  Les  Usiucs  and  Fonderies  De 
Baumc  and  Marpent  Company  for  axle 
boxes  for  Indian  State  railways  ;  but  it 
has  now  been  ascertained  by  inquiry  from 
the  agent  of  that  company  that  9,356 
axle  1>oxcs  were  manufactured  by  them 
for  M.  Valcre  Mabille,  to  whom  two 
orders  for  axle  boxes  for  Indian  Slate 
railways  were  given  in  the  year  18R4. 
The  first  order  for  8,100  was  given  to 
M.  Valere  Mabille  after  an  open  com- 
petition, in  whicti  his  tender  for  delivery 
in  London  was  the  lowest.  A  smaller 
order  was  subsequently  added  after  a 
second  conipctition.  I  may  mention  that, 
after  the  onlcr  in  question  had  been 
given,  Lord  Kimherley,  who  was  Secre- 
tary of  Stale  at  the  time,  laid  down  a 
new  Rule,  the  object  and  cfiTect  of  which 
was  to  secure  that  no  oriler  should  be 
placed  abroad  except  for  special  or  urgent 
reasons. 

Mr,  J.  Morhy 
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INDIAN  TARIFF  BILL. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshire, 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  whether,  before  the  promised 
Debate  on  Indiau  Finance,  he  will  have 
copies  of  tho  Correspondence  and  tele- 
grams between  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  Government  of  India  on  the  subject 
of  the  Tariff  Bill  printed  and  circulated, 
together  witli  a  full  report  of  the  Debate 
on  the  Bill  in  the  Viceroy's  Council  on 
10th  March  ? 
•Mk.  H.  H.  fowleb  :  I  shall  en- 
deavour before  the  Debate  to  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Correspondence 
between  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Government  of  India  on  the  subject  of 
the  Tariff  Bill,  as  well  as  tho  Uflicia] 
Report  of  the  Debates  in  the  Legislative 
Council,  if  receivol. 

OVERTIME  ON  ADMIRALTY  CONTRACT 
WORK. 
Mr.  woods  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Ince)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  whether  Messrs.  Thorny  croft, 
of  Chiswick,  torpedo  boat  builders,  hare 
frequent  contracts  with  Hor  Majesty's 
Government ;  if  ho  is  awaro  that  at  these 
works  systematic  overtime  is  l>eing 
worked  ;  and  whether  the  Government 
will  cause  a  clause  to  be  inserted  in  all 
future  contracts,  restricting  tho  hours  of 
labour  to  the  number  now  being  worked 
in  the  Government  works,  as  a  condition 
of  accepting  their  contracts  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
essrs.  Thornycroft  have  frequently  con- 
tracted for  the  Admiralty.  1  am  told 
e  overtime  has  recently  been 
going  on  at  their  works.  No  proposal  to 
impose  a  condition  as  to  hours  of  labour 
in  Admiralty  contracts  has  been  before 
the  Government. 

HARLAND  AND  WOLFFS  SHIPYARD. 
Mr.  KEIR  HAUDIE  (West  Ham,S.)= 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  tho  Admi- 
ralty whether  he  is  aware  that  tho  platera* 
helpers  and  the  labourers  employed  iax 
the  engine,  boiler,  and  foundry  shops  in 
Messrs.  Harland  and  Wolff's  shipyard* 
Belfast,  to  the  number  of  770,  are  on 
strike  for  an  advance  of  wages  ;  whether 
the  wages  earned  by  these  men,  an*! 
that  when  in  full  employment,  range** 
from  12s.  to  ISs.  per  week;  whether ftuX 
of  them    were    employed    ii 
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with  GovemmeDt  contracts  ;  and  whe- 
ther the  Admiralty  in  giving  out  con- 
tracts will  make  it  a  condition  that  all 
nnskilled  labourers  1>e  paid  a  minimum 
rate  of  6d.  per  hour  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SIIUTTLEWORTH  : 

No  Admiralty  contracts  are  in  process  of 

execution  by  this  firm,  nor  have  we  any 

knowledge  on  the  statements  in  the  hon. 

Member's  question.     The  condition  as  to 

wages  introduced  in  all   Admiralty  con- 

tiaets  is  not  that  suggested  by  the  hon. 

Member's    question,   but    in    accordance 

with  the  House  of  Commons  Resolution, 

M  follows : — 


"  Crescent:' 
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*The  wages  paid  in  the  execution  of  this  con- 
tart  sliall  be  those  generally  acce|>te«l  as 
ttnent  in  each  trade  for  competent  workmen  in 
tke district  where  the  work  in  carricHJ  out." 

THE   MARGARINE   ACT. 

Mr.  H.  PLUNKETT  (Dnblin  Co., 
8.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Bowd  of  Agriculture  whether  ho  will 
ttNttider  the  advisability  of  appointing  a 
Departmental  Committee  to  inquire  into 
tbe  working  of  "The  Margarine  Act, 
1887,"  and  **  The  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  1875,"  as  it  affects  the  manufacture 
•■dale  of  butter  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
^  the  recent  prosecution  at  Manchester, 
^tennsof  Reference  to  such  Committee 
■odd  include  the  question  of  excessive 
niCT  in  butter  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
or  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gakd- 
5^  Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  The  case 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers  has 
wij^ged  my  attention,  and  I  have 
•wlpeasetl  a  con)munication  respecting  it 
to  the  Local  Government  Board,  within 
•lw#e  province  the  consideration  of 
^itttions  arising  under  the  Sale  of  Food 
*^  Drags  Acts  mainly  rests.  If  it  be 
we  general  desire  of  British  producers 
twi^iich  an  inquiry  as  that  suggested  by 
we  hon.  Member  should  be  instituted,  I 
▼Oflld  certainly  bring  that  desire  to  the 
"oticeof  the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  LocmiI 
wernment  Board,  who  may  be  regarded 
**  the  representatives  of  the  interests  of 
^•Wbntors  and  consumers  ;  but  I  could 
*^l«t)perly  appoint  a  Committee  with- 
**the  concurrence  of  those  two  Depart- 

^IKS  OF  COMMISSIONERS  OF  POLICE 
BURGHS. 

M».  MAXWELL  (Dumfries-shire)  : 
^"•gtoask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 


whether  the  Commissioners  of  Police 
Burghs,  created  under  "The  Burgh  Police 
(Scotland)  Act,  1892,"  are  entitled  to 
undertake  the  management  and  main- 
tenance of  the  highways  within  the 
burgh  in  terms  of  "The  Roads  and 
Streets  in  Police  Burghs  (Scotland)  Act, 
1891  "  ;  and  whether  the  Commissioners 
of  such  police  burghs  participate  in  the 
grants  made  under  "The  Local  Taxation 
(Customs  and  Excise)  A(;t,  1890,"  and 
under  "  The  Education  and  Local  Tax- 
ation Account  (Scotland)  Act,  1892"; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  proposes  by  pro- 
visions in  the  Local  Government  Bill  to 
put  such  police  burghs  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  those  formed  under  "  The  General 
Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Act, 
1862  "  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  answer 
to  the  first  part  of  the  lion.  Member's 
question  is  in  the  negative.  The  police 
burghs  created  under  the  Burgh  Police 
(Scotland)  Act,  1892,  do  not  partici])ate 
as  police  burghs  in  the  grants  referred  to 
in  the  second  part  of  the  question,  and 
this  point  is  at  present  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Local  Govenunent  Act 
Amendment  Bill. 

H.M.S.  **  CRESCENT." 

Mr.  IIANBURY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
new  first-class  cruiser  Crescent  has 
twice  had  to  put  back  to  Portsmouth  on 
her  first  voyage  owing  to  defects  in  her 
engines  ;  what  is  the  nature  of  those 
defects  ;  and  whether  it  is  intended  to 
contiinie  the  attempt  to  sen<l  out  relief 
crews  in  her  to  the  Australian  Station 
before  a  more  complete  exaniinr.tioii  and 
test  of  her  machinerv  have  bocMi  made 
than  that  which  was  made  before  the 
second  breakdown  ? 

•Sir  U.  KAY-SIIUTTLEWORTH  : 
It  is  the  fact  that  the  Crescent  has  had 
to  put  back  on  two  occasions  owing  to 
defects  in  her  machinery  (in  ench  case 
the  fracture  of  an  excentric).  A  thorough 
re-examination  of  the  machinery  has  now 
been  carried  out  by  the  Admiralty 
officers,  in  concert  with  the  mainifac- 
turers  of  the  engines,  and  the  excentrics 
are  l)eing  renewed  and  refitted.  The 
work  will  be  completed  in  the  course  of 
a  few  days,  and  thorough  full-power 
trial  will  be  made  before  the  Crescent 
leaves  for  Australia. 
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Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn  sion  which  may  have  been  recorded  hj 

Regis)  :     Was  the  Crescent  before  she  Members  of  the  Council  of  India  ? 
started   subjected   to    the    usual    steam      •Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  The  answer 

trials  ?      If  so,  how   is  it  these  defects  to  questions  Nos.  1 1  and  28  is  that  the 

were  not  discovered  ?  resolution   of    the   Government    not   to 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  :  impose  a  duty  on  cotton  imported  into 

She  went  through  the  usual  trials  before  India  was  not  taken  with  the  assent  of 

being  commissioned.  the  Council  of  India.  Dissents  have  been 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :    Was  she  recorded    by   certain    Members    of    the 

tested  to  her  full  capacity  ?  Council,   which   will   be  laid  upon   the 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  :  Table  if  moved  for. 
I  have  no  doubt  she  was. 

Mr.  HOWELL (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.):  DERELICTS  IN  THE  ATLANTIC. 

Were  the  engines  manufactured  by  the        MR.MACDONA(Southwark,Rother- 

Grovernment,  or  by  a  private  firm  ?  hi  the)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  :  of  State  for  Foreign  Affah^  if  the  Ameri- 

By  a  private  firm.  can  Government  has  yet  sent  a  reply  to 

the  statement  made  in  this  House  on  12th 

THE   LEE-METFORD  KIFLE.  January  last  by  the  late  Prime  Minister 

Mr.  HANBURY  :   I  beg  to  ask  the  T    "^^"Z  '?  1^\      \      "^^  \  ^^^^  Z 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralt/  what  steps  ^^^  ^""'^'l  ^/,  ?Vt^  L? 

k«„^  ,_;   1  .1        *  I   •       .1  communicate  it  to  the  House  .*' 

nave  yet   been  taken  for  supplying  the      #c.«    i.^     nui^v     ^ru«  ««^Kr  «,««  »-k_ 
■Mo,,.,  ,..;*k  T       UK  4.C     1   -xi  1     I    X      'Sir   Jii.    GrKLi  :   Ihe  reply  was  re- 

J<lavy  with  Lee-Metford  rifles ;  and  what        .      ,        ^i      o-*i     *   t       «!„  i«-*   ^^a 

^^A^i^  l^^«  *u  ^   'c  11  ceived  on  the  2oth  of  January  last,  ana 

orders  tor  tuem,  if  any,  have  been  iriven  .       ^.,,         i       .i  •  i      i.-       ^/  au^ 

*^    *\  ^    n  *    £    X     •  1     .  >8  «till   under  the  consideration  of    the 

to   the    Lfovernment    factories    and    to  «       i    *  "i^    j        t*  •    *     *i  ^  ^«u«*  *Um* 

private  firms  respectively  ?  ^^^^^  ^^  ^"^^^-     ^'  ''}'',  *?*^f  M„S^ 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  :  S?  ^^'^^^^  ^^P^^^    ^^««*«  »"  ^/^«  J^°**?* 

A— «..««.«^  *    11  I     ^  States  for  patrolling  ocean  routes  for  the 

Arrangements  nave  been  made  for  arm-  K  ^.  i      i-  *        jl^ 

. ♦!  ^  TijT    •  -^u  ^1  •         -n  purpose    of    removing    derelicts,     ao^ 

Zit  ISqIT '"^  1      '^  "»«»?'"%"««  although  they  are  .lestroyed  by  Uniti^ 

fZrtl  1  ?    H, '  vi      .  '*'*\'""   r"  States^vessels  of  war  when  h^ard  of ; 

inserted  in    the  Estimates.      >io  orders  .    ^  ^i    ^  ^i     tt   •*   i  tj*  *      r«^««,«w.^4. 

have  yet  been  given.  •»"»  ^^"^  *•'«  ,U""^.  ^^'««  Governinent 

•^  °  are    prepared    to    invite    the    principal 

Maritime   Governments  to  consider    an 

INDIAN    FISCAL    POLICY.  International  Agreement  on  the  subject. 

Sir  mark  STEWART    (Kirkcud- 
bright) :    I   beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  THE  COST  OF  THE  CENSUS. 
State  for  India  whether  the  resolution  of        Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Mid- 

the  Government  to  exempt  cotton  from  dlesex,   Uxbridge)  ;    I    beg    to   ask  U» 

the  duties  which  the  Viceroy  has  resolved  President    of     the    Local    Government 

to  impose  on  other  goods  was  taken  with  Boartl   whether  he  can  state  what  wmfr 

the   assent   of   any   of    the    Council    at  the  annual  cost  of  the  preliminarv  work 

Westminster,   or  of   a   majority  of  that  performed    before    the    hist    Census    ia 

body  ;    and  whether  any  members  have  carrying  into  effect  the  alterations  caused, 

recorded  Minutes  of  dissent  on  the  sub-  in  areas  and  boundaries  bv  the  operatioDfc 

ject ;  and,  if  so,  whether   those  Minutes  of  various  Acts  of  Parliament ;   whether- 

can  be  laid  before  Parliament?  he  can  state  the  difference  (if  any) 

Mr.  WICKH  am  (Hants,  Petersfield):  tween  the  Census  Vote  and  the  esti'mal 

At  the   same   time,  may  I  ask  the  right  actual  cost  of  taking  the  last   Ceu^iis 

hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  and  whether,  having  regard  to  the  nc 

the  Council  of  India  were  unanimously  merous  alterations  continually  being  mi 

opposed  to  the  decision  of  the  Secretary  in  the  l>ouiularies  of  various  areas/  it 

of  State   exchiding  duties    upon  cotton  proposed,  in  accordance  with   the  recoi 

goods  from  the  Import  Duties  which  the  niendatioiis   of  the    Departmental  Coi 

Governor  General  in  Council  has  been  inittce  on  the  Census,  to  take  the  n< 

recently  authorised  to  impose  in  order  to  sary  steps  to  insure  the  continuity  of  C-li^ 

meet  the  present  financial  crisis  in  India;  Census   by  having   these   alterations    In 

and  if  he  will  object  to  a   Motion   for  boundaries  carried    out    in   the   CensB* 

copies  of   any  dissents  from  that  deci-  Returns  as  soon  as  possible   after  tbagr 
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come  into  operation,  in  order  that  the 
populatioD  of  the  new  or  altered  areas 
mij  be  available  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre,  Bnulford,  Central)  :  I  am  in- 
formed bj  the  Registrar  General  that  for 
nearlj  four  years  before  the  last  Census 
was  taken  two  clerks  were  employed  at 
aD  aiional  cost  of  about  £240  in  noting 
changes  of  areas  and  boundaries  effected 
byiLe  Divided  Parishes  Acts  of  1876  and 
1W2.  The  difference  between  the 
amount  voted  for  taking  the  Census  in 
1891  and  tabulating  the  results  and  the 
etpeiiditure  will  be  a  surplus  of  about 
£19,000.  The  best  way  of  keeping 
ibreast  of  these  constantly  occurring 
changes  in  areas  is  now  under  considera- 
tiou  in  the  General  Register  Office. 

MUSKETRY  KXAMIXATION  PAPERS. 
Mr.      LLOYD      MORGAN     (Car- 
marthen, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tarr   of    StAte    for    War    whether   the 
tDtborities  iu  the  School  of  Musketry  at 
Hytbe  have  refused  to  send  an  officer's 
examination   papers  to   his  commanding 
officer  when   officially  applied  for,   and 
vhether  there  is   any    valid  reason   for 
SQch  refusal  ;  whether    it    is    usual   at 
Hnhe  to  refuse   an  officer  a  musketry 
wrtiticate      for      reasons      other     than 
igoomnce  of  the  subjects  in  which  ho   is 
euminetl ;  and  whether  he  can  state  the 
percentage   of  failures   to   pass  the  ox- 
kmiiiarion    nD<ler     each     instructor     of 
nn:»ketry    at    Uytlie    during    the   j)ast 
1^    months,     and    the    names    of    the 
InMruiTors  who    examined  the   greatest 
«nnl)er  of  officers  who  failed  to  obtain  a 
ttnificate  ? 

•The  secretary  ok  STATE  for 
^AR  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannkkmax, 
J^tirlinvr,  Ac.) :  It  is  contrarv  to  the 
^.'Illation  to  disclose  examination 
Papers.  If  a  commanding  officer  of  a 
^imeut  has  a  complaint  to  make  of  the 
pw;»lure  of  the  .Sch(K)I  of  Musketry  bis 
'*wt  is  to  submit  the  case  to  the 
Adjataiit  General  through   his  (ieneral 

^mundinu. 

I. 

THEj'asK  of  MR.  WKLI)  O'COXXOll. 

Mn.  (ilBXEV  (Mcuth,  X.)  :  I  beg  to 
**^  tli'>  Chief  Scjretary  to  the  Lonl 
IJenUMLint  of  Ireland  wiicthcr  he  i>  aware 
»^t  Mr.  Matthew  Weld  O'Connor,  .J. P., 
«  Oil  lea"  tie,  County  Meath,  Rereiver  to 


the  Court  of  Chancery  of  the  Estate  of 
W.  S.  Gamett,  was  deficient  in  his  ac- 
counts iu  the  sum  of  £2,000  ;  that  he 
represented  this  to  have  arisen  through 
an  auctioneer  owing  him  that  sum  for 
the  proceeds  of  the  grass  lettings  ;  and 
that  on  inquiry  before  the  Chief  Re- 
ceiver of  the  Land  Judges  Court  it  was 
ascertained  that  no  such  money  was  due 
by  the  auctioneer,  nor  was  any  found  to 
be  due,  the  auctioneer  having  produced 
his  receipts  ;  whether  Mr.  O'Connor  was 
dismissed  or  called  on  to  resign  ;  and,  if 
not,  on  what  grounds  ;  is  it  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  prosecute  him  ; 
does  he  at  present  hold  any  other  re- 
ceiverships, and  will  he  be  continued 
therein  ;  is  Mr.  O'Connor  the  same  re- 
ceiver who  in  July,  1890,  was  dismissed 
after  judgment  in  Court  by  Judge 
Munroe  for  falsifying  his  aacounts  in  the 
King's  Estate,  and  whv  was  he  then  re- 
tained  on  the  list  of  receivers  ;  and,  m 
view  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  O'Connor  is  a 
Magistrate  for  the  Counties  of  Meath, 
Cavan,  and  Longford,  has  the  attention 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  been  called  to  his 
conduct  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  attention  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  not  been  called 
to  anv  of  the  matters  referred  to,  nor  is 
he  aware  whether  any  of  the  statements 
are  correct,  as  such  nuitters  are  ex- 
clusively within  the  cognisance  of  the 
Receiver  Judge,  over  whom  the  Execu- 
tive has  no  control.  If  Mr.  O'Connor's 
conduct  as  a  Magistrate  should  be  called 
in  (jnestion,  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  no 
doubt  that  the  Judge  will  furnish  him 
with  any  information  that  may  be  re 
quired. 

COTTERIDGK  SCHOOL.  WOIiCESTER- 

SII1KE. 

SiuR.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston): 
I  l>eg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presidenc  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
under  what  circumstances  and  for  what 
reasons  has  the  usual  grant  been  with- 
held from  the  Cotteridge  School  in 
Worcestershire  ? 

TiiK  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclvnis  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  The  offices  of  this  school, 
which  were  in  a  batl  state,  were  con- 
demned la**t  vear.  Plans  of  new  offices 
were  approved  last  August,  but  they  had 
not  been  built  at  the  time  of  the  inspec- 
tion in  February.     The  Department  has 
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now  received  assurance  from  the  managers 
that  th^  work  will  be  executed  at  once, 
and  the  grant  has  been  put  forward. 

BREACH  OF  THE  FACTORY  ACT. 
•  Mr.  p.  stanhope  (Burnley)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  report  of  a  case  heard 
at  the  Horough  Police  Court,  Preston,  on 
Saturday  the  24th  of  February  last,  when 
a  certain  firm  of  cotton  manufacturers 
were  charged  under  Section  24  of  "  The 
Factory  and  Workshops  Act,  1891," 
with  failing  to  supply  to  certain  weavers 
in  their  employ  sufficient  particulars  with 
their  work  to  enable  them  to  ascertain 
the  rate  of  wages  at  which  they  w^ere 
entitled  to  be  paid  for  the  work,  when 
the  Magistrates  held  that  a  sign  or 
symbol,  which  no  one  but  the  employer 
and  his  manager  understood, was  sufficient, 
and  might  be  used  instead  of  plain 
characters  ;  and  if  it  is  competent  for  the 
Magistrates  to  insist,  as  in  this  case,  upon 
the  Inspector  or  witnesses  stating  whe- 
ther the  persons  whom  the  employer  is 
charged  with  failing  to  supply  sufficient 
particulars  to  have  complained  or  not,  or 
even  if  they  have  felt  aggrieved  or  are 
dissatisfied  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  My  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  this  case  with  a  view  to  the 
amendment  of  the  law  if  necessary.  Mr. 
Birtwistle  has  received  instructions  that 
if  such  questions  should  be  again  asked 
iu  any  case — namely,  from  whom  he  re- 
ceived information,  or  if  one  of  his 
witnesses  is  asked  whether  he  or  she 
gave  information  to  Mr.  Birtwistle,  he 
should  very  respectfully  submit  to  the 
Court  that  to  answer  such  questions 
would  be  contrary  to  public  policy. 

BRITISH  CLAIMS  AGAINST  CHILI. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretarv  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  the  Chilian 
Council  of  State  has  approved  the  ratifi- 
cation of  the  Convention  between  Great 
Britain  and  Chili  for  the  constitution  of 
a  tribunal  for  settling  the  claims  of 
British  subjects  arising  out  of  the  Civil 
War  of  1891  ;  if  so,  will  this  extend  to 
the  claims  of  British  subjects  serving  on 
board  American  or  other  vessels  ;  is  he 
aware  that,  on  the  ground  that  certain 

Mr,  Acland 


against  Chili. 

Irishmen  were  British  subjects,  the 
Chilian  Government  rejected  their  claims 
when  put  forward  by  the  United  States  ; 
has  the  attention  of  the  Foreign  Office 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Patrick 
Shields,  a  seaman  on  the  American 
steamer  Keweenaw^  and  what  is  the 
position  of  his  claim  ;  is  he  aware  that 
he  was  so  brutally  beaten  by  the  police 
of  Valparaiso  that  he  is  a  hopeless  invalid 
for  life,  and  is  unable  to  earn  a  living  ; 
and  that  the  case  of  Andrew  McKinistry, 
another  seaman  on  the  steamer  Kewee- 
naw  was  dismissed  by  the  Commission 
on  the  ground  that  neither  were  American 
citizens;  does  the  Treaty  lately  nego- 
tiated between  Chili  and  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  provide  for  the  settlement  of 
British  claims  under  a  Joint  Commission, 
which  will  sit  for  one  year,  with  an  ex- 
tension of  six  months  if  the  year  should 
prove  too  short;  and  will  the  Govern- 
ment insist  on  reparation  in  these  cas^  ? 
Before  putting  the  question  I  should  like 
to  state  that  when  I  handed  it  in  at  the 
Table  it  contained  portions  of  the 
Message  of  President  Harrison  to  Con- 
gress on  the  treatment  of  the  British 
subjects  referred  to.  Is  it  out  of  Order 
to  quote  such  an  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  Paper  of  the  House  ? 

•Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  Quota- 
tions  are  ruled  out  of  Order,  because  hon. 
Members  who  make  them  are  giving  in- 
formation instead  of  asking  for  it. 

•SiK  E.  GREY  :  The  ratification  of 
the  Convention  between  Great  Britain 
and  Chili  has  been  approved  by  both. 
Chambers  of  Congress,  but  we  have  not 
yet  heard  of  its  ratification  by  the  Council 
of  State,  which  only  met  ou  the  10th 
instant.     It  will  deal  with 

"all  claims  for  which  the  (Government  of  Chili 
may  be  held  responsible  in  view  of  the  acts  and. 
oi>erations  executed  by  land  and  sea  forces  of 
the  Republic" 

during  the  recent  Civil  War,  and  such, 
claims  as  are  presented  must,  in  order  to 
be  entertained,  be  supported  by  Her 
Majesty's  Legation  at  Santiago.  Wo 
have  at  present  no  knowledge  of  th© 
cases  of  Patrick  Shields  and  Andrew 
McKinistry,  and  their  claims  should  b© 
at  once  sent  in  to  the  Foreign  Office  for 
consideration.  The  answer  to  thepenttl'" 
timate  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative.  I>* 
the  event  of  these  claims  being  submittod. 
to  the  Commission,  its  decision  as  to  tho 
reparation  which  is  to  be  given  miu*^ 


449 


Outdoor  Relief 


{16  March  1894}   (Friendly  Societies)  Bill.  450 


under  the  terms  of  the  Convention,  be 
accepted  as  final  by  Her  Majetntj^s 
Government. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Up  to  what 
daj  will  the  Foreign  Office  receive 
elaims  ? 
•Sib  E.  grey  :  I  cannot  give  the 
date,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  any  day 
has  been  Hxed.  Certain  formalities  have 
to  be  gone  through  before  tlie  Com- 
mission meets. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  chancellor  of  the 
EXCHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Hakcouut, 
Derby)  :  I  wish  to  state  that,  on  further 
consideration,  the  Government  has  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  if  business  pro- 
cessed next  week  according  to  the 
leheme  which  I  suggested  to  the  House 
a  day  or  two  ago  they  will  be  able  to 
i»d  the  Ways  and  Means  Bill  a  third 
tinie  on  Saturday.  If  that  is  done  they 
vin  be  able  to  dispense  with  the  attend- 
ioee  of  the  House  on  the  Monday  after 
Enter,  which  no  doubt  will  be  a  great 
coQfenience  to  Members,  and  especially 

to  the  officers  of  the  House. 
CoLoxEL    NOLAN    (Galway,   N.)  : 

Wliitday  will  be  given  in  lieu  of  the  day 

for  Motions  on  going  into  Committee  on 

4e  Civil  Sen-ice  Estimates  ? 
Sa  W.  HARCOURT  :  1  am  not  in  a 

poiitioQ  to  fix  the  dav  vet. 
1C».    J.     CFIAMBERLAIN      (lilr- 

■iagham,  W.)  :  What  will  be  the  Bnsi- 

•ew  for  the  week  after  Easter  ? 
SiK  W.  HARCOURT  :  Thursday  in 

4itweek  is  the  day  fixed  for  giving  tiie 

Koral  Assent  to  the  Ways  and  Moans 

BilL 


NEW  WRITS. 

For  the  County  of  Berwick,  r.  the 
Krtt  Hon.  Edward  Marjoribanks,  called 
•p  to  the  House  of  Peers. 

For  the  County  of  Montgomery,  r. 
wttrt  Rendel,  esquire,  Manor  of  North- 

MOTIONS. 


Ujcdtexurb  (Ireland)  bill. 

^Motion  of  Mr.  Kilbride,  Bill  to  amcml 
Jl  uw  relating  to  the  fixing  of  fair  rents,  and 
■Jjeoure  and  Paichase  of  Land  in  Ireland, 
Jwl  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Kilbride.  Mr. 
L*:Healy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Dillon,  and  Mr. 
^^  O'Brien. 

prcKnted,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  7.] 


CRIMINAL   LAW    AND     PROCEDURE     (IRE- 
LAND) ACT  (1887)    REPEAL    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Nolan,  Bill  to  repeal 
'*  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procetlure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,"  ortlered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Nolan,  Mr.  John  Redmond,  Mr.  Harrington, 
Dr.  Kenny.  Mr.  Hayden.  Mr.  Clancy.  Mr.  Field, 
Mr.  Maguire,  and  Mr.  William  Redmond. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  8.] 

OLD  AGE  PEXSIONS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Palmer,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide Pensions  in  Old  Age  to  the  provident  poor, 
ordere<l  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel  Palmer, 
Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Fisher,  and  Sir  Fre<lerick 
Seager  Hunt. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Dill  9.] 

MINES  (eight  HOTRS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Roby,  Bill  to  restrict  the 
hours  in  Mines  to  Eight  Hours  j)er  day,  onlered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Roby,  Mr.  Abraham, 
Mr.  John  Burns,  Lortl  Ramlolpli  Churchill,  Mr. 
Cremer,  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  Mr.  -Tacoby,  Mr. 
Leake,  Mr.  Pickard.  Sir  AUxjrt  UoUit,  Mr. 
Ernest  SjKincer,  and  Mr.  Woixls. 

Bill  prescntetl,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  10.] 

CIIURgil    PATRONAGE    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bartley,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  resjKJCting  the  transfer  and  exennse  of 
Church  Patronage  and  the  avoidaucx*  of  bene- 
fices, onlered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  lUrtley, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Sir  Richanl  Webster, 
Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  Viscount  (-ranlKimc,  Mr. 
Talbot,  Mr.  Jebb,  \  iscount  VVolmer,  Sir  Francis 
Powell,  and  Mr.  Griffith- Boswiwen. 

Bill  presentc<l,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  11.] 


UNIFORMS     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Farquharson,  Bill  to  regu- 
late and  restrict  the  wearing  of  Naval  and 
Military  Uniforms,  ordered  to  i)e  brr)ut:ht  in  by 
Mr.  Farcjuharw^jn,  Mr.  Brookfield.  Mr.  Hanbury, 
Major  Rasch,  an<l  Ca])tain  Norton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  12.] 

MUNICIPAL     FRANCHISE     (iRELAXD) 

AMENDMENT      BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thomas  B.  Curran,  WxW  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Municipal  Franchise 
in  Ireland,- orderetl  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Thomas  B.  Curran,  Mr.  Maurice  Ilealy,  Mr. 
Condon,  Mr.  Crean,  and  Mr.  O'Kccffo. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  timo.  [Bill  13.] 

OUTDOOR    RELIEF  (fRIENDLV   SOCIETIES) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Strachey,  Bill  to  empower 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  grant  Relief  to  Members 
of  Friendly  Societies  in  receipt  of  any  allow- 
ances from  the  same,  onlered  to  K*  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Strachey,  Mr.  Barlow,  Mr.  Hartley,  Mr. 
Charles  Hobhouse,  and  Mr.  Howell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  14, 
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ULBOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  P.  O^Connor,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Labourers  (Ireland)  Acts,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Flynn,  Dr.  Tanner,  Captain  Donelan,  and  Mr. 
Roche. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  15.] 

BEER   ADULTERATION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Round,  Bill  for  better 
securing  the  purity  of  Beer,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Round,  Colonel .  Kenyon- 
Slaney,  Mr.  Fellowes,  ami  Mr.  GriflSth-Bos- 
cawen. 

Bill  pressntetl,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  16.] 

GUARDIANS     OF      THE    POOR     (iRELAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gilhooly,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  election  and  constitution  of 
Board-i  of  Guardians  of  the  Poor  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mt.  Gilhooly,  Mr. 
Bodkin,  Mr.  Flynn,  Mr.  Condon,  and  Mr. 
Finucane. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  17.] 

PATENT    AGENTS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Alban  Gibbs,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Patent  Agents,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Alban  Gibbs,  Sir  Reginald 
Hanson,  Mr.  W.  F.  D.  Smith,  Mr.  Kimber, 
Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Birrell,  and  Sir  Albert 
RoUit. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  18.] 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  AND  PURCHASE  OF 
LAND  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Clancy,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Land  I^aw  (Ireland)  and  Purchase  of  Land 
(Ireland)  Acta,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr. Clancy,  Mr.  John  Redmond,  Mr.  Harrington, 
and  Mr.  Hayden. 

Bill  presented, and  read  first  time.   [Bill  19.] 

TOWN    HOLDINGS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson,  Bill  to 
mve  com|)en8ation  to  occupying  tenants  of 
Town  HoldingH  for  beneficial  improvements, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  H.  L.  VV. 
Lawson,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr.  David 
Thomas,  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  George  Palmer,  and 
Earl  Compton. 

Bill  presented, and  read  first  time.    [Bill  20.] 

RATING    OF    MACHINERY    BILL. 

•On  Motion  of  Mr.  Coddington,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Rating  of  hereiHtaments 
containing  machinery,  onlcred  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  C«)<Min^ton,  Mr.  Holland,  Mr.  Gerald 
Balfour,  Sir  Bernard  Samuelson.  Mr.  Maher, 
Mr.  Tomlinson,  Sir  William  Houldsworth,  Mr. 
Smith  Wright,  and  Mr.  Strachey. 

Bill  presented,  a  1 1  rea  1  first  time.  [Bill  21.] 


C0KPUL60RT     VACCINATION      ABOLITION 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hopwood,  Bill  to  abolish  the 
compulsion  to  Vaccinate,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Hopwood,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Byles, 
and  Dr.  Clark. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  22.] 

COMPANIES   ACT    (1862)    AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  William  Houldsworth,  Bill 
to  amend  "  The  Companies  Act,  1862,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  William  Houldsworth, 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr.  Harrop  Side- 
bottom,  and  Mr.  Cheetham. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  23.] 

CRIMINAL    LAW    AND    PROCEDURE    (IRE- 
LAND)  ACT    (1887)    REPEAL    (nO.  2) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Webb,  Bill  to  repeal  «*  The 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act» 
1887,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Webb, 
Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  Thomas 
Esmonde,  Captain  Donelan,  and  Mr.  Young. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  24.] 

LABOUR   MINISTER    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ernest  Spencer,  Bill  to 
establish  a  Ministry  of  Labour  to  be  presided 
over  by  a  Minister  to  be  called  the  Labour 
Minister,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ernest  S))encer,  Sir  Alfred  Hickman,  Sir  Albert 
Rollit,  Sir  John  Blundell  Maple,  Sir  Seymour 
King,  Sir  Joseph  Pease,  Colonel  Howard  Vin* 
cent,  Mr.  Dalziel,  and  Mr.  Wilson  Lloyd. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  25.] 

'   MtSIC   AND  DANCING  LICENCES  (MIDDLE- 
SEX)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howard,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  as  reganls  Music  and  Dancing  Licences  in 
Middlesex,  onlered  to  be  brought  in   by  Mr.. 
Howard,  Mr.  Bigwood,  Captain  Bowles,  and  Mr*. 
Stephens. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  26.)^ 


BUILDING    SOCIETIES    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Banbury,  Bill  to  amend 
Law  relating  to  Building  Societies,  ordered 
be   brought  in   by  Mr.    Banbury,   Mr.   Gteral«iK 
Balfour,  and  Mr.  Bart  ley. 

Bill  presented,  and  real  first  time.  [Bill  27.     I 

.MUNICIPAL  FRANCHISE  (IRELAND)  AMENf= 

MENT    (no.    2)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Kenny,  Bill  to  amend  t^^ 
Law  relating  to  Municipal  Franchises  in  Irela^cm* 
orderetl  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Kenny,  ^^: 
Harrington,  Mr.  William  Redmond,  Mr.  Fi^3U: 
and  Mr.  Clancy. 

Bill  presentctl,  and  rea  I  first  time.  [Bill  SS^J 
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PAUPERS  DEPORTATION  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Flynn,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Deportation  of  Paupere 
from  Great  Britain  to  Ireland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  bj  Mr.  Flynn.  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde, 
Captain  Donelan,  and  Mr.  Gilhooly. 

Bill  presenteil,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  29.] 

TOWN   PARKS   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Captain  Donelan,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Town  Parks  in  Irehind, 
orderwl  to  be  brought  in  by  Captain  Donelan, 
Mr.  Edward  Barry,  Mr.  Flyun,  ami  Mr.  Tuite. 

Bill  preaenteii,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  30.] 

DEEP    SEA    FISHERIES    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mains,  Bill  to  facilitate  the 
Development  of  the  Deep  Sea  Fisheries  of 
Ireland,  onlereil  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mains, 
Mr.  Hnkerton,  Mr.  Sheehy,  Dr.  Commins,  and 
Mr.  Oilhooly. 

Bill  presented, and  real  first  time.    [Bill  31.] 


IU8H      LIGHTS 


CONSTITUTION 


BOARD 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Finucane,  Bill  to  amend 
tbe  ooQstitution  of  the  Irish  Lights  Board, 
onlered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Finucane,  Mr. 
IfGutan,  Mr.  Crcan,  and  Sir.  O'Kecffe. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [  Bill  32.] 

■ 

BURIALS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Carvell  Williams,  Bill  to 
fanber  amend  the  Burial  Laws,  ordered  to  be 
Ini^t  in  by  Mr.  Carvell  Williams,  Sir  Goork^c 
Oiborne  Morgan,  Mr.  Illingivortb,  Mr.  John 
Ellii,  Mr.  Perks,  and  Mr.  Barrow. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  33.] 

VOREIGN   AND    COLONIAL    MEAT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Bir  A.  Acland-Hood,  Bill  to  re- 
fslite  the  Marking  and  Sale  of  Foreign  and 
v'llooial  Meat,  onlered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
A.  Acland-Hood,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Mr. 
Hoacc  Plunkett,  Mr.  Jeffreys,  an<l  Colonel 
Lockwooil. 

Bill  presental,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  34.] 

6»01XD  GAME    ACT    (18S0)  AMENDMENT 

BILL 

Oq Motion  of  Mr.  Billson,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 
^mnd  (Jame  Act,  IHiiMj,"  onlered  to  be  brou^'ht 
»i  k^  Mr.  Billson,  Mr.  I^mbert.  Mr.  Luttrell, 
*^  Mr.  Cobb. 

Bill  prweiited,  and  rea«l  first  time.    [Bill  3.J.J 

^ll>  AGE    PENSIONS   (nO.   2)    BILL. 

^Motion  of  Captain  Naylor-Leylaiid,  Bill 
*^»*ablish  Toluntary  State-aide  I  01!  Ago 
^DsionK,  oitlereil  to  be  brought  in  by  Captain 
^•ylor-Leyland  and  Mr.  Round. 

BUl  presented,  and  reorl  first  time.   [Bill  3!>.] 


FRUIT    IDENTIFICATION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hozier,  Bill  for  the  Identi- 
fication and  Regulation  of  the  Sale  of  Foreign 
and  Colonial  Fruit, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Hozier,  Sir  William  Hart  Dyke,  Mr.  Akers- 
Douglas,  and  Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  37.] 
STEAM    ENGINES  AND  BOILERS  (PERSONS 

IN  charge)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Wilson  (Durham), 
Bill  to  provide  for  certificates  for  Persons  in 
Charge  of  Steam  Engines  and  Boilers,  onleretl, 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Wilson  (Durham), 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Charles  Fenwick,  and  Mr. 
Joseph  Wilson. 

Bill  presentetl,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  38.] 

COMMONS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cozens- Hanly,  Bill  for  the 
better  regulation  and  preservation  of  Commons 
and  Village  Greens,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Cozeris-Hardy,  Mr.  Henr/  Hobliouse,  Mr. 
Byrne,  Viscount  Wolmer,  Mr.  Bonsor,  and  Mr. 
Lawson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  39.] 

crofters  iioldin<ls   (scotland)  acts 
amendment  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  William  Wedderburn,  Bill 
for  the  amendment  and  extension  of  the 
Croftei-s  Holdings  (Scotland)  Acts,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Sir  William  Wedderburn,  Dr. 
Farquharson,  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  CromV>ie,  and 
Mr.  Seymour  Keay. 

Bill  presented,  and  rea*.!  first  time.  [Bill  40.] 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (RETURNING 

officers)    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Tuite,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  expciiKCs  of  Returning 
Officers  at  Parliamentary'  K lections  in  Ireland, 
ord(^red  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Tuite,  Sir 
Thomas  Esmonde.  f'aptain  Donelan,  Mr. 
Maurice  Healy,  and  Mr.  Flynn, 

Bill  presented,  and  real  first  time.  [Bill  41.] 

JUSTICES    OF    THE    PEACE    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Luttrell,  Bill  to  auK-nd  the 
Law  in  regard  totheapixiintnient.cpialiticatiim, 
and  removal  of  Justices  of  the  Peace.  ordero<l  to 
l)e  brought  in  by  Mr.  Luttrell,  Mr.  Billson,  Mr. 
Cobb,  Mr.  HoWell,  Mr.  Lambert,  and  Mr. 
Owen. 

Bill  ])resente<l,  and  rca«l  first  time.  [Bill  42.] 

RAILWAY      AND      CANAL       TRAFFIC       ACT 
(1888)    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  James  Whitehea<l.  P.iil  to 
anieml  "Tlui  Railway  anil  ('an:il  Tratti.-  .Vet, 
ISHS,  onlere  I  to  In.'  brought  in  by  Sir  James 
Whirehoad.  -Mr.  Uichanlsoii.Sir  Alfrotl  [n<'kman, 
Mr.  William  Smith,  Mr.  Burnie.aml  .Mr.  Patrick 
M'Hujrh. 

Bill  prcsente  1,  and  roa«l  first  time.  [Bill  43.] 
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CRUELTY   TO    CHILDREN    PREVENTION 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Webster,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  for  the  Prevention  of  Cruelty  to 
Children,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Richard  Webster,  Mr.  Greene,  Mr.  Bucknill,  Mr. 
Byrne,  and  Mr.  Cohen. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  44.] 

FOREmN    AND     COLONIAL    MEAT    (nO.   2) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Bill  for  the 
marking  of  Foreign  and  Colonial  Meat,  orderefl 
to  le  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jeffreys,  Sir  A.  Acland- 
Hood,  Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  Fellowcs,  Mr.  Hozier, 
and  Mr.  Horace  Plunkett. 

Bill  presentetl,  and  reatl  first  time.  ^BiH  ^5.] 

POOR   RELIEF   (iRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hayden,  Bill  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Law  for  the  Relief  of  the 
Poor  in  Ireland,  ordei-ed  to  be  brought  ia  by 
Mr.  Hayden,  Mr.  John  Redmond,  Colonel  Nolan, 
Mr.  Clancy,  and  Mr.  Harrington. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  firet  time.    fBill  46.  | 

factors'  act  (1889)  amendment  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Greene,  Bill  to  amend 
"  The  Factors'  Act,  18S9,"  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Greene,  Mr.  Brynmor  Jones,  and 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  47.] 

RELIGIOUS    TESTS    (iRELANd)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Patrick  Aloysius  M^Hugh, 
Bill  to  abolish  Religious  Tests  in  connection 
with  the  office  of  Lonl  Lieutenant  General  and 
General  Governor  of  Ireland,  onlered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Patrick  Aloysius  M'Hugh, 
Mr.  Crean,  Mr.  Tully,  and  Mr.  Pinkerton. 

Bill  presented,  ami  read  first  time.    [Bill  48.] 

LONDON    MARKETS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Samuel  Montagu,  Bill  to 
enable  the  I^ndon  County  Council  to  purchase 
Spitalfields  Market  and  Covcnt  Ganlen  Market, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Samuel 
Montagu,  Mr.  Cremer.  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Sir 
Albert  Rollit,  and  Mr.  James  Stuart. 

Bill  presented,  «and  rea«l  first  time.    [Bill  49.] 

LIQUOR    TRAFFIC    LOCAL    VETO    (WALES) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bo  wen  Rowlands,  Bill  to 
enable  owners  and  occupiers  in  Wales  to  have 
effectual  control  over  the  Liquor  Traffic,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlamls,  Mr. 
Lloyd-George,  Mr.  Rowland  Jones,  Mr.  Abel 
Thomas,  Mr.  Lloyd  Morgan,  and  Mr.  Burnie. 

Bill  presented,  and  reatl  first  time.   [Bill  50.] 

INTOXICATINii       LIQUOUS      LOCAL     VETO 

(IRELAND)     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Wdliam  Johnston,  Bill  to 
enable  the  ratepayers  of  any  locality  to  veto  the 


issue  of  Licences  for  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  William  Johnston,  Mr.  Jordan,  Lord  Arthur 
Hill,  Mr.  Pinkerton.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr. 
Diamond,  and  Mr.  W^olff. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  51.] 

SHOPS    (early   closing)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to  pro- 
vi<le  for  the  Earlier  Closing  of  Shops,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr. 
Chamberlain,  Mr.  Field,  Colonel  Bridgeman, 
Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Mr.  Charles  Fenwick, 
Mr.  Mather,  Mr.  Austin,  and  Mr.  Kearley. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  52.] 

INTOXICATING     LIQUORS      (LICENCES) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  Licences  for  the  Sate 
of  Intoxicating  Liquors,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr. 
Crosfield,  Mr.  Leake,  Mr.  Mather,  and  Mr. 
Roundell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill53.J 

ELEMENTARY     EDUCATION     (EXEMPTION 

FROM   SCHOOL   ATTENDANCE)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Richard  Temple,  Bill  to 
regulate  the  conditions  under  which  Children 
are  exempted  from  Attendance  at  School, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Richard  Temple, 
Mr.  Howard,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  Mr.  Price,  and 
Mr.  Dodd. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  64.] 

LAND     VALUES      (TAXATION     BY     LOCAL 

authorities)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Naoroji,  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  taxation  of  Land  Values  by  Local  Autho* 
rities,  onlcretl  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Naoroji, 
Mr.  Ix)ugh,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  and  Mr.  James 
Rowlands. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  53.] 

COTTON    TRADE     (fORTY-EIGHT     HOUBS) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Maden,  Bill  to  restrict  th« 
houi*8  of  labour  in  the  Cotton  Trade  to  Forty- 
Eight  per  week,  ordered  to  l^e  brought  in  by  Mr- 
Maden,  Mr.  Philip  Stanhope,  Mr.  John  BunuB* 
Mr.  Burnie,  and  Mr.  Woods. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  5S-] 


PARLIA.MENTARY    ELECTIONS     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  to  consolidate^ 
simplify,  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Par- 
liamentary Elections ;  and  for  other  purpo0e0i 
relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  hf 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Pickew- 
gill,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Charles  Fenwicfcv 
Mr.  Stewart  Wallace,  Dr.  Hunter,  Mr.  BovreB- 
Rowlands,  and  Mr.  Warmington. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill57.J 
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TRUSTEE     ACT     (1893)     AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  William  Ktony,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Trustee  Act,  1893,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  William  Kenny,  Mr.  Carson, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell.  Mr.  Cozens- 
Hardy,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  Roes,  and  Mr. 
Clancy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  58.] 

AORICULTURAL   EDUCATION    IN  ELEMEN- 
TARY  SCHOOLS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings,  Bill  for 
pnng  Industrial  Agricultunl  Education  in 
Sleoientary  Schools,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
Vy  Mr.  Jesse  Collings,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr. 
Bobcrt  Reidy  Sir  John  Kennaway,  Sir  Bernhard 
fitmoelson,    Mr.     Dixon,     and    Sir     Richan! 

Bill  iRe8ented,and  read  first  time.  [Bill  59.] 

LIBEL   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Bill  to  amend 
AeLaw  of  Libel,  onlered  to  be  brought  in  by 
lir  Albert  Rollit,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson,  Mr. 
tiUos,  Mr.  Byles,  Colonel  PalmeY,  Sir  John 
lag.  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  and  Sir  Charles 
OnKTon. 

Bfll  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  60.] 

NtElGN  GOODS  (mARK  OF  ORKHN)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Howanl  Vincent, 
itt  for  the  placing  of  a  Mark  of  Origin  on 
faopi  Oooils,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  )>y 
Wo«l  Howanl  Vincent,  Sir  Henry  Howorth, 
fc.  William  Johnston,  Mr.  Maclurc,  Colonel 
telpmau.  Colonel  BrookfieM,  Mr.  Spencer, 
■f.  Havelock  Wilson,  Mr.  Seton-Karr, 
fe  Field,  and  Mr.  Wrightson. 

BiU  presented,  and  rewl  first  time.  [Bill  01.] 

nUBEK^ADES   (eXE-MPTION  FROM  JL'KY 
service)  *BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Viscount  Curzon,  Bill  to 
•>«pt  Members  of  Fire  Brigades  from  Service 
•jJories.  oixlered  to  \xi  brought  in  by  Viscount 
J*n.  Sir  Frederick  Dixon- Hartland,  Mr. 
■Woo,  Mr.  Bainl,  and  Sir  Albert  Rollit. 

KU  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  r>2.] 


l^tUPOOL 


CIIUUCHES 


CORPORATION 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Snapc,  Bill  to  remove  tlie 
*«igitifHis  imposal  by  Statute  ujwn  the  Liver* 
MCurporation  to  maintain  wholly  or  in  part 
*]*in  Clergymen,  Church  Officers,  ami 
ywrehe^  in  Liverpool,  orderorl  to  In;  brought 
j; >  Mr.  Snape,  Mr.  Neville,  Mr.  T.  P. 
vCoimor,  Mr.  Cnwfield,  Mr.  Stephen  William- 
■•f  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  and  Mr.  Bruuner. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  63.] 

■WIXG    ACCIDENTS    (SCOTLANI))    HILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Baird,  Bill  to  esUiblish  a 
'P^*"^  of  National  Insonuice  against  Accidents 


in  Mines  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  Hozier,  Mr  Parker  Smith, 
and  Mr.  Cochrane. 

Bill  presented,  and  rea&l  first  time.  [Bill  64.] 

FOREIGN    SHELL    FISH    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Major  Rasch,  Bill  for  labelling 
and  parking  consignments  and  parcels  of 
shrimps,  mussels,  and  oysters  of  Foreign  catch 
and  prei)arution,  orderml  to  be  brought  in  by 
Major  Rasch,  Colonel  Howard  Vincent, 
Mr.  Round,  Mr.  Field,  Mr.  Knatchbull- 
Hugessen,  and  Colonel  Brookfield. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  65.] 

TRADE    DISPUTES    (ARBITRATION)      BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Butcher.  Bill  to  establish 
Boards  of  Conciliation  and  Arbitration  in 
Traile  Disputes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr,  Butcher,  Sir  John  Gorst,  Mr.  Horace 
Plunkett,  and  Colonel  Palmer. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  66.] 

CORONERS  ACT  (1887)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Captain  G rice- Hutchinson,  Bill 
to  amend  *'  The  C^^roners  Act,  1887,''  onlered  to 
be  brought  in  by  ('aptain  Grice-Hutchinsoii, 
Mr.  Albert  Bright,  Mr.  Baldwin,  Mr.  Godson, 
Mr.  Brooke  Robinson,  and  Captain  Norton. 

Bill  presented, and  read  first  time.  [Bill  67.] 

ITINERANT    STREET    MUSIC  (LONDON) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.acoby,  Bill  to  license  and 
control  Itinerant  Street  Musicians  in  London, 
ordered  to  Ix;  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jacoby,  Sir 
ThoniJis  Uoe,  Mr.  Ariiol(l-Kor>ter, General  Golds- 
worthy,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  and  Mr.  William 
Si(lelK)tham. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  68.] 


CHURCH    OF    SCOTLAND    REFEIJENCE 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thorburii,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  reference  of  the  question  of  the  Disestab- 
lishment and  Disendowment  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  to  the  Parliamentary  Electors  of 
Scotland,  ordered  I  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Thorburn,  Viscount  Wolmer,  Mr.  P.irker  Smith, 
Sir  Mark  Stewart,  Mr.  Cochrane,  Mr.  Baird, 
and  Mr.  Maxwell. 

Bill  presented,  and  real  first  time.  [Bill  69.] 

LIQUOR    TKAFFICJ    (LOrAL    VETO) 

(EX(;LAXn)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson.  Bill  to 
enable  Ii«K'alities  by  a  direct  Vote  to  prevent 
the  issue  of  licences,  ordered  to  be  brouirht  in 
by  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  Mr.  Allison,  Mr.  Jacob 
Bright,  Mr.  Henry  J.  Wilson,  Mr.  Allen,  Mr» 
Bcnn.  Mr.  Billson,  Mr.  CrostieKl,  Mr.  SaunderSy 
Mr.  Fen  wick,  Mr.  Snape,  and  Mr.  Whittakcr. 

Bill  presented, and  read  first  time.  [Bill  70.] 
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SMALLER  DWELLINGS  (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Alexander  Cro"58,  Bill  to 
amend  the  IjSlsv  relating  to  the  letting  and 
tenure  of  Smaller  Dwellings  in  Scotland, 
ordereil  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Alexander 
Oroes,  Sir  James  Carmichael,  Mr.  Baird,  and 
Mr.  M'Qilligan. 

Bill  presented)  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  71.] 

TRAMWAYS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Schwann,  Bill  to  enable 
municipalities  to  work  and  levy  tolls  on  their 
own  Tramways,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Schwann,  Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Neville,  Mr. 
Charles  Fenwick,  Mr.  John  Wilson  (Durham), 
and  Mr.  Havelock  Wilson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  72.] 

PLACES  OF  WORSHIP,  ETC.  (rATING) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Clarence  Smith,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Rating  of  Places 
of  Worship  and  Schools,  ortlei'Ctl  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Clarence  Smith,  Mr.  Clough,  Mr. 
Owen,  and  Mr.  Perks. 

Bill  prescnte<l,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  73.] 


POLICE   (metropolis)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  liowlands,  Bill  for 
placing  the  Police  of  the  Metropolis  under  the 
f-ontrol  of  the  ratepayers,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  and 
Mr.  Naoroji. 

Bill  presentetl,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  78.] 

PUBLIC    BUILDINGS    (LONDON)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Hughes,  Bill  to  enable 
London  Local  Authorities  to  acquire  freehold 
land  for  Public  Buildings,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Colonel  Hughes,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Sir 
Algernon  Borthwick,  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  Mr. 
James  Stuart,  Mr.  Jacoby,  and  Mr.  Bousfield. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  79.] 

VEHICLES   LIGHTS    B&LL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Webster,  Bill  to  regulate 
the  use  of  Lights  on  conveyances  after  dark, 
onlerctl  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Webster,  Mr. 
Macdona,  Mr.  Seton-Karr,  Mr.  Charles  M'Laren, 
Mr.  Grice  -  Hutchinson,  Mr.  Graham,  Mr. 
Bowen  Rowlands,  Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen,  and 
Mr.  Banbury. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  80.] 


MARRIAGES    (ATTENDANCE    OP    REGIS- 
TRARS) BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Perks,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  attendance  of  Registrars  at 
Marriajijes  in  Nonconformist  Places  of  Worship, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Perks,  Sir 
Isaac  Holden,  Mr.  lllingworth,  Mr.  Oldroyd, 
Mr.  SnajM),  Mr.  Spicer,  and  Mr.  Waddy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  74.] 

WORKING   men's    DWELLINGS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Wrightson,  Bill  to  give 
facilities  for  the  acquisition  by  Working  Men 
of  their  own  Dwelling  Houses,  ordered  to  \>e 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Wrightson,  Sir  John  Gorst, 
Mr.  Jamds  Lowther,  Sir  Alfred  Hickman,  Mr. 
Jesse  CoUings,  Mr.  Graham,  and  Mr.  Bartley. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  75.] 

HOUSING     OP     THE     WORKING     CLASSES 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stern,  Bill  for  facilitating 
the  operation  of  "  The  Housing  of  the  Working 
Classes  Act,  1890,"  in  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
rural  sanitary  districts,  onlered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Stern,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Logan,  and 
Mr.  H.  L.  W.  Lawson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  76.] 


PEERS   DISABILITIES    REMOVAL    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Brodrick,  Bill  to  remove 
the  disabilities  of  Peers  on  succeeding  to  their 
titles  in  respect  of  sitting  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Brodrick,  Mr.  Curzon,  and  Viscount  Wolmer. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  77.] 


MARKET  GARDENERS  COMPENSATION 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Edmund  Lcchmere,  Bill  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  '*  The  A^icultmal 
Holdings  (England)  Act,  1883,"  so  far  as  they 
relate  to  Market  Gardens,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  Edmund  Lechmere,  Mr.  Jesse  ColUnsB, 
Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde,  Mr. 
Channing,  and  Mr.  Maguire. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  81.] 

LIQUOR    TRAFFIC     LOCAL    VETO 
(SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Wilson  (Govan), 
Bill  to  enable  owners  and  occupiers  in  burghs, 
wards  of  burghs,  parishes,  and  districts  in 
Scotland,  to  prevent  the  common  sale  of  in* 
toxicating  liquors,  or  otherwise  to  have 
effectual  control  over  the  drink  traffic  within 
such  areas,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
John  Wilson  (Govan),  Sir  Charles  Cameron^ 
Sir  Leonard  Lyell,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Dr. 
Clark,  Mr.  Birrell,  and  Mr.  Angus  Sutherland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  82.] 

^      SALC     OF     INTOXICATING     LIQUORS 
\  (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Thomas  Lea,  Bill  to  amend 
the  La\r  relating  to  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
Liquors  in  Ireland  on  Saturday  and  Sunday  ; 
and  tor  other  purposes  connected  therewith, 
ordered  to  be  brou<;ht  in  by  Sir  Thomas  Lea, 
Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  Mr.  Johnston,  Mr.  Jordani 
Colonel  Saunderson,  Mr.  J.  F.  X,  O'Brien,  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  Pinkerton,  Mr,  O'Neill,  Mr. 
Diamond,  Mr.  Arnold- Forster,  Mr.  Webb,  Mr. 
William  Kenny,  and  Mr.  Kennedy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  83.J 
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PLUXBEBS'  REGISTRATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Knowles,  Bill  for  the 
National  Registration  of  Plumbers,  ordered  to 
be  broagfat  in  by  Mr.  Knowlcfi,  Sir  Algernon 
Borthwick.  Earl  ComptoHf  Mr.  Dixon,  Dr. 
Farquharson,  Mr.  Bowen  Rowlands,  and  Mr. 
Sexton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  iirst  time.  [Bill  84.] 

TRAXWATS  AND   PUBLIC  COMPANIES 

(Ireland)  ACT  (1883)  amendment  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  TuUy,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 
Trunways  and  Public  Companies  (Ireland) 
Art,  1S83,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
TdlT.  Mr.  Knox,  Sir  Thomas  Esmonde,  Mr. 
ftonck  M'Hugh,  and  Mr.  M'GUligan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  85.] 

PiRX    servants'    holiday    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  K&pier,  Bill  for  proyiding 
ihtotory  Holidays  and  Half-Holirlays  for  Farm 
8emnt»  and  Agricultural  Labourers  in  Scot- 
W,  onlered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Nai)ier 
nd  br.  Clark. 

Bill  presented,  and  reatl  first  time.  [Bill  86.] 

DERELICT  VESSELS  (rEPORTS)  BILL. 

Oa  Motion  of  Mr.  Macdona,  Bill  for  the  re- 
|ORiag  to  and  publication  by  Lloyd's  of  in- 
ttUigeDce  as  to  Derelict  Vessels  on  the  high 
■fc  Qvdered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Macdona, 
fe  Horier,  Sir  Edward  Harland,  Mr.  WolflF, 
Xr.  AUian  Gibbs,  Mr.  Round,  Mr.  Havclock 
lOhon,  and  Mr.  Penn. 

Bai  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  87.] 

BISHOPRIC    OF  BRISTOL   ACT  (1884) 

AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Oa  Motion  of  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Bill 
totnend  "The  Bishopric  of  Bristol  Act,  1884," 
oidererltobe  brought  in  bv  Sir  Micliael  Hicks- 
Beach  and  Sir  Edwartl  Hill. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  88.] 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  wished  to   ask 
whether   it  was  not  competeat  for  him 
DOW  to   introduce    liis    Bill  with  other 
boD.   Members,  he  having  given  notice 
of    the     Bill     on     Monday,     and     his 
name   appearing   in    the    Ballot  ?      He 
Qodei^tood  from  the  arrangement  come 
to  between  the  Leader  of  the  House  and 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  that  notice 
given  on  Monday  would  be  good,  and  ou 
the  faith  of  that  understanding  he  did  not 
repeat  his  notice,  but  his  name  appeared 
in  the  Ballot,  and  he  respectfully  sub- 
mitted that  he  had  a  right  to  bring  in  his 
Bill  now. 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  No,  I 
think  not.  The  hon.  Member  must  give 
fresh  notice,  as  ho  omitted  to  take  the 
Decessary  step. 


ORDERS   OF   THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair." 

NAVAL  AND  MILITARY  DEFENSIVE 
PREPARATIONS. 

RESOLUTION. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 

of  Dean)  :  I  rise  to  call  attention  to  the 

close  relation  which  should  exist  between 

our   Naval   and  our  Military  defensive 

preparations,  and  to  move — 

"  That  this  Hoiwe,  before  voting  supplies  for 
the  maintenance  of  Military  establishments  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  seeks  an  assurance  from 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  the  Estimates 
for  that  purpose  submitted  to  it  are  framed 
upon  consideration  of  the  necdn  of  possible  war 
by  Hca  and  land,  and  upon  a  consideration  of 
aOvice  tendered  in  that  behalf  by  such  Officer 
of  each  Service  as  is  fitted  to  command  in  war 
Her  Majesty's  forces  of  that  Service." 

If  the  Statement  of  the  Secretary  for 
War,  which  was  issued  yesterday,  had 
been  of  the  character  of  the  Statement 
issued  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
to  us  yesterday,  there  would  not  have 
been  any  reason  for  making  much  of  a 
statement  in  support  of  the  Motion, 
which  might  have  been  allowed  in  that 
case  to  stand  by  itself.  But  the  State- 
ment of  the  Secretary  for  War  is  not 
in  the  nature  of  the  Statement  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  The  State- 
ment of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
lays  down  principles  with  regard  to  the 
management  of  the  Navy  for  this  year, 
and  to  some  extent  for  the  future,  and  is 
based  upon  a  clear  and  fresh  considera- 
tion of  the  needs  of  the  country — a  con- 
sideration which  may  be  wise  or  un- 
wise, which  may  have  produced  results  of 
which  we  may  approve  or  disapprove,  but 
which  we  cannot  discuss  now — but,  at  all 
events,  it  is  a  Statement  which  shows  a 
full  and  fresh  consideration  of  the  needs 
of  the  country  with  regard  to  naval 
defence  pure  and  simple  taken  by  itself. 
But  the  Statement  issued  by  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  is  not  like  that  Statement : 
it  is  a  Statement  rather  in  the  old  groove, 
I  regret  to  say,  and  a  Statement  which  is 
generally  marked  by   that  optimist  view 
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as  to  the  defensive  position  of  the  country 
which  is  held  and  defended  with  great 
ability  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  War.  When  I  speak  of 
the  Statement  as  being  optimist,  I  wish 
to  repeat  what  I  said  on  the  War 
Estimates  last  year  as  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  immense  popularity  in  this 
House  based  upon  his  ability  ;  but  how- 
ever much  we  may  admire  him  we  must 
recognise  in  him  a  very  strong  supporter 
of  the  existing  system  of  War  Office 
administration.  [Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
NERMAX  dissented.]  We  have  to  judge 
him  by  results.  We  cannot  base  any 
statements  upon  private  conversations 
or  opinions  ;  we  have  to  judge  him  by 
his  policy.  His  policy  is  essentially  on 
the  old  lines,  with  a  small  and  gradual 
improvement  made  from  year  to  year,  no 
doubt,  but  essentially  on  the  old  lines.  To 
illustrate  what  I  have  to  say — and  nt  is 
the  only  illustration  I  will  give — the  only 
statement  which  I  will  allow  myself  to 
make  in  detail  concerns  what  is,  after  all, 
the  main  paragraph  in  the  Statement,  the 
one  which  to  the  public  will  convey  the 
impression  that  all  is  for  the  best  in  this 
best  of  all  possible  worlds.  It  is  in  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  Report  which  was 
printed  which  will  strike  the  public  eye. 
After  a  formal  paragraph  which  appears 
each  year,  comparing  the  numbers  of  the 
Army  with  the  numbers  last  year,  and 
giving  the  reasoDS  for  any  change,  the  next 
relates  to  recruiting,  and  that  paragraph 
appears  to  state  that  nothing  could  be 
more  satisfactory  than  the  present  con- 
dition of  recruiting.  I  give  that  as  an 
illustration — that  the  statement  is  an 
optimistic  statement,  because  this  para- 
graph, when  carefully  read,  contains  the 
words  **  for  a  time."  It  states  that  the 
establishments  were  so  full  on  January 
1st,  1893,  that  it  was  found  possible 
for  a  time  to  dispense  with  special 
enlistments.  But,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  no  later  than  the  Spring 
of  1893  special  enlistments  had  to  be 
resorted  to  again,  because  the  Recruiting 
Returns  had  fallen  off  considerably.  I 
wish  to  avoid  details,  because  we  have 
discussed  them  a  good  deal  on  former 
occasions,  and  not  much  good  has  come 
of  it.  It  seems  to  mc  that  there  is  more 
likelihood  of  effecting  a  real  change  of 
the  military  and  naval  conditions  of  the 
country  by  looking  at  the  large  principles 
which  lie  at  the  root  of  the  systems.     The 
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Secretary  for  War  shook  his  head  when 
I  said  that  he  is  optimistic  ;  but  certainly  I 
gathered  last  year  in  his  speech  upon  the 
Estimates,  and  I  gather  from  the  State- 
naent  which  he  has  placed  before  the 
House,  that  he  is  generally  satisfied 
with  the  present  condition  of  the  Army. 
But  there  are  few  persons  who  have 
been  connected  with  the  Army,  not  as 
Secretary  of  State^  who  are  satisfied 
with  its  general  condition.  I  *  quoted 
last  year  pretty  fully  the  opinion 
publicly  expressed  by  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  Generals,  who,  perhaps, 
more  than  any  other  man,  has  the  public 
ear  on  such  questions — I  mean  Lord 
Wolseley.  I  quoted  fully  his  statements 
made  at  a  time  when  he  was  largely  respon- 
sible for  the  administration  of  the  Army, 
and  I  am  not  aware  that  any  changes 
have  been  made  since  that  date  which 
have  affected  the  essential  truth  of  those 
opinions.  Lord  Wolseley  represents  the 
War  Office,  and,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
administration  at  home.  But  what  is 
the  view  of  the  other  great  branch  of  the 
Service  connected  with  the  Indian  Army  ? 
Can  it  be  said  that  those  who  have 
practically  handled  that  branch  of  our 
Army,  of  which  we  are  most  proad, 
are  supporters  of  the  present  state  of 
things  ?  It  is  a  well-known  fact  that 
those  who  have  advised  tiie  Government 
of  India  for  many  years  past  on  military 
affairs  hold  the  strongest  views  against 
the  existing  administration  of  the  Army, 
and  I  think  that  no  one  who  knows  the 
facts  will  contradict  the  st-atement  which 
I  will  make,  in  as  summarised  a  form  as 
possible,  of  what  their  views  are  with 
regard  to  that  administration.  Those 
views  are — that  the  last  state  of  the 
Home  Army  is  worse  than  the  first,  and 
that  no  public  company  or  private  firm 
can  afford  to  conduct  its  business  on 
such  a  basis.  When  we  consider  that  there 
is  an  expenditure  on  defence  of  the  British 
Empire  of  £53,000,000  st -rling-  a  year 
in  the  cheapest  years,  and  £58,000,OOCX 
in  the  dearest  years,  and  that  this  year 
we  are  increasing  our  expenditure  by  more 
than  £3,000,000  sterling  on  one  branch, 
of  our  defence  it  is  impossible  to  say 
that  the  defects  alleged  by  those  high 
authorities  result  from  the  machine  hevag  , 
run  too  cheaply.  Those  who  have  ad-  j 
vised  the  Indian  Government  for  sointf 
years  past  believe  there  is  still  enormous 
work  to  be  done  before  we  can  convert 
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and  homogeneous  fighting  orgnnidm.** 

'^A  Railway  Board  makes  it  its  business  to 
•elect  as  General  Manager  of  the  line  a  man 
who  not  only  commands  resi)cct  and  can  enforce 
obedience,  but  is  an  cxjiert  in  the  various 
bnuiches  of  railway  ailministration  which  it  is 
his  duty  to  suiiervise  ;  and  similarly  the  respon- 
ttble  professional  adviser  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  whether  he  be  callcil  Comman«!cr- 
in  Chief,  Chief  of  the  Staff,  or  by  any  other  title, 
sboaM  be  a  man," 

to   quote    Lord    Randolph    ChurchilPs 
vords, 

*rf  military  training,  military  experience,  and 
military  eminence/' 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  When  did 
I  use  those  words  ? 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :    In  the  special 
Hemorandum  attnoiied  to  the  Report  of 
the   Hartington     Commission.       Those 
words  mav  be  adopted  bv  mvself  as  re- 
firdi!  tiie    last   part  of  my    Rcsolntion. 
The  noble  Lord  showed  by  his  also  some- 
whit  optimistic  speech  last  year  that  Iio, 
rince  he  h;is  been  relieved  of  the  cares 
of  Office,  has  to  some  extent  modified  his 
views ;  but  I  prefer  to  go  to  the  views 
ke  held    when    he  was   in  some  degree 
Rspoodibie  for  the  administration  of  the 
Army.     Hesitles  tiiese  opinions  we  have 
Ae  tremendous    indictment    broujjht  l)v 
we  Hartington  Commission,  which  was 
>■  absolute  condemnation  of  the  existin^j: 
Birliury   system.     As   there   were    upon 
All  Commission  three   f^entlemen   who 
l*i  filled    the    Office   of    Secretary   of 
State  for    War,   one   General    from  the 
^ir  Office,  one  Admiral,  with  scarcely 
wy  outside  opinion,  we  must  ask  whether 
ance  the  date  of  that  Report   there  lias 
Wo  any  change    in   the  system  which 
t^  in  any  way  modify  the  conclusions 
•t  which  tlie  Commission   arrived  ?     I 
^not  know  of  any  which  can  be  held  to 
|«nw)ve  in  any  degree  the  anxiety  aroused 
^the  public  mind  by  the  statements  to 
^W  I  have  referred.     Some  years  ago 
^  military   system   was    supposed    on 
P*per  to  give    the  country  eight  Army 
^^.    Then  the  estimate  was  reduced 
^  five  Army  Corps,  then  two,  and  then 
^  Mid  eventually,  when  more  closely 
*^iueil,    it   has   dropped    to   a  single 
J^iaion  of  20,000  men  for  foreign  service. 
^^  »re  largely  iacrcasiug  this  year  our 
^peiiditure  ou  the  Navy.    With  regard  to 
I'^^Navy,  we  know  the  results  we  obtain 
^OQrexpeiMliture;  we  find  them  in  atan- 
I'Wefonn.  We  know  by  the  improvements 
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this  army  at  home  into  a    "  serviceable  I  which  have  been  made  in  the  last  few 

years  in  our  system  of  mobilisation,  that 
although  there  may  be  defects  and  draw- 
backs as  regards  the  construction  and 
manning  of  our  fleets,  we  get  value  for 
our  money,  whereas  as  regards  the  Army 
we  do  not  get  it.  In  India,  we  get  a 
good  but  a  small  Army — for  which  India 
pay  a  very  full,  and,  as  she  thinks,  an 
excessive  rate — and  at  home  we  get  an 
altogether  intangible  force,  arrived  at  ou 
paper  by  adding  together  items,  which 
is  not  homogeneous  in  its  character,  and 
not  in  any  sense  an  Army  comparable 
with  the  Armies  of  the  smallest  Foreign 
Powers  in  organisation,  with  a  view  to 
war.  There  has  not  been  any  improve- 
ment since  the  crushing  Report  of  Lord 
Ilartington's  Commission.  There  has, 
of  course,  been  an  automatic  increase  in 
our  Reserves — and  that  is  the  one  good 
fact  about  our  jireseut  system — so  that 
there  are,  roughly  speaking,  80,000  men 
available  ;  but  this  Reserve  differs  from 
the  Reserve  of  anv  other  conntrv  in  the 
world  in  times  of  peace,  because  although 
some  steps  have  latterly  been  taken  to 
see  that  the  men  reallv  exist,  and  that 
they  are  occasionally  practised  in  the 
handling  of  arms,  the  Reserve  is  not 
called  out,  as  are  the  Reserve-^  of  every 
other  Power  in  the  world,  and  incorpo- 
rated with  the  Forces,  and  made  to  take 
part  in  manoeuvres.  Therefore,  in  the 
modern  sense,  it  is  not  a  true  Reserve, 
although  it  is,  no  doubt,  a  very  useful 
force.  We  know  that  the  number  of 
our  guns  is  still  extremely  low  as  com- 
pared with  what  other  countries  get  for 
their  money  ;  and  our  field  artillerv  and 
cavalry  are  less  adequately  supplied  with 
horses  than  are  other  Pow(jrs,  and  we 
still  avoid  manoeuvres  on  a  large  seale, 
as  practised  by  otber  Powers,  simply  on 
account  of  the  cost.  We  are  called  upon 
to-night  to  pass  the  Vote  for  Men  and 
the  Vote  for  Pay.  The  Vote  for  the 
number  of  men  and  the  first  Vote  for 
the  Na^y  that  will  be  taken  on  Monday 
are  really  the  foundation  of  the  whole 
system  of  our  defence.  The  responsibi- 
lity that  falls  upon  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  voting  these  two  items,  the 
number  of  men  for  the  Army  and  Navy, 
is  a  very  heavy  one,  which  they  share 
with  the  Cabinet  who  present  the  Esti- 
mates to  the  House.  It  is  a  responsibi- 
lity which  ought  to  imply  an  amount 
of  care  and  consideration  by  the  Govcru- 
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ment  who  submit  the  joint  Estimates  |  than  a  machioe  for  those  little  wars 
which  there  is  much  reason  to  believe  where  a  few  thousand  men  are  required, 
they  do  not  receive.  I  wish  to  know 
whether  the  Governncent  present  these 
Estimates  as  representing  the  least  but 
still  what  is  suflicient  for  the  needs  of 
the  country  for  the  next  12  months,  not 
only  for  the  protection  of  the  home 
country  and  the  Empire,  but  for  the  pro- 
tection of  our  trade  in  all  parts  of  the 
world  ?  That  is  what  these  two  items  ought 
to  mean.  Do  they  mean  this  ?  Is  it  the 
case  that,  so  far  as  human  foresight  can 
provide,  the  Government  have  thought 
out  afresh,  as  is  their  duty,  the  naval  and 
the  military  needs  of  the  country  ?  They 
have  had  some  pressure  put  upon  them 
in  this  House — perhaps  they  would  have 
done  it  without  that  pressure,  and  I  do 
not  want  to  raise  controversy  with  regard 
to  that — but  they  have  been  brought  to 
a  careful  and  full  consideration  of  the 
naval  needs  of  the  country.  Have  they 
entered  into  any  similar  consideration 
with  regard  to  the  military  needs  of 
the  country?  Have  they  entered  into 
any  joint  consideration  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  as  to  the  share  of  expenditure 
which  ought  to  be  devoted  to  the  two 
Services  ?  That  is  what  I  doubt.  There 
can  be  no  doubt,  I  think,  that  these 
considerations  involve  something  more 
than  the  mere  thought  by  the  Secretary 
for  War  of  what  should  be  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  particular  Service.  That 
is  not  enough.  I  want  to  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  pre- 
pared to  tell  us,  not  for  himself  but  for 
his  colleagues  and  the  Cabinet  as  a  whole, 
whether  they  have  thought  out  these 
questions  ?  Is  he  prepared  to  say  that 
the  number  of  men  and  tiie  particular 
sums  of  money  asked  for  in  the  Army 
Estimates  are  both  sufficient  and  the  best 
possible  ?  The  question  that  lies  be- 
hind is  whether  the  Cabinet  are  satis- 
fied that  in  the  Army  as  well  as  in 
the  Navy  wo  get  full  value  for  the 
money  we  spend,  that  there  is  no  waste 
that  is  preventable,  and  that  we  are 
furnished  for  our  enormous  expenditure 
with  something  like  a  model  Army, 
and  an  Army  fit  for  war  ?  It  must  be 
remembered  that  we  have  been  too  much 
in  the  habit  of  regarding  Army  Esti- 
mates as  a  sort  of  luxury,  as  something 
which  provide  us  for  a  large  expenditure 
with  a  toy  instead  of  a  machine  for 
war.     But  unless  it   is   something   more 
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and  unless  it  is  sufficient  for  the  needs  of 
modern  war,  certainly  we  ought  not  to 
go  on  year  after  year  discussing  these 
Estimates  without  inquiry.  It  may  be 
the  case — I  do  not  wish  to  raise  the 
ire  of  any  military  Member  of  this  House 
— it  may  be  the  case  that,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  that  portion  of  our  Army  which 
meets  our  needs  for  India,  cither  actual 
or  prospective,  it  would  be  cheaper  and 
better  for  this  country  to  spend 
vastly  more  than  we  do  upon  the 
Navy  and  less  upon  the  Army. 
What  I  want  to  know,  and  what  the 
Cabinet  in  framing  their  Estimates  ought 
to  know,  is  this  :  are  the  proposals  before 
the  House  those  which  alone  are  capable 
of  securing  the  safety  of  the  country  and 
of  the  Empire  ?  There  is  some  evidence, 
1  think,  that  the  customary  mode  of  pro- 
posing to  the  House  two  separate  sets 
of  Estimates  which  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  one  another,  with  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  sitting  on 
that  Bench  and  proposing  one  set  one 
day,  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
coming  down  and  proposing,  on  the 
authority  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, another  set  on  another  day — 
there  is  some  reason  to  suppose  that  that 
long  customary  plan  is  not  a  plan  which 
would  be  likely  to  give  you  that  joint 
and  general  consideration  of  our  defensive 
condition  which  we  really  want.  W^ho 
controls  these  two  gentlemen  and  allocates 
between  them  the  expenditure  of  the 
year  ?  The  House  of  Commons,  no 
doubt. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  The  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  The  noble  Lord 
has  been  Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer 
himself;    but  we  cannot   go — it   is  im- 
possible for  us  to  go,  because  of  the  obli- 
gation of  the  Privy  Council  oaths — into 
the   question   of   what   happens    in   tlie 
Cabinet  when  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  come  with  their  Estimates.     As  I 
have  said,  the  noble  Lord  has  been  Chan*- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer.     I  was  going  to 
ask  him  whether  he  thought  the  circnm*  ' 
stances  of  the  consideration  of  the  Esti* 
mates  in  the  year  in  which  he  resigned  and: 
the  reasons  which  led  to  his  resignation^ 
— whether  he  thinks  that  is  a  satisfactorjT^ 
manner  of  transacting  the  joint  considei*^ 
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tion  of  the  Army  and  Navy  needs  of  the 
coantrj,  whicb  he  seems  to  tell    us   is 
secured  by  the  existing  system  ?     I  will 
not  trouhle  the  noble  Lord,  however,  for 
a  reply.    I  prefer  to  take  the  Leader  of 
the  Party  opposite  as  stating  the  views 
of  the  Party,  and   he   has,  to  the  full, 
contirmed  the  doubts   which   I,  for  one, 
very  heavily  entertained  before  as  to  the 
pre^nt    system    of     administration    as 
between    the   two   Departments.      The 
Leader  of    the    Opposition   thinks    the 
present   system    is    not   satisfactory ;    it 
does  not  give  us  that  which  we  certainly 
onglitto  receive — the  full  and  joint  cou- 
sideration  of  these  double  means  of  our 
defenee,  a  proper  allocation  of  money  as 
between  these  two  Services  and  proper  con- 
troi.  The  control  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  a  Treasury  control,  a  con- 
trol in   which,   if  he  does   his  duty    as 
^niiau  of  the  public   purse,    his  first 
CDOMileration   is   for  economy,  and  that 
cootrul  from  time  to  time,  if  he  is  deal- 
iDf— as  he  is  not  in  the  present  case — 
with  a  weak  man,  would  enable  him  to 
secure  economy  at  the  expense  of  efli- 
deocv  in  the  loner  run.     The  mere  control 
w  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  can- 
Boi  be  a  satisfactory  control  as  regards 
the  efficiency   of  the   Services.      And, 
aeain,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
luL«  Dot  military   and   naval,   still   less 
j»iDtly  military  and  naval,  experts  behind 
liim  to  tell  him  what  particular  items  are 
D«e8!»ary  for  the  Public  Service.     If  he 
objectii    to    the    Estimate)    for    coaling 
ttations,  say,  it  is  on  the  ipse  dixit  of  a 
particular  civilian,  and  not  one  who  has 
got  responsible  authority  behind  him  to 
adrLse  him  on  the  subject.     The  Leader 
^  the  Opposition  has  fully  confirmed  the 
doohts  which  existed  in  my  mind,  and 
eonfirmed  the  statements  of  the  llarting- 
ton  Conmiission,  so  often  quoted  by  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast,  who  has  done 
foch  good  service  in  calling  attention  to 
these  matters.     We  come  to  the  consi- 
^tion  of  what  is  the  remedy,  because, 
•t  coarse,  year  after  year  we  have  had 
gnmbliug  in  this    House — not  perhaps 
^  previous  occasions  at  the  whole  defen- 
*ive  position  of  the  country,  but  at  first 
<Me  Service,  and  then  the  other,  for  not 
^obg  this  or  that,  or  for  not  giving  us 
'•Ine  for  our  money.      We,  of   course, 
^v«  to  face  the  public  with  the  fact  that 
^British  Empire  spendB  a  great  deal 
>ore  on  defensive  Services    than  any 


Empire  in  the  world.  We  are  spending 
from  £53,000,000  to  £58,000,000  ster- 
ling a  year  on  these  Services.  It  is 
chiefly  in  this  country  and  India  that  we 
are  S[)euding  these  fabulous  sums,  and 
the  inhabitants  generally  are  beginning 
to  doubt  whether  a  business  management 
for  the  whole  of  the  defensive  Services 
of  the  Empire,  with  one  plan,  one  scheme, ' 
one  responsibility,  would  not  give  them 
better  value  for  their  money  than  they 
get  at  the  present  time.  What  is  the 
remedy  ?  The  remedy  suggested  by  the 
Ilartingtou  Commission  for  the  particular 
question  was,  I  fear,  rather  a  feeble  one, 
Thev  recommended  a  certain  amount  of 
intercommunication  between  the  Services, 
but  General  Sir  Henry  Brtickenbury — 
who  is  now  in  India — objected  to  the 
particular  measure,  as  he  thought  it 
altogether  inadequate.  He  was  the 
military  Member  of  that  Commission, 
and  the  Admiral  who  was  on  the  Com- 
mission also  objected  to  the  particular 
measure  proposed.  Very  little  has  been 
done  upon  these  lines.  A  sort  of  Joint 
Committee  exists  ;  but  I  think  it  is  clear 
from  the  speech  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  and  from  little  revelations  in 
the  semi-official  handbook  to  the  British 
Army  recently  published,  that  that  Com- 
mittee does  not  deal  with  what  may  be 
called  Cabinet  responsibility,  that  joint 
responsibility  for  the  Services  for  Im- 
perial defence.  Here  1  am  speaking 
what  is  mere  gossip ;  it  may  be  idle 
rumour.  These  matters  are  somewhat 
secret,  but  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
late  Government  for  a  time  established 
a  Defence  Committee  of  the  Cabinet.  I 
believe  that  that  Defence  Committee  had 
not  permanent  direct  advisers,  or  records 
for  its  successors  who  were  to  come  after 
it.  Of  course,  a  mere  Committee  from 
time  to  time  of  the  Cabinet  may  be  a 
useful  thing  ;  but,  unless  you  give  it 
more  formal  consecration  by  the  official 
system  of  the  country,  it  cannot  be 
vouched  to  this  House  with  any  great 
weight  or  authority,  and  it  requires  a 
more  firm  place  in  our  defence  and  eco- 
nomic system  than  it  has  occupied  up  to 
the  present  to  be  of  real  use.  At  the 
present  moment  it  has  not  had  any 
serious  effect.  It  may  have  done  some- 
thing with  regard  to  naval  matters,  but 
as  regards  the  work  of  the  administra- 
tion or  the  particular  form  of  the  Army 
Estunates,  or  the  proposals  made  to  us 
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for  the  Military  Service,  I  do  not  think 
that  Committee  has  had  any  effect. 
Indeed,  the  extraordinary  similarity  of 
the  Army  Estimates  from  year  to  year 
shows  that  there  has  not  heen  any  serious 
or  fresh  consideration  of  military  ques- 
tions. Now,  Sir,  what  we  all  want  is 
the  same  thing — namely,  real  responsi- 
bility of  the  Cabinet.  Those  who  are 
nominally  responsible  we  want  to  make 
really  responsible  for  the  advice — say 
to-night  or  on  Monday — they  give  to  the 
House.  We  do  not  want  to  feel  we  are 
merely  acting  on  the  advice  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  Bench,  but  on 
the  responsible  opinion  of  the  Cabinet  as 
a  whole.  The  Cabinet  must  obtain  the 
best  advice  possible.  I,  for  my  part, 
should  prefer  that  the  advice  should  be 
concentrated  for  each  Service,  because  I 
think  it  is  far  more  responsible  advice  if 
it  comes  mainly  on  the  responsibility  of 
Sk  single  man  as  regards  the  Army  and 
Navy  respectively  than  if  you  dispersed 
it  among  a  great  number  of  people, 
because  if  you  disperse  the  responsibility 
it  is  not  real.  What  you  want  to 
^et  is  some  person  who  is  really  respon- 
sible for  the  time  being  to  his  chief.  As 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  form  in  this  matter 
is  immaterial.  There  have  been  times 
when  perhaps  there  might  have  been  at 
the  head  of  affairs  those  who  had  a  very 
strong  constitutional  inability  to  face  the 
very  painful  facts  connected  with  the 
modern  situation  as  regards  dangers  to 
this  country,  which  have  made  it  un- 
desirable either  that  the  whole  Cabinet 
or  the  Prime  Minister  in  particular 
should  have  this  responsibility  specially 
laid  upon  him.  I,  for  my  part,  wish  to 
disavow,  on  behalf  of  those  who  give 
attention  to  these  matters,  and  think  it 
our  duty  to  do  so,  anything  like,  by  think- 
ing of  war,  being  suspected  of  being  less 
anxious  for  peace,  or  less  afraid  of  the 
<»nsequeuces  of  war,  or  more  willing  to 
incur  them  than  other  people.  There  is  no 
member  of  the  Peace  Society  in  this  House 
who  has  a  more  earnest  desire  for  peace 
than  1  have.  I  have  seen  something  of 
war,  and  those  who  have  seen  war,  1  am 
sure,  would  be  the  last  who  would  desire 
to  promote  a  warlike  policy.  But  it 
seems  to  uie  the  first  duty  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  lay  this  responsibility 
upon  the  political  personages  ;  and  who- 
ever may  be  those  charged  with  the 
Oovernmentof  this  country,  they  are  the 
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proper  persons  to  be  responsible  to  thii 
House  for  the  advice  they  give.  Then 
is,  at  the  present  moment,  an  exhibitioi 
taking  place  in  London,  in  which  a  young 
Scotchman,  who  is  almost  worthy  to  be 
ranked  w^ith  Rembrandt,  has  portrayec 
the  horrors  of  war  in  a  way  that  is 
accepted  by  us  all.  A  horrible  anc 
squalid  but  pompous  spectre  is  repre- 
sented stalking  across  the  picture 
beating  with  one  hand  a  great  drum 
whilst  with  a  flaming  torch  in  the  othei 
he  is  setting  fire  to  the  dwellings  of  the 
people.  We  all  hate  war,  and  there  is 
no  man  who  hates  it  more  than  I  do. 
But  to  hate  it  ought  not  to  drive  us  tc 
refuse  to  consider  it.  The  whole  oi 
this  enormous  expenditure  of  ours,  by 
far  the  largest  single  branch  of  our  ex- 
penditure, is  worthless  and  useless  ex- 
penditure altogether  unless  it  is  ai 
absolutely  reliable  insurance  against  the 
dangers  of  war  ;  and  I  do  not  think  auj 
man  who  watches  the  foreign  policy  of 
this  country,  however  prudently  con- 
ducted, can  doubt  that  many  of  these 
dangers  have  increased  and  gathered 
in  a  kind  of  network  wlrich  has  been 
drawn  tighter  during  the  last  few 
years  than  for  a  great  many  years  before, 
I  know  some  people  in  this  House 
are  under  the  impression  that  I  am  abso- 
lutely connected  with  one  particular  font 
of  remedy  which  has  been  associated  with 
my  name  in  the  public  Press,  and  I  wish  tc 
say  that  form  in  this  matter  is  immaterial 
I  have  stated  what  I  want  to  secure,  an<] 
I  will  put  two  or  three  different  ways  ol 
securing  it  which  very  often  would  come 
to  the  same  thing.  What  I  ventured  tc 
suggest  at  first  was  that  the  Prime 
Minister  should  be  brought  to  take  mon 
personal  concern  in  the  defence  of  the 
country  than  is  the  case  at  the  presem 
time ;  that  he  should  consider  himseL 
mainlj  responsible  for  the  joint  con- 
sideration of  the  whole  defence  proposals 
that    he  should    hear   the    Secretarv  foi 

• 

War,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
and  their  advisers  if  he  is  doubtful,  ant 
that  they  together,  more  seriously  thai 
has  been  the  case  in  the  past,  should  g( 
into  the  difficulties  of  the  problem,  and  he 
should  then  advise  with  them  as  to  the 
Estimates.  It  was  pointed  out  to  mc 
that  sometimes  there  might  be  a  Prime 
Minister  who  would  have  a  special  dis- 
like to  the  question,  and  any  such 
meeting  might  become  a  form,  and  mean 
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tion  of  the  Cabinet.  There  are  some 
Members  of  this  House  who  think  because 
of  recent  events  that  I  must  entirely 
differ  from  the  present  Prime  Minister. 
There  are  questions  on  which  I  do  not 
•grec  with  him,  such  as  those  about 
Egjpt  and  the  annexation  of  Uganda, 
but  I  am  certain  that  our  present  Prime 
Minbter  can  l)e  trusted  with  this  respou- 
abilitj,  and  if  he  would  take  it  upon 
himgelf,  and  let  the  country  know  that 
he,  from  time  to  time,  would  thoroughly 
go  into  this  question  with  those  primarily 
responsible  to  this  House,  the  House 
wooU  have  confidence  that  a  great  deal 
IttB  been  gained  for  the  joint  considera- 
tion  of  this  military  and  naval  expeudi- 
toe.  But  something  more  is  needed,  and 
thae  was  another  suggestion  made — 
^t  a  Defence  Minister,  a  Minister  who 
Aould  represent  the  Army  and  Navy, 
•bould  be  the  person  charged  specially 
with  the  responsibility  to  this  House. 
Thit  duggestiou  was  made  many  years 
•go.  It  is  the  practice  of  all  the  Austra- 
Btt  Colonies  who,  although  they  have 
the  management  of  defences  on  a  much 
waller  scale,  nevertheless  admirably 
■»»ge  that  particular  defence  witli 
'hicfa  they  are  charged.  It  will  be  the 
P^  adopted  under  the  Federal  Consti- 
™n  of  Australasia  for  the  defence  of 
-aostralafcia.  That  plan  has  been  sug- 
gested for  us.  It  was  proposed  to  the 
Htftingtou  Commission  by  the  Member 
for  South  Paddiugton,  and  the  Comniis- 
«on  voted  against  it.  I  do  not  think 
the  reasons  for  deciding  against  it  are 
*tidactorv  or  conclusive  reasons. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :    I  did  not 
'wommend  that. 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  I  thought  the 
nohle  Lord  did.  At  all  events,  the  pro- 
pwil  was  discussed  ))y  the  Hartington 
CooiQii^nion,  and  rejected  by  that  Com- 
Diwsion  for  reasons  which  were  inade- 
'I'ttte.  The  reason  given  agauist  it,  that 
*^  Minister  would  be  overwhelmed 
^ith  detail,  is  not^  I  think,  a  good  or 
*fi«ent  reason.  He  would  undoubtedly 
fe  orerwhelmed  with  detiiil  if  he  tried 
to  do  what  too  many  Miuisters  do  at  the 
P'^wnttime  :  if  he  tried  to  answer  everv 
^Bcstiouor  letter  of  every  Member  affect- 
um the  particular  Department  over  which 
»*  presided.  If  he  did  the  enormous 
**ount  of  detail  work  which  both  the 
pPE^ent  Fu^t  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and 


doubt  he  would  be  overwhelmed  with 
work,  and  just  as  these  two  find  it  diffi- 
cult to  get  through  their  work  in  the  day, 
so  he  would  find  it  difficult  to  get 
through  his  in  the  day,  and  would  have 
to  give  the  night  as  well.  I  am  quite 
ashamed  of  myself  when  I  have,  on  be- 
half of  a  constituent  who  is,  say,  a  Yeo- 
manry sergeant  or  something  of  the  kind, 
to  put  some  purely  personal  and  private 
matter  to  find  the  great  machinery  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  has  to  be 
brought  into  play  to  give  an  answer  in 
that  matter.  We  should  all  prefer  to 
have  them  set  free  to  attend  to  the  larger 
problem,  and  that  some  clerk  should  deal 
with  this  trifling  matter  for  us.  I  do 
believe  that  in  every  Department  of  the 
State  Ministers  do  a  large  amount  of 
unnecessary  work — unnecessary  in  the 
sense  that  other  people  could  do  it  just 
as  well — and  the  main  work  of  that 
Department  could  be  discharged  by  them 
without  the  enormous  call  upon  their 
time  and  labour  which  is  made  at  present. 
I  doubt,  therefore,  whether  the  answer 
given  by  the  Hartington  Commission 
was  altogether  a  sound  one  as  to  being 
overwhelmed  with  detail.  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  he  should  be.  I  be- 
lieve it  should  be  possible  that  a  Minister 
of  Defence  might,  in  connection  with 
great  experts  and  the  permanent  heads 
of  the  two  Departments,  having  those 
under  him  who  would  discharge  all  the 
House  of  Commons  and  the  House  of  Lords' 
work  as  regards  detail — could  discharge 
his  duties  efficiently  and  preside  over 
both  in  chief.  But  I  am  not  wedded  to 
a  particular  form.  Whether  the  Prime 
Minister  specially  undertakes  the  duty, 
whether  it  is  undertaken  bv  a  Defence 
Minister,  or  Avhethcr  the  sug<(estion  is 
adopted  which,  I  believe,  is  that  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  that  a  Defence 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet,  which  I  have 
heiird  was  instituted  bv  the  late  Go- 
vernment,  should  be  provided  with  a 
more  avowed  and  distinct  position, 
armed  with  permanent  responsible  ad- 
visers, and  eciuipped  with  records  so  as 
to  hand  over  its  work  to  those  by  whom 
they  might  be  succeeded  in  Office  — 
all  these  plans  would  come  at  the 
present  moment  to  very  much  the 
same  thing.  I  am  certain  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
would  personally  charge  himself  with  a 
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great  deal  of  this  duty,  so  that  all  the 
plans  would  produce  the  same  result. 
They  would  give  us  what  we  have  not 
at  the  present  time— that  joint  considera- 
tion of  the  defences  of  the  Empire  which 
the  necessities  and  needs  of  the  Empire 
demand,  and  which  is  also  forced  upon 
this  House,  it  seems  to  me,  by  the  great 
amount  of  money  we  at  present  spend. 
I  will  not  trouble  the  House  any  longer. 
I  believe  at  this  moment  the  House  feels, 
with  the  Army  especially,  that  on  the 
whole  question  of  defence  there  is  an 
absence  of  responsibility  to  this  House. 
Take  the  most  challenged  act  connected 
with  either  Service  of  the  last  10  years 
— the  case  of  the  reduction  of  the  Horse 
Artillery  by  the  late  Mr.  Stanhope.  In 
that  case  I  will  ask  anyone  who 
remembers  it,  and  what  was  said  against 
it  and  for  it,  how  it  was  poiuted  out  how 
short  we  were  already  in  artillery,  and 
what  reasons  there  were  for  believing 
this  country  ought  to  be  specially 
<equipped  with  artillery  as  a  means  of 
war.  All  those  who  remember  that  con- 
troversy must  be  aware  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  get  at  a  very  real  responsibility 
upon  that  occasion,  because  we  could  not 
imagiue  that  the  Secretary  of  State  him- 
self, as  an  individual,  apart  from  advice, 
would  wish  us  to  take  his  mere  ipse  dixit 
for  the  change.  On  the  other  hand,  we 
were  never  able  really  to  ascertain  who 
had  been  the  suggester  of  that  change, 
and  who  would  really  make  himself 
responsible  for  the  result.  There  is  in 
this  country  a  very  special  danger  with 
regard  to  our  whole  military  and 
naval  operations,  and  one  which  ought 
to  be  borne  specially  in  mind 
when  considering  this  great  subject.  We 
are  a  defensive  country — a  country  which 
stands  on  the  defensive.  We  are  not  a 
warlike  country  in  the  sense  in  which 
many  other  Powers  are  warlike,  which  are 
continually  considering  whether  it  may 
not  be  more  to  their  advantage  to  attack 
and  begin  the  war  by  an  attack  on 
another.  That,  from  time  to  time,  has 
been  tbe  position  in  the  last  30  years  of 
a  great  number  of  countries  in  Europe, 
each  of  which  has  been  led  by  the 
necessities  of  their  position  to  consider 
this  question.  We  are  essentially  a  de- 
fensive country  from  the  point  of  view 
of  a  great  war,  and  it  would  never  enter 
the  mind  of  anyone  that  we  should  take 
the  first  step  in  war.     We  stand  purely 
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on  the  defensive.     We  have  got  a 
deal  and,  like  rich  people,  we  want     ^< 
keep  it.     But  by  the  very  necessities    oi 
our   military    position   we  are  too  mu  <z;fa 
inclined  to  consider  what  may  be  calL^ad 
strategic  defence  as  against  a  policy    ^ 
mere  defence.      Our  policy  is  a  policy    of 
mere  defence,  but  in  strategy — if  we  w^xo 
to  go  to  war  against  our  will — we  shotmM 
have  to  follow  the  ordinary  rules  of  w^fcT- 
We  should  have  to  find  our  enemy,  atta.«3k 
him  and  reduce  him  in  the  ordinary  w^JT 
of  war.       Obviously  with  our  Army  lu 
our  small  numbers  that  can  hardly  be  e 
pected  to  be  a  land  attack.     It  must  I 
expected  to  be  a  naval  attack,  and  it  wl^U 
be  by  naval  means  we  shall  in  all  pro- 
bability have  to  reduce  our  enemies  lA 
future  war.     There  is  this  great  danger* 
If  you  look   on  this  defensive    position 
as  implying  defensive  strategy   you  fail 
into  the  danger  pointed  out  by  all  great 
writers,  you  look  upon  your  force  merely 
as  a  shield,  and  so  regarding  the  matter  yoa 
must  prepare  yourself  for  defeat,  for  ob- 
less  you  are  prepared  to  use  it  as  a  weapon 
to  parry  and  repulse,  you  cannot  canj     - 
out  even  a  defensive  policy.     That  is  a  ' 
special  danger  in  our  case.     It  points,  of   ^ 
course,  to  the  predominance  of  the  Navy 
in   our   defence,  and  as  one  who  tried    * 
some  years  ago,  when  I  first  began  to 
consider  this    matter,   to   work   on  this 
question    of    the    Army    by    itself    aa 
detached  from    the   Navy,   I  very  soon 
found  I  was  on  a  wrong  line.     The  naval 
school   point  to  the  necessary  predomi*    : 
nance  of  naval  considerations  and  to  the 
Navy  being  the  attacking  force.    I  do  not    • 
wish  in  any  way  to  interpose  these  views 
upon  others  who  may  support  me.     My   , 
main  point  is  that  I  think  I  have  esta*    ■ 
blished  a  sufficient  ground  for  anxiety  and    ; 
sufficient  call   for   remedy   to   make    it 
worth  the  while  of  the  House  to  give 
some  time  to  the  consideration  of  those 
particular  remedies  which  I  have  ventured 
to  point  out. 

•Mk.  ARNOLD-FORSTER,  who  rose 
to  second  the  Resolution,  expressed  his 
satisfaction  that  this  important  subject 
had  been  brought  forward  during  the 
tenure  of  Office  of  the  present  Secretary 
for  War,  who  was  an  official  as  open  in 
his  mind  as  regarded  military  problems 
and  fair  dealings  with  the  Army  as  any 
who  had  preceded  him  in  his  Office,  and 
even  if  they  were  not  likely  to  convince 
him  they  could  feel  that  they  were  not 
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talkiDg  in  vain,  as  they  were  appealing 
to  ft  Minister  who  showed   ho  took  a 
keen  and  lively  interest  in  the   very  im- 
portant work  of  his    Department.     He 
(Mr.  Arnoid-Forster)  had  always  found 
the  greatest  difficulty  to   he   contended 
▼ith  was  this.     People  would  say,  the 
moment  this  question  was  raised,  '^  It 
euDOt  be  as  bad  as  you  say,  because  in 
the  past,   somehow  or   other,  we   have 
•iwivg  succeeded."'     That  was  not  his 
Riding  of  the  past  history  of  our  military 
ud  naval    forces.       There    had    been 
■toy  defeats   and   many  operations   of 
w  which,  though  not  defeats,  had  been 
bilnres   from   the  point  of    view  from 
wiucli  they  were  undertaken  ;  there  had 
ben  constant  throwing  out  of  plans  and 
iulare  and  dislocation  due,  and  solciv 
ue,tothe  want  of  disorganisation  in  the 
great  Department  at  home.     As  an  in- 
naoce  of  this  he  looked  back  to  the  Pen  in- 
fffllar  War,  to  the  Crimean  War — where 
£50,000,000  sterling  were  spent   in  re- 
pairing the  errors  of  the  Department — 
and  to  many  of  those  expeditions  men- 
tioned   by   his    right  hon.    Friend.     He 
looked    back    to     the    Egyptian    Cam« 
paign     and     the     Afghan    Campaign, 
and  in  all  these  wars  there  hud  been  an 
Monnous   unnecessary  waste    of    blood 
aad  treasure,  in   consequence   not  of  a 
lack  of  courage  on  the  part  of  the  troops 
iathe  field,  but  of  want  of  organisiitiou 
in  the  Departments  at  home.     lie  had 
never  urged — as  some  people  iiad  sug- 
gested— that   when    British    sailors  and 
mldiers  found  themselves  side  by  side 
they  would  not,  owing  to   jealousy  be- 
tween  the  forces,  make  every  effort  to 
do  what  they  were  set  to  do — namely,  to 
uphold    the  honour  of  our  country  and 
obtain  the  success  of  the  war.     But  lie 
pointed    to     defects    existing,     not    as 
lietween     the     men    in     tiie    field,    but 
in     the  offices    by    whicli    our    unnics 
were     placed     in    the    field    and      our 
navie^  on    the    ocean.     Could   any   one  i 
for  a    moment  contend    that  our   niili- 
Ury  and  naval  expenditure  was  based  on 
any  reasonable  calculation  ?  The  greatest 
maritime    Power    in    the    world    spent 
£17,000,000  on  its  Navy  and  £40,000,000 
<m  lii  Army.     Could  that  cxpenditurn  be 
fca^    on    any   reasonable    and   logical 
calculation  of  the  different  duties  which 
tLu:«e  two  Forces  had  to  discharge,  and 
their  relative  positions  inmaintniuing  tbe 
defence  of  the  Empire  ?     The  fact  was 


that  the  tradition  of  the  times  of  the 
great  Continental  wars  had  been  continued 
down  to  the  present  day.  But  he  knew 
that  the  present  Secretary  for  War  had 
expresseil  the  view  that  the  time  had 
gone  by  when  this  country  could  hope  to 
engage  with  success  in  the  great  military 
struggle  of  tbe  Continent  ;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  possibility  of  this  country  taking 
part  in  such  wars  in  the  future  had 
been  utterlv  discarded.  He  contended 
that  it  was  impossible  that  this  compa- 
rison of  expenditure  between  the  Army 
and  Navy  could  be  referable  to  any  rule 
of  logic  and  reason.  Every  item  of 
naval  defence  was  far  more  costly  than 
the  corresponding  item  for  the  Army. 
There  was  no  item  in  the  Army  expendi- 
ture at  all  comparable  with  the  cost  of 
the  materiel  of  a  great  battleship.  Yet 
the  country  was  spending  three  times  as 
much  on  its  Army  as  on  its  Navy,  and  it 
had  spent  four  times  as  mucb.  He  was 
glad  to  believe  that  it  was  no  longer  the 
case  that  the  Navy  might  not  be  men- 
tioned when  tbe  Army  was  under  dis- 
cussion in  the  House.  But  he  remem- 
bered the  time  when  such  a  ruling  was 
given  ;  and  that  was  a  clear  illustration 
of  the  attitude  whicli  had  been  preserved 
with  respect  to  the  relation  of  the  two 
Services.  It  might  be  said  that  some- 
thing had  already  l>een  done,  and  that 
there  was  no  occasion  for  alarm.  He 
challenged  that  statement  point  blank. 
The  Navy  and  the  Army  existeil  for  one 
purpose  only  —  to  conduct  successful 
war  ;  and  if  they  were  not  capable  of 
fulfilling  that  purpose  they  might  as  well 
be  abolished  to-morrow.  There  was  on 
record  the  deliberate  judgment  of  the 
officials  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy,  and 
of  the  leaders  of  opinion  in  the  House, 
that  by  neither  the  Army  nor  the  Navy 
at  tbe  present  time  was  that  object 
achieved.  It  might  be  thought  that  the 
Army  was  prepared  to  conduct  those 
small  expeditious  which  had  to  be  under- 
taken from  year  to  year.  Had  all  those 
great  officers  of  State  who  were  em- 
ployed for  the  purpose  devoted  their 
attention  to  that  object  ?  No  ;  they 
had  not.  There  was  the  statement  made 
by  one  of  the  most  responsible  and 
justly-resjHJCted  members  of  the  War 
Office  Administration,  Mr.  Knox,  on 
the  very  quostion  as  to  whether  there 
was  any  provision  made  for  providing 
battalions   to    take    part  in  uiiy  cx^^v- 
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tiooaiy  force  or  a  small  war.  Mr. 
Knox  said — 

"The  provision  of  expeditionary  battalions 
to  be  sent  abroad  in  case  of  a  small  war  was  a 
point  which  certainly  was  not  worked  out  by 
Lord  Cardwell's  Committee,  and  no  plan  that 
I  know  of  has  been  worked  out  by  any  CJom- 
mittee,  or  by  the  War  Office  with  a  view  to  meet 
that  emergency." 

Therefore,  for  20  years  there  had  been 
no  attempt  to  perform  one  of  the  most 
elementary  duties  of  the  Admiralty  and 
the  War  Office.  Was  the  country  better 
prepared  for  a  war  on  a  large  scale  ?  He 
asserted  that  it  was  the  deliberate  judg- 
ment of  one  of  the  strongest  Commis- 
sions which  ever  sat  on  the  subject — 
Lord  Hartiugton^s  Commission — that  no 
attempt  had  been  made  to  establish 
settled  and  regular  communication  be- 
tween the  Services,  and  that  no  com- 
bined plan  for  the  defence  of  the  Em- 
pire in  any  given  emergency  had  ever 
been  worked  out.  It  was  typical  of  the 
present  way  of  looking  at  things 
that  the  Royal  Marines — a  force  un- 
rivalled in  the  world — were  neglected 
both  by  the  Admiralty  and  the  War 
Office.  They  were  deprived  of  their 
just  number  of  officers  and  of  promo- 
tion ;  they  were  disappointed  in  many 
ways  which  were  keenly  felt  by  officers 
and  men  ;  and  they  were  not  represented 
as  they  ought,  to  be  either  at  the  Ad- 
miralty or  the  War  Office.  Yet  the 
Royal  Marines  was  the  nucleus  of  the 
very  force  which  a  great  maritime  Em- 
pire which  had  its  pathways  on  the  ocean 
needed  to  do  its  work.  It  would  be  imper- 
tment  for  him  to  suggest  any  remalies. 
But  there  were  two  or  tliree  remedies 
which  had  something  to  recommend 
them  ;  and  any  one  could  see  that  the  pre- 
sent order  of  things  did  not,  and  could 
not,  afford  an  avenue  of  escape  from  the 
difficulties  under  which  we  labour.  What 
was  wanted,  in  the  first  place,  was  some 
arrangement  by  which  a  proper  or- 
ganisation for  war  might  be  set  on  foot. 
In  the  second  place,  there  ought  to  be 
means  by  which  the  country  could  be  in- 
formed if  such  an  organisation  did  not 
exist.  Time  after  time,  a  condition  of 
affairs  in  naval  and  military  matters  had 
been  disclosed  such  as  the  country  would 
not  have  allowed  to  continue  for  six 
weeks  if  it  had  know^n  of  it.  Time  after 
time,  naval  scares,  promoted  from  out- 
side, had  pointed   to  the   necessity    for 
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additional  expenditure  on  the  Navy. 
Lord  Northbrook  objected  to  the  plan  of 
making  a  single  officer  responsible  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  but  Lord  North- 
brook  was  the  last  person  to  speak  in 
defence  of  the  existing  system.  He 
could  remember  the  time  when  Lord 
Northbrook  stated  in  public  and  private 
that  no  expenditure  on  the  Navy  waft 
necessary,  and  that  if  £2,000,000  were 
given  to  the  Navy  he  should  not  know 
what  to  do  with  it.  He  remembered 
also  that  10  months  later  Lord  North- 
brook had  asked  for  £11,000,000  for  the 
Navy  to  enable  it  to  go  to  sea.  There 
had^  been  in  the  meantime  a  popular 
agitation  about  the  Navy  which  forced 
the  administrators  of  naval  affairs  to  take 
this  action.  The  scale  of  preparation  for 
war  was  more  adequate  in  the  Navy  than 
in  the  Army.  Nevertheless,  at  the  time  of 
the  R  ussian  scare  an  order  was  actually  sent 
to  a  distinguished  naval  officer  to  report 
on  the  best  means  available  for  the 
defence  of  our  coasts  and  the  protection 
of  the  shipping  in  the  Channel.  This 
plan,  which  ought  to  have  been  pre- 
pared months  before,  was  written  by  the 
officer  on  the  spot ;  and  the  Report  still 
existed.  This,  too,  was  in  view  of  war 
with  what  was  then  a  fourth-rate  naval 
Power.  There  was  practically  a  con- 
sensus of  opinion  among  naval  and 
military  officers  that  some  definite 
responsibility  must  be  attached  to  some 
individual  with  regard  to  the  defence  of 
the  Empire.  The  recommendation  was 
made  in  the  Report  of  Lord  Hart ington's 
Commission  that  such  a  person  should  be 
appointed,  and  appointed  for  a  sufficiently 
long  term  of  years  to  enable  him  to 
learn  his  work.  This  was  not  a  novel 
proposal.  It  was  carried  into  practice  in 
nearly  every  country  which  had  to  con- 
duct its  defence  on  a  large  scale.  It 
existed  in  Germany,  Russia,  Italy,  and 
France — the  same  result  was  aimed  at 
by  the  constitution  of  the  "  Etat 
Major,"  Parliament  was  told  certain  facts 
sometimes  on  the  responsibility  of 
Ministers,  but  what  was  stated  did  not 
represent  all  the  facts  ;  and  what  was 
wanted  was  that  Parliament  should  know 
something  in  addition  to  the  mo<lified  and 
political  view  of  defence  questions  which 
came  through  Ministers,  as,  for  example^ 
what  the  naval  and  military  officers  who 
had  to  fight  in  case  of  war  thought  of 
the  subject,  and  what  were  the  militarj 
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«od  nival  needs  of  a  given  situation.  He 
was  in  favour  of  the  proposal  of  the  right 
bon.  fiaronet    that    Parliament   Hhould 
make  it  an  absolute  sine  qua  non  that 
gome   permanent     responsible     adviser 
flhoald  be  established    whose    position 
should  be  aathoritative  as  far  as  stating 
wbt  were  the  naval  and  military  needs. 
Great  and  most  vital  as  was  the  question 
which  had  been  raised  last  year  in  con- 
nection with  Ireland,  he  was  bound  to 
aj  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  matter  which 
they  were  now  discussing  was  of  even  more 
tnnscendent  importance.      He   believed 
that  they  were  doing  their  best  to  incur 
nieh  a  disaster  by  land  and  sea  as  would 
strain  all  the  tremendous  powers  of  re- 
enperation   even  of  this  great   country. 
It  would  not  be  unworthy  the  attention 
of  the  House  if  lion.  Members  gave  their 
iapartial     judgment,      sympathy,     and 
interctjit  to  make  it  possible  that  Parlia- 
aent  should  do  longer  continue  to  pursue 
the  policy   of  appointing  Commissions. 
Thev  had  got  beyond  the  stage  of  Com- 
missioDS,  for  every  known  fiict  l>caring 
on  the  matter   had   been    accumulated. 
They   needed   some    strong    man    who 
wonld    move    in    the   matter :    and   he 
believed  the  Secretary  for  War  was  able 
iad  desirous  to  take  that    initiative  in 
tbia  movement  if  properly  supported  by 
boa.  Members,  which  if  taken  might  lead 
the  country  out  of  this  Slough  of  I)cs])on(l 
io  which  it  now   was.      lie  l)eggeil  to 
.«eeoDd  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  aild  the  words — 

"This  House,  before  voting  supplies  for  the 
Kaintenance  of  Military  establishments  in  the 
Taitetl  Kingdom,  seeks  an  assurance  from  Her 
Xftjesty^s  Government  that  the  Estimiites  for 
that  pur[in.4e  3ubmitte<l  to  it  are  frame' I  uihjii 
CTjOniderution  of  the  needs  of  {M>ssihle  wur  hy 
Ka  anil  land,  and  uiwn  a  consider.ition  of  ml  vice 
fen^Icred  in  that  belialf  by  sucli  Officer  of  each 
Service  ae;  is  fitted  to  command  in  war  Her 
Maj€»tv's  forces  of  that  Ser>'ice,"— On'/>    (\  W. 

— iozstead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
propose«]  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
(Question." 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddington, 
8.)  :  I  shall  not  follow  the  hon.  Gentle- 
mau  who  spoke  last  into  the  wide  area 
of  nsval  and  military  service  which  he 
hajs  traversed  in  the  course  of  his  s|)eech, 


and  by  doing  which  he  has  rather  led 
the  House  away  from  the  most  interest- 
ing and,  in  some  respects,  most  advanta- 
geous argument  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean 
adduced  in  his  very  comprehensive 
speech.  But  the  fact  of  the  matter  is 
that  I  do  not  think  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  quite  grasped  the  relations  of 
Parliament  to  the  Government  or  the 
relations  of  the  Government  to  Parlia- 
ment. There  is  no  real  responsibility — 
no  practical  responsibility— on  the  part  of 
the  Minister  or  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
House  ;  and,  unless  we  go  back  many 
years,  there  is  no  record  of  a  Vote  of 
Censure  upon  that  Minister,  which  would 
involve,  of  course,  the  fall  of  the  Ad- 
ministration. No  Vote  for  the  Army  or 
Navy  has  ever  been  negatived  that  I  can 
remember,  and  voting  against  the  Esti- 
mates in  any  force  is  hardly  known. 
Everything  asked  for  has  always  been 
grantetl.  I  want  to  know,  therefore,  how 
we  can  get  any  Parliamentary  control 
if  it  is  the  regular  practice  of  Parlia- 
ment to  vote  the  sums  demanded  without 
making  any  effort  to  ascertain  the  infor- 
mation on  which  the  Minister  made  his 
Statement.  We  have  never  l)een  able  to 
do  that,  and  never  shall  be  able,  so  long 
as  the  civil  nianugement  of  the  Services 
continues.  So  long  as  Ministerial  re- 
sponsibility and  naval  and  military  re- 
sponsibility are  not  directly  connected, 
and  the  Services  are  not  able  to  m.akcj 
their  opinion  officially  known^uot  only 
to  the  Minister  of  tiie  dav,  but  to  the 
Government  of  the  day,  the  House  of 
Commons  will  never  have  sufficient 
knowledge  to  enable  it  to  decide  whether 
the  Government  is  right  or  wrong  in  its 
changes  or  in  the  supplies  for  which  it 
asks.  That  has  always  been  my  belief, 
and  I  have  heard  much  of  these  matters, 
notably  on  the  Hartington  Commission. 
Members  know  little  of  that  Commission, 
because  they  have  not  seen  the  evidence, 
which  was  given  on  condition  that  it 
should  not  be  ])ublished,  and  to  read  the 
Report  without  knowing  the  evidence  is 
to  be  hampered  in  arriving  at  a  decision. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  dealt  largely 
with  certain  operations  of  the  Army,  and 
he  rather  criticised  the  military  system 
in  India.  I  can  say  on  authority  which 
I  cannot  now  name  that  the  British  tr(M)ps 
in  India  have  never  been  more  efficient 
or  more  fit  for  service  ou  the  itouXieT. 
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•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  What  I  said 
was  that  the  Army  iu  India,  though 
small,  is  admirable,  but  that  the  Indian 
Government  are  not  satisfied  with  the 
system  of  administration,  including  the 
system  of  despatch  of  troops,  its  cost  and 
efRciency* 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  The 
Indian  Government  have  always  been 
anxious  to  place  British  troops  on  a 
stronger  numerical  footing,  but  1  know 
of  no  dissatisfaction  on  the  part  of  the 
Indian  Government  with  the  system  of 
sending  out  regiments  to  India.  The 
troops  go  out  with  great  regularity  to 
India ;  they  soon  settle  down  to  the 
climate,  and  soon  l>ecomo  efficient.  Cer- 
tainly this  was  the  case  under  the  late 
Commander-in-Chief,  and  I  believe  that 
the  present  Commander-in-Chief  is  quite 
equal  to  keeping  the  troops  in  India  iu 
the  svmo  state  of  efficiency.  The 
maxim  Si  vis  pacem  para  bellum  does 
not  command  approval  if  it  means  that 
in  times  of  profound  peace,  when  it  is 
difficult  to  discern  from  what  quarter 
war  may  come,  the  country  is  to  get  into 
a  panic,  to  change  its  existing  system 
without  due  deliberation,  and  to  spend 
large  sums  of  money  without  sufficient 
thought.  I  quite  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  question  whether 
our  present  system  for  the  management 
of  the  Array  and  of  the  Navy  ought  to  be 
altered  deserves  the  serious  consideration 
of  any  Administration.  I  think  the 
object  of  any  Administration  should  be  to 
find  out  the  best  method  in  which  to 
associate  more  closely  the  professional  or 
the  military  element  with  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  civil  element,  and  until  that 
is  done  there  can  be  no  responsibility 
with  regard  to  the  administration  of  the 
War  Department  towards  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  do  not  think  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  is  ut  all  a  useful 
influence  in  controlling  the  Estimates 
of  the  War  Department,  for  there 
is  no  joint  communication  on  his 
part  with  the  Services  as  to  their  needs. 
At  any  rate,  I  have  never  heard  of  any 
organised  scheme  of  joint  communica- 
tion, although  the  adoption  of  such  a 
scheme  has  been  recommended  by  a  very 
influential  Commission.  One  great  de- 
ficiency in  the  existing  system  is  that 
Cabinets  never  get  military  or  naval  ad- 
vice directly.  I  think  that  is  the  greatest 
fault    in  our  system.      They   receive  it 
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through  the  Minister  for  War  an 
through  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
and  it  is  quite  possible  that  thos 
Ministers  may  have  opinions  of  the 
own  opposed  to  those  of  their  adviser 
That  was  the  case  with  Lord  Nortl 
brook.  The  Cabinet  never  know  the  navi 
position  uutil  there  is  a  great  outer 
Professional  opinion  never  reaches  tfa 
Cabinet  at  all.  This  is  why  I  think 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet  would  I 
rather  dangerous  ;  for  it  would  iuterpos 
a  further  obstacle  between  the  Cabiu< 
and  the  experts.  The  plan  providing  fi 
control  over  the  Services  by  a  Committ< 
of  the  Cabinet  does  not  appear  to  me 
be  satisfactory  exoept  in  some  speci 
cases.  Nor  do  I  think  that  the  Prin 
Minister  is  the  proper  man  to  have  pra 
tical  superintendence  over  the  Servic 
and  their  management.  The  Prin 
Minister  ought  to  form  his  judgment,  ; 
he  does  now,  on  the  Report  of  tl 
Ministers  responsible,  but  to  bring  hi 
into  close  and  constant  communicati< 
with  the  War  Office  and  the  Admiral 
would  interfere  with  the  ordinary  duti 
of  the  Head  of  the  Government,  and  pr 
vent  him  from  obtaining  the  acquain 
ance  he  ought  to  have  with  the  views 
the  other  Departments.  I  do  not  agr 
with  the  idea  of  a  Civil  Minister  lookii 
after  two  Departments.  The  right  ho 
Baronet  charged  me  with  having  been 
favour  of  a  Civil  Minister  to  do  this, 
never  was.  It  would  be  impossible 
have  a  Civil  Minister  to  superintend  tl 
Admiralty  and  the  War  Office  ;  it  is  n 
in  the  power  of  man  to  discharge  such 
work.  What  I  propose,  and  what  t 
more  I  think  of  it  the  more  I  favour 
the  appointment  of  a  Finance  Minist< 
who  might  be  called  Treasurer  of  t 
Army  and  Navy,  who  would  hold  a  hi| 
position,  and  be  in  constant  communic 
tion  with  the  Hejids  of  the  two  Depa: 
ments,  so  brhiging  them  into  closer  co 
ncction  than  i^j  the  case  at  present.  Tl 
official,  for  weeks  bel'ore  the  Est i mat 
are  prepared,  woahl  find  out  what  ea 
Service  required,  would  balance  the  i 
spective  claims,  and  would  ])reacnt  tot 
Cabinet  not  only  the  civil,  but  t 
military  and  naval  opinions  brouo 
before  him.  There  would  thus  be  \i\ 
ful  inter-communication  between  t 
Cabinet  and  the  professional  element.  < 
course,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exclieqi 
would  alwavs  have  his  voice  in  what  t 
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expenditare  should  be,  but  such  a  Trea- 
surer as  I  suggest  would  certeinly  have 
great  authority  with  the  Cabiuet,  before 
whom  he  would  place  what  long  and  care- 
ful iovestigations  would  show  to  be  the 
militarv  and  uaval  wants  of  tlie  couutrj. 
As  a  rule,  the  practice  of  Governments 
is  to  make  the  Estimates  of  one  year 
venr  much   like  -the   Estimates   of   the 
rear  kfore,   and  Cabinets  as  •*  rule,  I 
think,  Jo  not  give  much  consideration  to 
the  Army  and  Navy.     They  take  it  for 
grantetl  that  what  the  respective  Ministers 
say  b  right,  and  they  will  never  be  able 
to  |?et  real  information  until  naval  and 
military  responsibility  is  represented  by 
such   an    officer   as  I    have   suggested. 
Until  this    is    done    we    shall     go     on 
speodiiig   much    al>out    the   same   sums 
jearhy  year,  and  there  will  be  the  same 
annual  complaints  that  the  Services  are 
not  sufficiently   provided   for.     I    much 
wish  the   Government  would  appoint  a 
flnall  Commission — there  is  plenty  of  in- 
fonnation   ready   to  hand  —  to  examine 
into  the  schemes  suggested  and  draw  up 
I  plan.     Then    it  would  be  possible  to 
make  some  real  progress. 

Sir  G.  CHESNEV  (Oxford)  said,  the 
qnestion  they  as  Representatives  of  the 
people,  of  the  country,  and  the  guar- 
dians of  the  Public  Purse  had  to  ask 
them!^lves  was  whether  the  money 
granted  under  these  Votes  was  properly 
representwl  by  the  results  they  got. 
That  really  was  very  closely  connected 
with  the  Motion  of  the  right  lion.  Baronet, 
h  had  been  said  by  both  previous  speakers, 
and  truly  said,  that  the  whole  rnison 
d'itre  and  object  of  their  military  and 
naval  expenditure  was  for  the  purpose  of 
war.  If  that  expenditure  did  not  place 
the  Anny  and  Navy  in  a  position  adapted 
to  the  exigencies  of  war  then,  obviously, 
they  had  no  cause  to  have  either  a 
considerable  Army  or  a  powerful  Navy, 
and  the  point  he  would  subuMt  was  this — 
Did  the  House  and  the  country  get  full 
valutfor  their  monev,  lookin*'  at  the  two 
Service-i  a?  means  for  the  purposes  of 
War  r  He  would  say  at  the  outset  that 
he  ha^l  himself  the  greatest  personal  de- 
testation of  war.  lie  did  not  speak  as  a 
»lin«ro.  He  had  seen  too  much  of  war 
not  to  know  that  there  were  innumerable 
blunders  committed  in  it ;  that  a  great 
deal  de{>ended  upon  chance,  and  that 
ver)-  often  the  exertions  of  gallant 
troops  and  good  uaval  officers  were  frus- 


trated either  by  the  incompetence  of 
Generals  or  by  mal-administration  at 
home.  No  reasonable  man  could  allege 
that  these  things  could  always  be  avoided. 
They  spent  upon  the  Army  al)out 
£1 7,500,000  a  year,  apart  from  the  expen- 
diture on  the  Army  in  India.  The  House 
voted  that  sum.  How  much  of  it  could  it 
be  said  was  available  for  purposes  of  war  ? 
The  only  establishments  which  we  kept 
up  which  could  be  considered  for  pur- 
poses of  war,  either  ofTensive  or  de- 
fensive, apart  from  the  questions  of 
garrisons  and  the  Colonies,  and  of  under- 
taking petty  expeditions  and  obligations 
which  the  necessities  of  the  Empire 
imposed,  were  the  Militia,  the  Yeomanry, 
the  Volunteers,  and  the  Reserves.  These 
Services  together  cost  alwut  £2,250,000 
out  of  the  £17,500,000  total  net  expendi- 
ture. They,  therefore,  had  an  expenditure 
of  £  1 5,250,000  representing  the  normal 
peace  outlay  of  the  country.  No  doubt 
if  this  expenditure  furnish^  them  with  a 
machine  which  on  an  emergency  arising 
was  ready  to  pass  from  a  state  of  peace  to 
a  state  of  war  it  might  bo  said,  and  very 
fairly  said,  that  it  was  perfectly  justified 
by  the  objects  in  view.  But  our  Army, 
he  regretted  to  say,  was  a  peace  Army, 
and  nothing  more  than  a  peace  Army. 
It  would  require  to  be  entirely  re- 
orccanised  and  reconstituted  to  make  it 
an  Army  efficient  for  the  purposes  of 
war.  That  was  an  important  point  for 
consideration.  It  might  be  said  that 
they  had  a  powerful  Reserve.  He  was 
glad  to  know  that  the  Reserves  had  now 
been  brought  up  to  85,000  men.  He 
congratulated  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  War  Office  on  that 
satisfactory  result;  but  he  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  that 
Reserve  of  85,000  men  was  far  from  being 
a  Reserve  for  war  purposes.  All  they 
could  do  with  it  would  be,  not  to  bring 
the  Army  up  to  a  condition  at  which  it 
would  be  fit  to  make  war,  but  simply 
to  furnish  a  nucleus  upon  which  they 
might  ])roceed  to  build  up  a  military 
war  system.  He  would  explain  how  he 
arrived  at  that  conclusion.  Tlu<  House 
was  no  doubt  aware  that  our  regiments 
were  on  a  verv  attenuated  scale.  Our 
Cavalrv  regiments,  if  tliev  were  wanted 
for  active  service — as  all  militarv  men 
acquainted  with  the  subject  would  tell 
them — would  not,  after  making  the 
necessarv   deductions    thut    it  wovvlvl  \>^ 
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necessary  to  make  from  the  nominal 
strength  in  order  to  arrive  at  what  would 
be  the  strength  in  the  field,  would  not 
amount  to  more  than  250  or  300  sabres 
per  regiment — ^a  mere  handful  of  men. 
Our  Infantry  battalions,  which  were 
nominally  750  strong  after  deducting 
recruits,  sick,  depots,  and  guards,  would 
go  into  the  field  400  strong,  or  mere 
skeletons  of  corps.  A  proof  of  that 
was  to  be  found  in  the  little 
manoeuvres,  such  as  those  which  took 
place  in  Surrey  and  Hampshire.  They 
showed  how  weak  the  regiments  were. 
The  Artillery  were  probably  in  a  better 
couditiou  ;  b  it  they,  too,  were  on  an 
attenuated  scale.  On  an  outbreak  of 
war  45,000  meu  of  the  Reserve  would 
be  required  at  once  to  bring  the  regi- 
ments up  to  the  proper  strength, 
leaving  out  of  account  how  they 
were  to  keep  them  supplied  so  as 
to  make  up  for  the  waste  of  war.  That 
took  away  45,000  meu  of  the  Reserve. 
It  left  40,000,  which  would  be  required 
ou  the  outbreak  of  war  for  service  in 
India.  They  heard  a  great  deal  about 
the  efficient  state  of  the  Indian  Army. 
He  was  happy  to  think  that  it  was 
efficient — a  most  efficieut  Army  so  far  as 
it  went,  but  it  was  au  Army  entirely  on 
a  peace  footing.  It  was  an  Army  with- 
out reserves  or  depots,  and  which  had 
been  largely  reduced  during  the  last  40 
years.  It  had  beeu  increased  somewhat 
in  regard  to  British  troops,  but  its  whole 
strength  had  been  greatly  reduced  during 
the  past  40  years.  Meanwhile  their 
Indian  territories  and  responsibilities  hml 
increased  in  ev*"y  direction.  They  had 
now  in  India  territories  as  big  as  the 
United  Kingdom  and  France  and 
Germany,  Italy,  Spain,  Turkey,  Sweden  ; 
the  Austro-Hungarian  Empire,  a  tract  a 
great  deal  larger  than  Europe  if  they 
deducted  Russia.  This  territory  was 
occupied  by  a  garrison  of  about  200,000 
men ;  there  were  hostile  tribes  on  the 
frontiers,  and  beyond  the  frontier  on  the 
North-West  there  was  a  great  possible 
source  of  danger.  For  that  country  they 
had,  as  compared  with  the  enormous 
forces  in  Europe  with  the  garrison  in 
England,  an  Army  on  a  peace  scale.  If 
they  were  called  on  to  send  a  force  to 
the  frontier — and  he  would  not  say  that 
that  was  a  liability  which  it  would  be 
political  prudery  to  ignore — the  utmost 
force   of  British  troops   we   could  send 
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would  be  30,000,  leaving  40,000  in 
Iqdia,  a  number  altogether  too  small  to 
hold  that  country  in  the  state  of  excite- 
ment which  would  inevitably  arise.  Even 
that  force  could  not  be  sent  out  unless 
they  were  sure  of  receiving  immediate 
reinforcements  from  England.  There- 
fore, India  and  England  would  at  once 
absorb  the  whole  of  the  Reserves.  He 
did  not  desire  that  they  should  add  one 
additional  soldier  to  the  Army  or  that 
they  should  spend  £1  more  on  it  than 
they  spent  now.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  that  the  Army  cost  now  a  great 
deal  more  than  it  ought  to  cost  for  the 
results  which  one  got,  and  he  contended 
that  for  a  country  situated  as  we  were, 
with  all  our  enormous  responsibilities  in 
every  part  of  the  world,  with  all  the 
responsibilities  that  might  come  on  us  at 
any  time,  they  ought  to  be  provided  with 
a  system  under  which  they  would  be  pre- 
pared when  the  occasion  arose  to  pass  at 
once  from  a  state  of  peace  to  a  state  of 
war.  The  country  and  the  House  ought 
not  to  be  satisfied  with  less  than  that.  At 
present  we  had  no  such  system  nor  any 
assurance  that  it  would  be  introduced. 
The  Report  of  the  Hartington  Com- 
mission stated  that  in  the  broadest  way, 
yet  nothing  had  beeu  done  since  the 
publication  of  that  Report.  What  was 
wanted,  beyond  all  doubt,  was  that 
there  should  be  somebody  responsible  to 
the  War  Minister  for  the  preparation  of 
a  scheme  of  defence — an  officer  prepared, 
by  a  long  and  careful  study  of  all 
engagements,  and  liable  to  at  once  put 
the  Army  on  a  war  footing.  There  was 
no  one  of  that  kind  at  present  at  the  War 
Office.  There  were,  no  doubt,  a  number 
of  essays  written  from  time  to  time  by 
officers  more  or  less  irresponsible  sug- 
gesting operations  in  the  Baltic,  in  the 
Black  Sea,  in  the  Caucacus,  and  elsewhere, 
but  nowhere  at  present  had  the  Secretary 
for  War  a  properly  worked-out  scheme 
which  would  enable  the  Goverumeut,  if, 
unhappily,  the  country  was  drawn  into 
war,  to  satisfy  themselves  that  they 
had  at  their  hands  the  best  means 
of  defence  in  a  complete  form.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  creation  of  re- 
sponsible officers  behind  the  Government 
would  be  to  take  away  from  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government  itself.  The 
idea  always  had  been  that  the  Minister 
for  War  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty should  be  entirely  responsible  for 
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ererjthing  dowu  to  the  smallest  detail. 
HethoQght  that  ParliameDtarj  respon- 
sibilitjhad  often  been  carried  too  far. 
^'ow,  he  would  put  it  to  the  House,  how 
WIS  it  possible,  especially  iu  these  busy 
days,  for  anyone,  be  he  ever  so  ex  per  i- 
eDced,  to  give  his  services  to  that  House 
alteraooQ  and   night,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  carry  out  matters  of  detail  aud 
carefal  work   involved   in  applying  the 
military  means   at   the   disposal   of   the 
6o?ernment  to  the  needs  of  the  country  ? 
After  all,  what  was  the  policy  of  the 
Goreniment  ?     Parliamentary  responsi- 
bilit?  gimply  meant  that  if  things  went 
wrong  the  Government  was  turned  out. 
Wliat  satisfaction  was  that  to  the  coun- 
ty, which    wanted    to  know    that  the 
applies  they  -freely  granted  should  be 
tamed  to  the  best  account  ?     For  that 
purpose,  both  in  regard  to  the  Xavy  and 
tlie  Army,  there  should   be    some    high 
intbority  which  shoidd  be  definitely  re- 
^Dsible  to  the  Government.     To  every- 
body who  took  the   trouble  to  ascertain 
it  was    well-known    that  although   the 
ndoos  of  Europe  w^ere  now  on  friendly 
tenns,  they  did  not  keep  up  and  increase 
tbar  gigantic  Armies  for  the  purposes  of 
peace.     He    recognised    with    gratitude 
wliat  had  Ijcen  done  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  during  his  short  tenure  of 
Office.     But  there  had  been  a  most   im- 
portaDt  change  made  in   the   hist  three 
Teai^at  the  War  Office  under  which  what 
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anall  responsibility  which  was    left  to 
individual  officers  had  been  taken  away. 
Under  the  new  system  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  had   been   made  nominally  re- 
sponsible  for   every   detail    of    military 
business.     No  man  dare   write  a  letter 
from  the  War  Office  in  his  own  name. 
He  quoted  the  name  of  the  Secretary  for 
War.     He  challenged  hon.  Members  to 
produce  any  record  of  the  War  Office  to 
the  contrary.    That  system  of  centrali- 
sation   must  ensure  absolute  failure  iu 
ca*€  of   war,  and  he    was  afraid    that 
nnless   there  was  a  reform    before  war 
broke  out   they    would   undergo    some 
great  catastrophe.     He  did  not  say  that 
be  believed    the    British    nation    would 
ever  go  under  in  any  war.     He  believed 
tbat,  under  any  circumstances  or  trials, 
we  should    win    through   to    eventual 
success ;  bat  what  be  did  feel  was  that 
they  would    only  achieve   that    success 
after  a  great  and  needless  waste  of  blood 
and    money,   which   might    have    been 


saved  if  in  times  of  peace  this  country, 
and  those  who  were  responsible  to  this 
country  for  its  expenditure  and  for  its 
business,  had  devoted  some  reasonable 
share  of  their  time  to  work  out  and 
settle  in  a  satisfactory  way  this  grave 
and  most  important  problem. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  I  do  not  mean  to  detain  the  House 
for  more  than  a  very  few  moments.  But 
the  reference  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Forest  of  Dean  made  to  me 
in  moving  the  Amendment  which  is  now 
the  subject  of  our  discussion  perhaps 
makes  it  desirable  that  I  should  just 
explain  to  the  House  what  my  views  are 
upon  this  important  question  so  far  as  I 
have  myself  ventured  to  formulate  them. 
I  may,  however,  premise  what  I  have  to 
say  by  making  the  admission  to  the 
House  that  the  actual  method  by  which 
our  common  object  is  to  be  carried  out 
appears  to  me  to  be  surrounded  with 
difficulties,  and  that  I  find  it  much  easier 
to  criticise  the  various  schemes  that  have 
been  propounded  than  myself  to  propose 
one  which  shall  be  absolutelv  free  from 
objections.  However,  I  think  I  am 
absolved  from  arguing  the  main  proposi- 
tion, which  has  been  so  ably  laid  before 
us  by  the  various  speakers  who  have 
preceded  me.  No  one  has  ventured  to 
get  up  and  say  that  there  is  not  a  grave 
necessity  lying  upon  us  at  present 
for  co-ordinating  our  forces  for 
ensuring  harmonious  action  between 
the  Navy  and  the  Army,  and  for  pre- 
paring those  plans  for  military  defence — 
I  use  the  word  "  military  "  as  including 
both  the  Army  and  the  Navy — which 
every  nation  in  the  world  prepares  in 
time  of  peace,  and  which  I  rather  suspect 
we  have  not,  at  all  events,  got  in  any 
advanced  state  of  preparation.  If  that 
general  proposition  be  conceded  to  mc, 
aud  if  I  am  absolved  from  arguing  it,  I 
will  confine  myself  to  a  very  brief  con- 
sideration of  some  of  the  plans  for  meeting 
the  difficulty  which  have  been  pro- 
pounded. First,  and  perhaps  the  most 
apparently  plausible  of  all  the  schemes, 
is  that  of  a  Minister  of  Defence — a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  or  of  the  other  House 
— who  shall  be  respousible  to  Parliament 
for  the  general  defence  of  the  Empire. 
My  objection  to  that  scheme  arises  out 
of  this  consideration  :  I  cannot  (piite  see 
what  is  to  be  the  relation  between  this 
Minister  of  Defence  aud  the  Hevx^^  ol 
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the  Army  and  Navy.  If  you  thought  it 
desirable  or  practicable  to  reduce  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Minister  for  War  to  the  position  of 
Under  Secretaries,  then  I  tbiuk  the 
position  of  a  Minister  of  Defence  would 
be  a  possible  one.  But  I  do  not  think 
you  can  administer  your  Army  or  your 
Navy  by  men  under  the  rank  of  Cabinet 
Ministers.  1  do  not  believe  the  Services 
themselves  would  tolerate  it,  and,  though 
it  is  true  that  under  our  system  of  Par- 
liamentary questioning  and  answering, 
and  under  the  system  under  which  every 
constituent,  however  remotely  connected 
with  either  Service,  justly  thinks  he  has 
the  right,  through  his  Representative,  of 
obtaining  some  reply  to  his  communica- 
tion direct  from  the  Minister  for  War — 
though,  I  say,  under  that  system  the 
Minister  for  War  and  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  are  obliged  to  consider 
details  which  had  much  better  be  left  to 
their  subordinates — still  I  think  the  broad 
fact  remains  that  you  must  have  at  the 
head  of  your  Army  and  your  Navy  men 
responsible  to  the  House  and  the  country 
for  the  conduct  of  their  Departments, 
and  men  who  shall  not  be  under  the  rank 
of  Cabinet  Ministers.  If  that  is  so,  what 
position  is  your  Minister  of  Defence  to 
have  in  relation  to  these  two  great  offi- 
cers of  State  ?  The  position  appears  to 
me  to  be  impossible.  Is  he  to  walk  about 
between  the  Admiralty  and  the  War 
Office,  consulting  now  with  the  one  and 
now  with  the  other  ?  Is  he  to  be  respon- 
sible for  the  Navy  Estimates  and  for  the 
Army  Estimates,  and,  if  not,  how  is  he 
to  be  responsible  for  the  defence  of  the 
Empire  ?  By  this  proposal  to  set  up 
a  third  officer  of  State  who  is  not  to  be 
at  the  head  of  one  Department  or  the 
other,  you  are  endeavouring  to  construct 
a  machine,  with  the  best  intentions,  that 
oannot  be  expected  to  work  satisfactorily. 
Some  objection  of  the  same  kind,  I 
think,  attaches  to  the  suggestion  thrown 
out  by  my  noble  Friend  near  me, 
who  speaks  upon  this  matter  probably 
with  an  authority  second  to  none  in 
the  House,  and  who  has  given  very  great 
attention  to  the  question.  His  proposal, 
as  I  understand  it,  is  that  a  Finance 
Minister  should  be  appointed  who  shall 
be  neither  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty nor  the  Secretary  for  War  nor  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  But  it 
appears  to  me  that,  although  he  is  not  to 
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be  one  of  these  three  officers,  he  will,  as 
it  were,  tAke  out  of  the  hands  of  each  of 
thes0  officers  some  essential  part  of  his 
work.  How  could  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  propose  a  Budget  to  his 
colleagues  when  a  third  of  that  Budget 
is  settled  for  him  by  another  colleague 
in  the  same  Cabinet  ?  Where  is  this 
military  financier  to  get  his  figures 
from  ?  He  must  get  them  from  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Minister  for  War.  Just  as  I  think  he 
will  take  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  part  of  the  responsibility 
which  attaches  to  that  officer,  so  he  will 
take  away  from  the  Minister  for  War 
and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
part  of  the  responsibility  which  properly 
attaches  to  their  offices,  because  the  man 
who  decides  on  the  finance  of  the 
Services  decides  the  policy  of  the 
Services.  If  the  Finance  Minister  is 
really  to  be  responsible  for  the  expen- 
diture of  the  Army  and  of  the  Navy, 
you  may  call  him  a  Finance  Minister^ 
but  he  will  in  reality  be  the  controlling 
authority  both  over  the  Army  aud  the 
Navy.  Then  there  is  a  third  proposi- 
tion, or  rather  there  are  two  other 
propositions  which  are  separate  bat 
which  I  think  should  be  considered  to- 
gether. There  is  the  suggestion  that 
the  Prime  Minister  should  himself  under- 
take the  business  in  conjunction  with  his 
colleagues  at  the  Army  and  the  Navy, 
should  make  himself  acquainted  with  the 
general  problem  that  has  to  be  dealt  with, 
and  should  make  himself  responsible  for 
the  solution  of  that  problem  ;  and  then 
there  is  the  plan  which  I  regard  as  essen- 
tially different — namely,  a  Committee 
of  the  Cabinet.  That  the  Prime  Minister 
should  himself  take  the  whole  burden 
on  his  shoulders  must  depend  upon  what 
else  he  is  called  upon  to  do.  I  cannot 
imagine  that  anybody  who  is,  for  ex- 
ample, both  Prime  Minister  and  Foreign 
Secretary  should,  however  exceptionally 
endowed  with  physical  and  mental  endur- 
ance, have  also  time  to  go  into  the 
details  of  national  defence.  With  all 
the  amount  of  work  which  the  Foreign 
Secretary  is  called  upon  to  do  it  is  impos- 
sible that  any  single  Minister,  of  ordinary 
or  even  exceptional  mental  and  physical 
powers,  should  undertake  so  important  a 
matter.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
should  imagine  he  would  associate  with 
himself  a  Committee  of  the  Cabinet, 'of 
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which  he  should,  when  present,  bo 
Cbainnan,  and  should  throw  upon 
shouldera  less  heavilj  weighted  tliaii  his 
own  the  responsibility  for  the  advice 
given  to  the  Cabinet.  That  is  the  only 
possible  way  which  I  can  see  of  keep- 
iof[  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet  in  touch 
with  the  military  and  naval  experts. 
Some  gentlemen  have  talked  as  if  it  was 
desinble  to  leave  the  solution  of  these 
qoeetions  to  experts.  It  appears  to  me 
inpoHiihle.  Do  what  you  will,  under  a 
fTstem  of  representative  Government  and 
hrliimontary  responsibility,  the  ulti- 
Mte  weight  of  the  decision  must  be 
Wne  l)v  civilian  Members  of  the  Cabinet 
lidbv  the  Government.  I  do  not  see 
kwTon  can  escape  from  that.  I  quite 
Mhuttbe  obvious  anomalies  of  a  civilian 
beiD^  responsible  for  the  treatment  of 
^ie«cions  with  which  he  has  little 
bfflillarity,  and  making  himself  master 
of  principles  which  are  commonplaces  to 
ft  soldier  and  which  he  will  have 
kboriously  to  learn.  Grave  as  the 
•bjeetioos  are  to  such  a  course,  I  think 
that,  if  we  are  to  keep  Governmental 
R»poD8ibility,  we  must  make  up  our 
■ind^to  submit  to  them.  I  do  not  talk 
4  this  House  having  control  over  the 
Eitimates  or  otherwise.  I  think  dis- 
eiKions  in  this  House  may  be  a  useful 
cMl  upon  Ministers  and  Departments, 
Jii  we  are  now  talking  business,  and  as 
■eo  of  business  we  know  perfectly  well 
we  caDDOt  lay  down  what  is  or  what  is 
lot  necessary  for  national  defence.  We 
know  perfectly  well  that  as  a  IkkIv  of 
B»  .4itting  speaking  within  these  walls 
it  i«  absurd  to  expect  us  to  utter  an 
opinion  worth  having  in  regard  to 
iaj  far-reaching  scheme  for  deal- 
ing with  the  defence  of  the  Empire. 
All  we  can  do  is  to  express  our  views 
and  leave  them  to  be  carried  out  bv 
re«pon«ible  Ministers,  giving  them  the 
itachinery  by  which  the  duty  which  wo 
€*ft  upon  their  shoulders  may  be  by 
them  adequately  fulfilled.  How,  then,  do 
I  think  a  Committee  of  the  Cabinet  is 
the  onlv  method  of  bringing  the  Cabinet 
ittdf  into  touch  with  expert  opinion, 
*n^  through  the  Cabinet,  giving  the 
Home  practically  the  best  advice  and 
information  they  can  obtain  on  these 
■nhjects  ?  The  answer  is  this  :  A 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet  such  as  I  con- 
twpltte  IB  not  merely  one  of  those 
pming  bodies  cmlled  into  existence  to 


deal  with  a  particular  question  and  pass- 
ing out  of  existence  when  that  particular 
question  is  decided.  I  rather  contem- 
plate that  the  Prime  Minister,  with  or 
without  his  colleagues,  or  a  Committee 
of  the  Cabinet,  with  or  without  the 
Prime  Minister,  as  the  case  may  be, 
should  constitute  themselves  a  body 
with  pcnnancnt  records  and  con- 
fidential advisors.  That  is  what  wo 
want.  The  Minister  of  a  Department 
makes  it  his  business  to  inform  his  suc- 
cessor exaetlv  how  matters  stand  in  tho 
Department  and  what  questions  remain 
unsettled  ;  and  if  they  are  two  gentlemen 
of  common  sense,  they  will  find  it  pos- 
sible, however  sharp  their  political  dif- 
ferences on  (juestions  connected  with  the 
Department,  to  come  to  a  perfect  agree- 
ment, so  as  to  preserve  that  continuity 
of  administration  which  happily  charac- 
terises our  Government,  whatever  Party 
be  in  power  or  whatever  changes  the 
political  wheel  of  fortune  may  bring 
about.  If  we  conceive  some  organisa- 
tion of  this  kind — a  Committee  of  the 
Cabinet,  expert  advisers,  permanent  re- 
cords— then  you  would  ensure  at  all  events 
that  the  Cabinet,  who  are  the  ultimate 
depositaries  of  ]wwer  in  this  matter, 
shall  have  brought  to  their  minds  tho 
real  difficulties  of  the  case,  the  real 
problems  which  they  have  to  solve,  tho 
real  necessities  which  they  have  to  meet, 
and  the  best  way  of  meeting  them.  Then 
it  will  rest  with  them  to  sav  whether 
they  will  take  the  whole  advice  which  is 
given — advice,  of  course,  always  involves 
corresponding  expendituro^-or  whether 
they  will  take  part  of  the  advice,  or,  in- 
deed, what  plan  they  will  adopt.  Some 
gentlemen  have  suggested  that,  where  in 
any  case  the  responsible  advisers  of  tho 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet  differed  from 
the  Cabinet,  they  should  have  the  right 
to  publish  their  opinion,  so  that  tho 
House  of  Commons,  having  the  case  of 
the  experts  put  before  them  in  a  Memo- 
randum, and  the  case  of  the  Government 
in  speeches  by  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
should  decide  between  the  two  and 
make  up  their  minds  to  which 
they  mean  to  adhere.  I  see  advan- 
tages in  this  plan,  but  I  see  great  diffi- 
culties also.  It  appears  to  put  every- 
lK)dy  concerned  in  an  almost  impossible 
position.  I  am  afraid  that  we  shall  have 
to  address  whatever  Government  is  in 
power,     I    do    not   see  how   yovx  c«a\ 
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possibly  have  two  Governments  in  power. 
You  cannot  have  two  Ministries,  one 
sitting  in  this  House  and  the  other  a  set 
of  permanent  officials  sitting  in  an  office. 
You  must  have  one  Ministry,  and  that 
one  Ministry  must  be  responsible  to  this 
House,  and  I  do  not  see  how  they  could 
carry  out  their  work  if  the  rivals  sitting 
at  Whitehall  had  the  power  of  making 
direct  communications  to  this  House,  and 
the  House  deciding  by  their  votes  as 
between  the  Ministers  and  the  officials. 
The  House  will  see  that  I  profess  to 
possess  no  clear-cut  or  perfectly  satis- 
factory solution  of  this  great  difficulty. 
I  recognise  all  the  pitfalls  which  lie  on 
either  side  of  the  path  ;  but  I  do  believe 
that,  without  either  revolutionising  our 
Parliamentary  system,  without  altering 
the  responsibility  of  Ministers  of  the 
Crown,  without  doing  anything  which 
could  injure  the  susceptibilities  either  of 
the  Army  or  the  Navy,  it  would  be  possi- 
ble by  some  such  changes  in  our  Cabinet 
system  or  some  such  addition  to  or  modi- 
fication of  our  Cabinet  system  as  I  have 
suggested,  to  bring  home  so  clearly  to 
the  mind  of  the  Ministers  of  the  day 
the  real  dangers  and  necessities  con- 
nected with  the  problem  of  national 
defence,  that  no  Government,  having  the 
facts  before  them,  would  dare  to  ignore 
them  ;  and  we  might  rest  secure,  not  only 
that  the  Government  had  the  best  advice 
at  their  disposal,  but  that  on  the  whole, 
80  far  as  was  consistent  with  their 
general  policy,  the  advice  of  the  com- 
petent advisers  was  likely  to  be  fol- 
lowed. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell -Banxeuman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  The  tone  and  character 
of  the  speech  to  which-  we  have  just 
listened,  and  of  the  speeches  which  pre- 
ceded it  in  this  Debate,  may  suffice  in 
themselves  to  indicate  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  question  raised  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  He  brought  forward 
with  great  ability  and  clearness  what  he 
conceives  to  be  a  want  in  our  present 
system  of  Government  as  applied  to 
questions  of  national  defence,  and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  made  suggestions 
in  a  moderate  and  tentative  way  which 
I,  for  one,  shall  not  be  disposed  lightly  to 
put  aside.  My  right  hon.  Friend,  rather, 
I  suppose,  by  way  of  disparaging  my 
•opinion,  said  that  I  was  an  optimist, 
i   j:)resume    an    optimist    is    one    who 
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prefers    to  look  on  the  sunny   side    of 
things.       I    have    done     that     all    mj 
life,    and  I  hope  I  shall  go  on  doing  it. 
My  right  hon.  Friend   said   I   was   an 
optimist  with  regard  to  the  old  lines  of 
Army  administration  ;  and  I  ventured  to 
shake  my  head.     My  right  hon.  Friend 
in  his  speech  made  no  distinction  between 
Army  organisation  and  Army  adminis- 
tration.    So  far  as  Army  organisation  is 
concerned,  I  am  an  optimist  to  such  a 
degree  as  I  shall  explain  when  I  intro- 
duce   the    Estimates    in  Committee   of 
Supply ;    but  I  am   not   an  optimist  in 
regard  to  the  question  of  Army  adminis- 
tration, because,    as   much  that  I    have 
done  and  said  will  show,  many  things 
exist  with    respect    to    which    there   is 
great  room    for    improvement.       So  far 
as  observations  have  been  made  upon  the 
Army  system  by  the  hon.  and   gallant 
Gentleman  opposite  and  by  my  right  hon* 
Friend,  I  think  that  those  observations 
were    suitable    rather    for    the   Debate 
which    will  follow   this   on    the   Army 
Estimates    themselves.       When   I  hear 
wholesale   denunciations  of  our  present 
Army  system,  when  I  hear  that  the  Go- 
vernment  of    India    disapproves   of  it| 
when  I  hear  that  it  produces  inefficiency 
in  all  quarters  of  the  world,  and  that  it 
would  be  so  easy,  for  the  same  money, 
and  without  adding  a  single  man,  to  pro-t 
duce  something  very  much  better,  I  can«* 
not   but   remember   all  the  schemes  for 
that  purpose,  including  some,  I  think,  by 
my    right   hon.   Friend,    which    I  have 
seen  analysed  in  a  ruthless  manner  and 
pulled  to  pieces,  the  expense   of   them 
calculated,  and  the  conclusions  that  were 
come  to  respecting  them.      Having  seen 
all  these  schemes,  many  of  which  may  in 
themselves    have   a    more    logical     and 
complete   appearance   than    our   present 
system,  which  is  undoubtedly  a  mixed 
system  adapted  to  many  ends,  I  much 
prefer  still  to  abide  by   the   system  we 
have  and  to  make  the  best  of  it,  rather 
than  to  adopt  any  of  those  great  changes 
which  have  been  suggested.     I  merely 
say  that  as  the  question  of  the  Army 
system  has  been  introduced.       But  the 
real  question  which  is  before  the  HousSi 
now   is   whether    we,    by    our   present 
arrangements,  have  that  unity  of  policy 
for  the  defence  of  the  country  which  is 
necessary.     Abundant  allusions  have,  of 
course,   been   made  to   the    Hartingion 
Commission  of  1890.       It  has  been 
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ibic  tbaC  Commissiou  coudeinued  in  the 
clearest  terms  what  has  been  called  the 
exifrtiuj^  system.     Yes,  the  system  wiiich 
existed    iu    1890  ;     bat    my*  rij^ht    hoii. 
Friend   aud  others  who   take   tiiat  Hue 
forget  that  four  or  live  years  have  elapsed 
tfiuce  that  iuqiiiry.     I  cau  assure   them, 
of  my  own  knowledge  aud   on  my  own 
aatbority,  that  many  of  the  events  and 
facts  which  impressed   the  minds  of  the 
memliers  of  tliat  Commission,  of  which 
I   was  a  member,  are  now  quite  inipos- 
»ibk\  in  consequence  of  the  arrangements 
that  are  made  for  consultation  and  co- 
operation between  the  two  Departments. 
I  vill  give  an  instanco  at  once,  because  a 
eoacrete  instance  is  sometimes  more  etlec- 
BT«  than  a  general  statement.     The  in- 
itaoee  is  one  which  was  brought  before 
the  Commission,  and   greatly    impressed 
■e  at  the   time.     In   providing  for  the 
ieletice  of  a  certain  foreign  station,  works 
hid  been  erecteil  at  great  expense,  aud 
•0  doobt  with  the  greatest  propriety  from 
ihe|it>iDt  of  view  of  the  advising  niili- 
•My  officer,  for   the  purpose  of  guarding 
ft  eertaiu   approach    to  a  main   fortress. 
Bit  when  the  works,had  been  completed, 
ud  when  the  opinion  of    naval  officers 
<MM  to    be    taken,    the    naval    otficers 
ttid  tliat  the  approach   was    one   which 
Wtttman  with  a   head   on  his  shoulders 
vooliever  think  of  going  up,  and  there- 
fore tk'  whole  of   that  work   was  practi- 
«tllj  thrown  away.     This  is  an  exam  phi 
vbich  bhows  the  sort  of  danger  we  wore 
ioenrriiitj^  at  that  time ;  it  is  an  instance 
•f  vlat  we  were  liable  to  under  the  old 
^tteui,  but   it    is  impossible   now.     We 
^Te  »  Joint   Naval  and   Military  Cuni- 
■itt««,  comprising  the  most  eminent  pro- 
fwiioual    officers    in    each    Department, 
*iK>   consult    aud    deliberate    on    every 
poiDt  iu  regard  to   the  defence  either  of 
Jke  shores    of    this    country    or    of   any 
foftiieii  station.     Beyond  that,  there  is  the 
B»st  {perfect  co-operation,  even  on  those* 
^laektinns  of  high  military  policy  which 
htve  l)een  referred  to  between  the  high 
<>ficeni  of  the  two  Departments.    So  when 
I httni  to-night  hon.  Members  saying  tiiut 
1^  is  absolutely   no  scheme  for  coni- 
k«fti  defence  or  operations  I  wondered 
fro*  what  source   those   hon.   Members 
Mved  the  information   which  was  the 
Uii  of  their  confident  assertions.     But 
lam  one  of  those  who  agree  with  my 
nght  hon.  Friend,  and  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  that 
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we  ought  to  go  further.  After  the  criti- 
cism which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  has  passed  upon 
the  two  proposals  that  have  been  made — 
one  for  a  Minister  of  ^'ational  Defence,  and 
the  other  for  a  sort  of  treasurer,  I  think 
he  was  called,  who  was  to  sit  with  a 
Captain-General  of  the  Army  on  one  side 
and  a  Lord  High  Admiral  on  the  other 
side,  and  to  dispense  all  the  justice  he  could 
between  them — as  to  these  two  sugges- 
tions I  need  not  say  much.  Neither  of  them 
recommends  itself  to  me.  My  right 
hon.  Friend,  in  introducing  this  subject, 
said  the  Minister  is  at  ])resent 
too  much  enciunbered  with  details. 
I  am  not  one  who  fall  into  that  error ; 
but  the  particular  details  to  which  he  re- 
ferred, the  letters  received  about  all  sorts 
of  apparently  trifling  matters,  are  not, 
I  think,  to  be  entirely  disregarded, 
because  really  it  is  only  by  being  brought 
into  contact  with  details  that  a  Minister 
can  know  how  a  Department  is  pro- 
ceeding and  have  his  mind  opened  to 
a  great  many  higher  questions  which 
otherwise  would  escape  notice.  The 
great  objection  that  was  brought  at  the 
time  of  the  llartington  Conmiission 
against  the  present  system  was  this — 
that  you  took  a  pure  politician,  who 
knew  nothing  of  Army  matters  or  of 
Navy  matters,  and  put  him  at  the  head  of 
the  Army  or  the  Navy.  It  was  asked. 
How  can  you  expect  such  a  civilian 
to  be  an  efficient  head  of  the  Army 
or  the  Navy  ?  And  the  odd  cure  sug- 
gested is  that  you  should  take  another 
politician — one  equally  ignorant  of  both 
S^rvices — and  assign  him  the  duty  of 
managing  them  both.  That  plain  state- 
ment of  the  case  is  enough  to  condemn 
the  ])roj)osed  Minister  of  National  De- 
fence without  going  further.  1  will  not 
proceed  to  discuss  the  alternative  of  the 
treasurer,  with  a  naval  and  a  military 
adviser  on  either  side.  As  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  said,  1  do  not  see  where 
his  place  would  come  in.  The 
head  of  each  Service  ought  to  be 
of  Cabinet  rank  ;  but  I  do  not  see 
what  tlfe  position  of  the  treasurer 
would  be,  because  when  he  turned  away 
from  his  Captain-General  and  his  Lord 
High  Admiral,  he  would  have  to  face 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
might  have  something  to  say  to  his 
decisions  ;  aud  it  would  be  verv  difficult 
to  adjust  the  proper  hierarcUlcftV  '^qaV 
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of  each  of  these  three  officers.     Then  I 
come  to  the  proposal,  which  certainly  is 
much    more    practical,    and    commends 
itself  much  more  to  me,  that  there  should 
be   more   definite    control    on    the   part 
of  the  Cabinet  over  the  administration  of 
the  two  Services.     In  tlie  latter  part  of 
his  Motion  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member   for   the    Forest   of    Dean   has 
a  clause  with  reference  to  professional 
advisers   which  I   do   not   quite  under- 
stand, and  of  which   I  am  a  little  sus- 
picious.    I  think  it  would  be  desirable — 
in    fact,   necessary — that   the   Ministers 
for   War    and    Marine    and    the   Prime 
Minister,    acting    as  .a    Committee    of 
National     Defence,     should     have     the 
amplest    information    from    the    highest 
officers  of  the  Army  and  the  Navy  as  to 
all    points   of  detail.     But  I  should  be 
slow  to  exalt  these  professional  officers 
into  any  position  which  would  give  them 
higher   standing  with   reference   to  the 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet.     The  Com- 
mittee of   the   Cabinet,   if   it   knew  its 
business,  would  freely  ask  their  opinions, 
just  as  a  Minister  in  his  own  separate 
Department  does  now  ;   he  would   bo  a 
poor   administrator   and    a    foolish    man 
who   did    not    consult    his    professional 
advisers,  or  who  sought  to  override  them 
in   matters   upon   which   they  were  in- 
finitely better  able  to  form  a  judgment 
than   himself.     At   the   same   time,  the 
thing   we    must    keep   hold    of    is    re- 
sponsibility    to     this     House     for     the 
spending   of   public   money.      The   per- 
sons  who    must    be   supreme    in    these 
matters   are   the   persons  who  find    the 
money   and    who  have   to   pay  for  the 
service.      However  much   I   shouhl    be 
disposed  to  pay  deference  to  professional 
opinion,  from  one  Service  or  the  other,  I 
hope  that  nothing  will  be  done  or  sug- 
gested by  the  House  of  Commons  which 
will  detract  not  only  from  the  responsi- 
bility, but   from    the  absolute  power  of 
Ministers  over   that   which  involves  so 
large  a  demand  on  the  Public  Purse.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Paddingtou 
said     that    at    present    there    was    no 
responsibility  on  the  part  of  a  Minister  to 
Parliament.     He  asked  who  ever  heard 
of    a    Minister     being     impeached     or 
censured.     But  I  may  point  out  that  if  a 
Minister  enters  upon  a  foolish  course,  he 
is  very  soon  made  to  feel  that  the  House 
of  Commons  does  not  approve  of  it,  and 
be  will  not  persist  in  it.  He  will,  in  fact, 
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avoid  itin  the  future.  He  is  here  in  tou 
with  those  who  represent  the  tax  pay 
who  represent  public  opinion  in  tl 
country.  In  that  sense  he  is  responsibi 
as  much  as  any  man  can  be.  The  not= 
Lord  suggests  that  we  should  hav^ 
naval  officer  at  the  head  of  the  Admiral 
and  a  military  officer  at  the  head  of  t: 
War  Office  ;  but  what  responsibil  m 
would  they  be  under  to  this  House  if 
was  absolutely  supreme  in  his  own 
partment,  and  if  the  Minister  represeu 
ing  each  Department  in  this  House  wa 
either  on  a  level  with  them  or  inferior  U 
them,  or  a  mere  clerk  or  treasurer  ?  Witli 
the  plan  which  the  noble  Lord  suggested 
there  would  be  very  little  responsibility 
here,  because  the  Minister  would  be  really 
acting  under  the  advice  and  direction  of 
others  ;  and  they  would  not  be  here  at  ally 
so  that  the  House  of  Commons  would 
lose  its  control  over  the  whole  businesSi 
The  noble  Lord  seems  to  be  impressed 
with  the  view  that  pure  civil  control  in 
these  Departments  is  an  evil.  One  can* 
not  imagine  a  civilian  Minister  altogethei 
exceeding  the  bounds  of  his  duty  by  dis- 
regarding the  advice  received  by  him ; 
but  a  civilian  Minister  who  knows  bom 
to  administer  a  Department  is  probabl} 
the  best  head  of  it,  better  than  a  pro- 
fessional head,  because  he  brings  to  th< 
consideration  of  professional  t' questions  i 
little  of  that  outside  feeling  which  prO' 
fessional  officers  are  sometimes  UK 
ignorant  of.  I  can  assure  my  right  hon 
Friend  who  brought  the  Motion  forwan 
that  I  personally  sympathise  with  th< 
object  which  he  has  in  view,  in  as  far  ai 
it  is  to  bring  about  a  more  direct  eontro 
by  the  Cabinet  over  these  great  Depart 
ments,  and  in  as  far  as  it  means  greatei 
unity  of  policy.  I  do  not  agree  with  th< 
view  that  this  Committee  of  the  Cabine 
should  determine  what  share  of  ex 
peuditure  should  go  to  each  Service,  a 
though  it  were  so  many  spoonfuls  o 
pudding.  It  should  rather  determine  th( 
respective  parts  to  be  played  by  thes 
Services,  and  the  distribution  of  tb* 
monev  would  follow  the  definition  o 
those  parts.  In  this  sense  I  expres 
general  agreement  with  the  object  whid 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  in  view, 
entertaiu  almost  identically  the  opinioi 
which  has  been  expressed  by  the  Leade 
of  the  Opposition.  When  we  touch  %h 
Cabinet  and  its  organisation  we  get  \nU 
a  very  ethereal   region  ;   and  I  am  no 
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flare  that  it  would  not  be  a  great  innova- 
iion  to  have  a  permanent  Committee  of 
the  Cabinet  with  the  records  kept  and 
undertaking  all  the  duties  which  have 
been  ascribed  to  it  to-night. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  Minutes  are  kept 
now,  are  they  not  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  must  not  answer.  It  would  be  most 
inproper  for  me  to  do  so.  Buf,  reserving 
■r  opinion  as  to  the  precise  form  which 
i»  more  unified  system  might  take,  I 
vo  generally  in  sympathy  with  the  view 
cf  Bj  right  bon.  Friend. 

Mb.  BRODRICK  (Suney,  Guildford) 
■i^that  one  point  raisc^l  by  the  right 
k».  Mem1>er  for  the  Forest  of  Beau  bjui 
bceiiather  missed  in  the  general  review 
rf  the  subject.  A  Committee  of  the 
Cibinet  to  be  calleil  together  only,  as 
■itiierto,  on  points  of  dispute  between 
(kArmy  and  the  Navy  was  not  even  a 
Ivfepart  of  the  scheme  of  the  right  hou. 
Gemleman.  He  desire<l  a  Committee 
which  would  actively  exert  itself  to  see 
ihit  the  relations  1>etween  the  two  Ser- 
▼iew  with  respect  to  their  organisation 
for  war  were  properly  treated.  After  all, 
•hawt  the  greatest  difficulty  under  which 
Ae  Secretary  for  War  and  the  First 
I^of  the  Admiralty  lal>oured  at  present 
wuthat  presented  by  their  relations  to 
the  Treasurv  in  matters  of  detail.  In 
mtiers  of  principle  there  was  a  dirert 
ippeil  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
cfaeqoer,  who  might  be  trusted  to  exercise 
ft  fair  judgment  on  the  points  laid  before 
him:  but  many  of  the  points  which  were 
»i«eJ  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
which  seemed  most  unreasonable,  were 
<ioe  to  the  manner  in  which  the  Treasury 
eoDtrolled  the  details  of  administration 
hoih  at  the  War  Office  and  at  the  Admi- 
ralty. Those  details  frequently  involved 
in  absolute  control  over  the  ])rificiples  of 
administration.  For  instance,  the  Se(^ro- 
tary  for  War  or  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Adminiltv  were  not  allowed  either  bv 
we  House  or  by  the  Treasury  to  grant  a 
ibgle  sixpence  as  pension  exce])t  under 
ttrtain  Rules,  and  yet  when  they  wanted 
work  done  thev  could  go  and  expend 
£10,000  or  £25,000.  Not  even  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
felievo  the  Secretary  for  War  from 
the  disabilities  of  that  magical  day,  the 
31m  of  March.  On  that  day  the  money 
Toted  for  the  Army,  if  not  spent,  was 
uken  Co   pay    off  the   National    Debt. 
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Thus,  if  certain  Services  which  the 
House  of  Commons  might  have  declared 
to  be  necessary  were  not  completed  by 
the  3 1  St  of  March,  they  could  only  be 
carried  out  at  the  expense  of  the  Army 
generally,  for  the  money  voted  to  those 
purposes  would  bo  appropriated  to  tho 
payment  of  the  National  Debt.  These 
points  connected  with  the  control  of  the 
Treasury  ought  not  to  be  left  out  of  con- 
sideration by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  deciding  upon  the  remodelling  of 
the  organisation  of  our  forces.  There 
had  been  Committee  aftiT  Ccmimittee 
appointed  on  this  subject,  and  there  was 
the  Report  of  the  Hartington  Commission. 
He  hope<l  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  wait  for  further  inquiries,  but 
would  be  able  to  announce  during  the 
present  Session  that  the  question  had  at 
last  been  ])Ut  on  a  satisfactory  basis. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
lK)urne)  saiil,  that  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  included  the  Navy  in 
this  pernicious  Resolution  he  must  say 
a  word.  He  was  glad  to  find  that  in 
his  indictment  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  Forest  of  Dean  had  said  very 
little  but  what  was  complimentary  of 
the  Navy.  He  was  bound  to  sav  he 
had  not  found  a  single  naval  officer — 
and  he  had  consulted  a  great  many — who 
shared  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
(ientlcman.  Tlu;  light  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  proveil  his  case.  He  had  not  in 
his  excellent  speeoh  advanced  a  single 
fact  to  show  a  want  of  co-operation  be- 
tween the  Armv  and  the  Navy  when  an 
emergency  demanded  such  co-operation. 
Indeed,  he  had  run  away  from  his  guns, 
for  although  in  a  letter  he  had  published 
he  had  said  he  wanted  a  Minister  of 
National  Defen(H»,  he  had  said  scanrely  a 
word  on  that  proj)osal  in  his  s])ecch. 
Naval  men  were  |)erfectly  satisfied  with 
the  present  system  :  and  they  would  not 
approve  any  system  of  offictial  co-openi- 
tion  between  the  two  Services  which 
would  j)ut  naval  interests  in  tho  back- 
ground. They  must  not  hamper  naval 
men  in-  the  discharge  of  their  duties. 
Lord  riartington's  Commission  reported 
that  no  European  Power  had  unitetl  tho 
administration  of  the  two  Services  under 
one  Minister,  and  that  all  tho  naval  wit- 
nesses whose  evidence  thev  heard  were 
unanimously  of  opinion  that  under  such 
a  system  the  interests  of  the  Navy  would 
suffer.      A  clever  civilian  m\^\vl  ^T^ft\> 
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military  affairs  ;  but  in  naval  matters,  so 
much  technical  and  scientific  knowledge 
was  required  nowadays,  the  civilian  poli- 
tician did  not  exist  who  could  properly 
discharge     the    duty     of     Minister     of 
Marine     alone.         The      Secretary     of 
State      for     War      had     that     evening 
alluded  to    this  point   at    great  length, 
and  had  shown  that  the  Cabinet  had  at 
its  command  the  power  at  any  time  to 
summon  distinguished  men  together  and 
to  take  and  act  upon  their  advice.  There 
were  many  distinguished  officers  who  by 
the  Rules   of  the  Service  had  unfortu- 
nately had  to  retire   at  the  age  of  65. 
Some  of  these  might  well  be  called  upon 
to  form  a  Council.      That  being    so,  he 
contende<l   that  it  was   unnecessary   for 
the   Government   to   upset   the  present 
system,  and  to  introduce  any  of  the  new- 
fangled notions  now  put  forward.     So  far 
as  he  could  gather  from  personal  conver- 
sations he  had  lately  had  with  officers 
holding  very  high  positions  in  the  Navy, 
the  criticisms  of  the  Service  were  favour- 
able to  his  contention — that  the  old  system 
worked  well.      Naval   men   alone   were 
qualified    to     pass     really     trustworthy 
criticism  on  purely  naval   matters  ;  and 
where  difficulties  arose  involving  military 
as  well  as  naval  questions  the  Govern- 
ment should  at  once  appoint  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee,   whose    Report  should    be    very 
carefully  considered  and  acted  upon  by 
them.      It    was   well    known    that    this 
course  was  adopted   before  the  Crimean 
War  and  the  Egyptian  Expedition  were 
entered  upon.      The    Resolution  of  the 
right    hou.   Gentleman  now    before    the 
House  might  find  favour  among  certain 
politicians,  but  it  would  not  be  accepted 
by  those  who  were  practically  acquainted 
withthe  internal  economy  of  either  branch 
of   the  Service.     It  was  not  the  business 
of  politicians  to  interfere  in  matters  re- 
lating to  that  branch  of  the   Service  at 
all.     And    he   therefore  appealed  to  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    not   to   U])set   a 
system     which    now   worked    so  advan- 
tageonslv. 

Sir  (i.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  said,  he  cordially 
approved  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Secretary  for  War  and  from  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  This  was  by  no 
means  a  Departmental  question.  There 
were  other  Departments  of  State,  as  well 
as  the  Admiralty,  the  War  Office, 
and  the   Treasury,  which  must  bo  con- 

Admiral  Field 


suited  before  taking  any  new  steps  in 
these  matters.  There  was  the  Colonial 
Office,  for  example.  In  the  Colonies  we 
had  an  organization  numbering  between 
60,000  and  70,000  men,  including  in  those 
figures  their  incipient  infant  Navy,  and 
he  contended  that  in  any  change  which 
would  directly  affect  them  it  would  only 
be  fair — and,  indeed,  it  would  be  necessary 
— to  consult  the  opinion  of  our  colonists 
before  passing  such  a  measure.  It  was 
impossible  to  put  with  safety  all  this 
power  in  connection  with  the  defence  of 
the  Empire  into  the  hands  of  one  person. 
This  fact  alone  constituted  one  of  the 
difficulties  of  limiting  the  responsibility 
as  now  proposed  to  one  Minister. 

•Captain       NAYLOR  -  LEYLAND 
(Colchester)   said,  he   thought   that  he 
was   right   in   assuming    that   he   must 
couple  the  statements  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the   Forest   of   Dean 
before  the  House  that  evening  with  the 
expression  of   his  views  that  he  had  set 
out    in    a    letter    not    very    long    ago 
on     the     subject     which    appeared    in 
The      Times      and      which      attracted 
a     great     deal      of     public     attention 
and  comment.     In  that  letter  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  took  exception   to  the 
present    system  of    administration  with 
regard  to  both  the  Services,  chiefly  on 
the  ground  that  under  present  conditiooB 
there  was   not   sufficient  Parliamentary 
responsibility    in    the    sense    that    two 
Ministers  who  now  sat  in  the  House  had 
not  complete  control  over  both  branches 
of  the    Service,   and   did   not  act   toge- 
ther.    That    was  a   grave  accusation  to 
bring   against  both   the    Army    and  the 
Navy  Executive,   and  he  thought  that 
some  very  strong  and  cogent  proofs  should 
have  been  produced   by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  support  of  such  a  sweeping 
statement.      No    details   had,   however^ 
been  given.     Tlie  right  hou.  Gentlemai^ 
told  them  he  was   not  going   to  discus^ 
details,  but  how  were  they  to  prove  an^ 
system  in  the  world  not  to  be  good  or  ba^ 
if  they  declined  to  discuss  details  ?  Whi^t 
he    personfilly    wanted     to    know    yrwks 
whether  his  right  hon.  Friend  considered 
certain   parts   only  of  the  present  system 
at  fault,  or  whether  he  wished  to  contend 
that  the  whole  of  the  present  system  "^•^ 
irreparably  bad  ?     He  thought  he  could 
show  that  the  present  system  was  better 
than  the   one  proposed.     He  could  not 
see  himself  how  the  present  Parliamea'* 


305       Naval  and  Military       {16  March  1894 j     Defetuive  Preparations.     506 


twy  organisatioD  could  be  improved  upou. 
The  two  branches  of  the  Service   were 
now  represented    bj    the   Secretary    of 
Sute  for  War  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty    respectively,    and    the    two 
jointly  constitated  the  Cabinet  Committee 
of  Defence.      The    First   Lord    of    tiie 
Admiralty  had  the  assistance  of  a  num- 
ber of  Naval  Lords.     The   Secretary  of 
State  for   War   had  to  advise   him  the 
Commander-in-Chief.       As  these   two 
Ministers  were  on  a  footing  of  ecjiiality 
in  the  Cabinet,  and    were  of  the  same 
political  Party,  they  had  every  incentive 
to  work  successfully  and    harmoniously 
together.      No    proof    had   Ikjcu    given 
that  the  system  had  failed.     The  facts, 
indeed,  pointed  in  an   entirely   opposite 
direction,  and  he  therefore   objected  to 
the  idea  that  under  the  present  regime 
theee  two  representative   Ministers    did 
not  work  hand  in  hand,  and  that  strong 
preMure  toeusiu-e  their  doing  so  ought  in 
future  to  be  put  upon  them.  An  objection 
hid  been  taken  by  that  high  authority  the 
hon.Memberfor  West  Belfast  that  some  of 
the  field  battalions  were  kept  too  long  on 
peice  strength.    To  keep  up  the  effective 
Btiength  of  the  battalions  when  no  war  was 
upected  would  be  distinctly  wrong,  and 
therefore  the  present  system  could  not  be 
Wimed  on  that  ground.     We  already  had 
fine  Army    Corps,    and,  thanks     to  the 
J^«erve,   we    could    in    two    or     three 
months  raise  another  Army    Corps,  but 
Englin'd  was  not  going  to  invade  a  Con- 
tinental country.  Soldiers  were  needed  in 
this  country  for  little  wars  and  for  a  land 
froDtier,as  in  Canada  and  India.  Canada 
"»ght  be  put  out  of  the  question  ;  but 
^ehad  one  Anuy  Corps  and  a  prospective 
Annv  Corps  to  be  established  as  in  the 
f*«of  a  liussian  invasion  of  India.  Was 
»»lleged  that  this  was  not  sufficient  ?  The 
'ijlht  hon.  Baronet  had  written  a  book 
!*  the  subject  of  Imperial  defence,  and 
^  it  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stated 
•  view  with  which  he   concuired,  and 
'^t  he  believed  was  the  view  of  the 
^^  competent  military  authorities,  that 
JO  ibe  event  of  war  on  our  Indian  frontier 
•^^oold  be  necessary  to  supplement  the 
Annj  of  India  with  two  Army  Corps,  and 
'I  Was  in  view  of  that  situation  that  two 
-^nnj  Corps  had  been  fixed  as  the  stan- 
^  to  be  attained  in  our  Army.     The 
^n.  Member  for  West  Belfast  said  that 
«e  wanted  more  detailed   information  ; 
"Qt  for  what  purpose  ?     Was  it  proposed 


that  strategical  plans  drawn  up  by  the 

War  Office  should    be  published  to  the 

world  ?     The  fact  that  the  Member  for 

West   Belfast  did    not   know    of    them 

was  no   proof  that  they    did    not  exist. 

The  only  advantage  of  having  any 
plans  at  all  in  connection  with  the 
Army  and  the  Navy  was  that  they  should 
be  kept  secret,  so  that  when  war  was 
declared  the  authorities  might  bo  able  to 
act  upon  them  and  put  them  to  imictical 
use.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  who 
last  spoke  told  them  such  plans  existed  at 
the  Admiraltv,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the 
same  system  was  adoptetl  at  the  War 
Office.  Reference  had  been  mmle  to  the 
German  Army.  No  doubt  the  Chief  of 
the  Staff  in  the  (German  Army  was  a 
useful  person  ;  and  though  it  migiit  be  of 
some  advantage  to  have  one  otficial  to 
make  out  plans  and  to  work  tluMu  out  in 
practical  detail,  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  when  this  was  accomplished  the 
officer  did  not  tell  everyone  about  those 
plans,  but  kept  them  as  secret  as  he 
could.  lie  did  not  agree  with  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast,  that  Ministers  of 
Defence  existed  on  the  Continent- 
Though  the  German  Emperor  was  the 
Minister  of  Defence  for  (icrmany,  it 
might  equally  be  said  that  in  the  same 
sense  Her  Majesty  was  the  Minister  of 
Defence  for  this  co^mtry,  because  tc;chni- 
cally  she  was  at  the  head  of  the  British 
Army.  But  below  the  German  Kmperoy 
there  was  a  Consultative  Committee  of 
three,  and  they  represented  practically 
what  in  the  Navy  were  the  Lord.-  of  the 
Admiraltv.  In  the  whole  militarv  his- 
tory  of  the  world  recently  then;  was  only 
one  instance  in  which  a  Miiil.-ier  of 
Defence,  on  the  lines  now  j)roposed, 
had  been  appointed.  That  was  by  the 
American  Government  in  the  last  cciiturv* 
It  was  found  to  be  such  a  dismal  failure, 
that  the  post  was  abolished.  The  only 
object  in  having  a  Consultative  Com-* 
mittce  composed  of  two  professional 
officers,  a  military  and  a  naval,  would  be 
for  the  Army  officer  to  give  his  advice  in 
naval,  and  the  naval  in  military,  af!airs  : 
he  submitted  this  was  preposterous  and 
absurd.  In  the  reign  of  Charles  II.  the 
mistake  was  made  of  placing  a  Cavalry 
officer  at  the  head  of  the  Na\  v  and  an 
Admiral  in  charge  of  the  land  forces,  and 
it  was  not  likely  we  should  rej)eat  tha( 
eiror. 
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•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  :  As  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  has  taken  a  first  step 
towards  the  attainment  of  the  object  1 
have  in  view,  and  the  Secretary  for  War 
has  expressed  as  clearly  as  official  re- 
ticence renders  it  possible  his  concurrence 
in  the  view  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion, J  shall  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Employment  op  Reserve  Soldiers. 
Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
that  in  drawing  attention  to  the  Notice 
of  Motion  standing  in  his  name  he  felt 
that  he  ought  to  apologise  for  calling 
their  attention  to  rather  an  old  worn 
subject ;  but  as  it  was  of  such  vital  im- 
portance to  the  Army,  he  thought  he  had 
right  on  his  side  in  doing  so.  He  thought 
it  was  as  important  to  find  the  men  for 
the  Army  as  to  elaborate  schemes  such 
as  the  one  they  had  just  heard  for  dealing 
with  the  men  when  they  got  them  into 
the  Army.  And  he  was  the  more  in- 
clined to  do  so  because  the  present  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  had  shown  a 
benevolent  sympathy  towards  them 
when  they  had  earned  the  right,  as 
Reserve  men  and  discharged  soldiers,  to 
obtain  employment.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  in  his  place  he  should 
have  been  glad  to  have  congratulated 
him  on  the  recruiting  Return  that  had 
just  been  issued,  because  he  believed  the 
condition  of  the  recruits  and  the  satis- 
factory state  of  the  recruiting  department 
was  largely  due  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  had  greatly  improved  the  con- 
dition of  the  private  soldier  in  barracks, 
in  regard  to  his  clothing,  his  sea  kit, 
and  comfort  generally,  and  by  so  doing 
had  caused  recruiting  to  look  better  this 
year  than  for  a  considerable  time  past. 
The  question  to  which  he  desired  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  was  not  one 
of  sentiment,  but  purely  one  of  business. 
The  War  Department  had  got  to  find 
40,000  recruits  every  year  ;  it  had  got 
to  get  them  from  somewhere,  because, 
unlike  the  Continental  countries,  ours  was 
a  volunteer  and  not  a  conscript  Army, 
and  the  result  was,  that  in  order  to  get 
recruits,  they  had  to  prepare  a  trap.  A 
good  deal  of  that  sort  of  thing  had  been 
done  during  past  times ;  but  whilst  the 
rjg'bt  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  in  Office 


matters  had  considerably  altered,  for 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the  Army.  But 
one  thing,  and  that  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant, had  been  practically  omitteil  from 
the  consideration  of  the  War  Office  in 
this  matter,  and  that  was  the  employment 
of  the  Reserve  and  discharged  men,  which 
was  a  matter  insisted  upon  by  every  In- 
spector General  of  Recruiting,  from  Lord 
Cameron  down  to  General  Fielding, 
who  was  now  Inspector  General  of  Re- 
cruiting at  the  War  Office,  and  the 
matter  had  been  alluded  to  by  every  man 
on  Lord  Wantage's  Committee,  about 
which  they  had  heard  so  much  two  years 
ago.  It  was  a  patriotic  necessity,  and 
would  have  to  be  done  sooner  or  later. 
The  condition  of  things  appeared  to  be 
that  practically  about  30,000,  more  or 
less,  took  their  discharge  annually  ; 
of  these  about  17,000  went  into  the 
Army  Reserve.  These  figures  were 
approximately  correct,  for  600,000  men 
during  the  last  20  years  had  been  dis- 
charged from  the  Army.  The  question 
that  presented  itself  to  some  of  them  was 
what  had  become  of  all  those  men.  If 
they  believed  the  statements  of  General 
Booth,  which  did  not  gain  universal 
credence,  they  found  that  something  like 
10  per  cent,  of  them  fonned  the  corner 
men  in  the  streets,  but  certainly  every 
man  who  kept  his  eyes  open  could  see 
that  a  very  great  proportion  of  the  men 
on  tramp  and  those  taking  refuge  in  the 
casual  wards  were  Reserve  and  discharged 
soldiers.  The  condition  of  these  men 
was  most  miserable ;  they  could  not  got 
employment  owing  to  the  fear  that  em- 
ployers entertained  of  their  being  called 
out;  they  could  not  emigrate,  as  that 
would  render  a  Reserve  man  liable  to 
orosecution,  and  therefore  they  were 
allowed  to  starve  on  6d.  a  day,  as  it  was- 
not  enough  to  keep  thom  in  a  decent  con — 
dition  or  to  get  them  proper  food, 
manufacturer,  as  a  rule,  would  not  take  o 
Reserve  men  because  thev  were  liable  H 
be  called  out  on  service,  and  there  '^rrx 
another  feeling  that  if  the  Governm^ 
would  not  do  anything  to  find  places  "C 
these  men  there  was  no  reason  wl 
manufacturers  should  put  themselves 
of  the  way  for  that  purpose.  Tha 
were,  however,  some  notable  exception  * 
^ome  of  the  railways  largely  emplo  v  ^ 
Reserve  men,  amongst  them  the  Lon<i^^ 
and   North    Western,  and    the    Londc^^ 
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Chatham,  and  Dover,   and    some  large 
maaufacturers   in    Londou.     One    large 
firm  of   manufscturerH   in    the  Midland 
Coanties,  represented  in  this  House  by  a 
gentleman  sitting  on  the  other  side,  was 
honourably  distinguished  in  its  employ- 
ment of  Reserve  and  discharged  soldiers. 
He  would   ask  how  it  was    possible  to 
carry  on  recruiting  under  favourable  con- 
ditions while    thousands   of    discharged 
soldiers  were  going   about   the  country 
deerjing  the  Army  and  advising    their 
friends  not  to  enlist  ?     An  old  soldier — 
and  oowadavs  a   man    was  an  old  soldier 
at  the  age  of  about  25 — went  amongst 
his  people  and  said,  ^*I  enlisted  ;   I  was 
promised  a  free  kit  and  rations,  and  got 
neither.     When  I  took  my  discharge  I 
was  unable  to  obtain  employment ;  I  am 
nobody's  child  ;  I  am  a  wanderer  on  the 
f^e  of  the  earth,  and  I  would  advise  you 
not  to  take  the  Queen^s  shilling/'     They 
did  not  ask  that  the   Government  should 
find  a  berth  for  all  these  men  as  Directors 
or  at  the   Bank  of  England ;  but   they 
might  do  something,  and  he  would  point 
out  what  he  thought  they  might  do  with- 
oot  expense,  and  afterwards  what  they 
might  do    in   another   way  that   would 
eaue  a    little    extra    expense.      They 
nigfat    find      more      work     than     they 
did  for  these  men  at  Enfield  and  Wool- 
wich.    Something    like     12,000    work- 
Ben  were    employed     at    Enfield    and 
Woolwich,    of  whom  about  4,000  were 
lihoarers,  and  these  places  could  be  very 
^11  taken  by  Reserve  and    discharged 
wldiere.      They  all  knew  that  a  Return 
^  recently  issued— -one  he  moved  for 
MiDself — showing    the   number    of  Go- 
'oiwnent  Offices  which  might  be  filled 
^.M  soldiers,  but  which  was  not  filled 
7  them,  these  posts  being  occupied  by 
^«c  nominees  of  gentlemen  who  had   no 
*^onection  with  the  Army.     There  were 
'■^ions   berths   that  might    be  filled  by 
5;^  wldiers  at  Kewi  Gardens,  the  National 
gallery,     and     the     British      Museum, 
^uring  the   iato  Government  the  right 
^^J*n.  Gentleman  who  was   in  charge  of 
^^e  Post  Ofiice,  the  Member   for  Mau- 
*^e9ter   (Sir  J.  Fergusson),  took  a  step 
hich   was  cordially  approved    by  men 
^<^nnecte<l  with  the  Service.     The  right 
^t)D.  Gentleman    gave    employment    in 
^lie  Post  Office  to  Reserve  and  discharged 
*^en.      But  after  the  retirement  of  the 
^ight  hoc.  Gentleman  that  arrangement 
^as  allowed  to  lapse,  and  he  knew  he 


was  right  in  saying  that  during  the  last 
three  months  only  some  5  per  cent,  of 
the  Reservists  had  found  berths  in  the 
Post  Office.  He  believed  very  many  of 
the  Postmasters  wished  to  put  their  sons 
into  the  telegraph  messenger  service* 
and  then  promote  them  to  postmen,  but 
that  was  not  the  intention  of  the  late 
Government  and  the  Postmaster  General 
at  that  time.  He  would  venture  to 
point  out  what  he  thought  the  Govern- 
ment should  do.  They  ought  to  estab- 
lish a  central  bureau  at  the  War  Office, 
having  branch  offices  at  all  the  depict 
centres,  where  a  list  should  be  kept  of 
the  names  of  these  men,  so  that  they 
cDuld  thus  obtain  work  when  they 
wanted  it.  It  would  not  cost  much  to 
have  these  offices  all  over  the  country, 
and  the  Goverumeut  might  also 
strengthen  the  hands  of  existing  As- 
sociations that  found  employment  for 
Reserve  and  discharged  soldiers.  Except 
for  a  small  grant  from  the  Government, 
these  Associations  were  supported  by 
voluntary  contributions  ;  they  had  found 
employment  for  4,000  of  these  men  last 
year,  and  they  had  found  employment  for 
12,000  soldiers  during  the  six  years  they 
had  been  established,  and  had  enabled 
them  to  earn  an  aggregate  of  wages 
amounting  to  something  like  £760,000. 
He  thought  these  Associations  wore 
worthy  of  more  support  than  they  got 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  he 
failed  to  see  why  the  Government  should 
not  support  them  more  than  they  did  by 
an  extra  grant.  In  foreign  countries 
they  found  that  every  non-commissioned 
officer,  after  15  years'  service,  was  en- 
titled to  a  berth  under  the  Government, 
and  in  Germany  there  were  70,000 
berths  which  soldiers  could  obtain  under 
the  Government.  In  Austria-Hungary 
something  like  15,000  soldiers  were  em- 
ployed on  the  railways,  and  he  could 
not  understand  why  the  (government 
should  not  adopt  some  system  of  the 
kind  in  this  eountrv.  He  could  not 
understand  how  it  was  that  the  House 
could  vote  large  sums  of  money  with  a 
light  heart  for  objects  not  so  im- 
portant as  this.  Only  last  night  the 
House  voted  £60,000  for  the  ranges  at 
Shoeburyness  when  they  ought  not  to 
require  a  tenth  of  that  sum.  Though 
the  Secretary  for  War  had  done  much,  he 
thought  he  might  do  more.  The  right 
hou.    Gentleman    was     the    ^ral    \Vw 
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Minister  who  ever  advised  the  Treasury 
to  give  a  grant  to  an  Association  for 
finding  employment  for  discharged 
soldiers,  and  when  he  came  into  Office 
again  six  years  afterwards  he  increased 
the  grant ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  only  use  the  great  influence 
he  possessed  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  Avould  be  able  to  still 
further  increase  the  sum.  By  so  doing 
he  was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  only  earn  the  gratitude  of 
soldiers  and  the  men  who  represeuteil 
them  in  this  House,  but  would  be  giving 
the  greatest  support  to  recruiting  all  over 
the  country,  and  earn  the  gratitude  of  tlie 
British  soldier  all  over  the  world.  At 
this  time  of  the  day  he  did  not  wish  to 
detain  the  House  further,  and  would 
simply  move  the  Motion  standing  in  his 
name. 

Sir  a.  ACLAND-HOOD  (Somerset, 
Wellington)  said,  he  agreed  with  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  as  to  the  want  of  em- 
ployment for  Reserve  and  discharged 
soldiers,  and  the  deplorable  effect  the 
want  of  employment  must  have  on  the 
recruiting.  In  walking  through  Loudon 
he  was  frequently  appealed  to  by  men 
who  had  served  with  the  Colours  to  get 
them  employment — men  who  bore  ex- 
cellent characters.  There  was  also  another 
matter  closely  connected  with  this  subject, 
and  that  was  the  great  number  of  men 
who  were  employed  in  fatigues  in  their 
garrison  towns  and  large  camps — men 
who  were  serving  with  the  Colours.  He 
did  not  think  any  hon.  Member  could  go 
to  Aldersliot  or  any  garrison  town  with- 
out finding  a  large  number  of  men  em- 
ployed in  fatigues  ;  not  military  fatigues, 
but  in  weeding  gardens,  looking  after  the 
washhouse,  and  other  duties  that  were 
not  military  but  civilian,  and  women's 
duties.  It  was  with  great  regret  that  he 
saw  men  employed  in  that  way  and  taken 
from  their  military  work.  How  was  it 
to  be  expected  that  a  commanding  officer 
could  get  his  men  ready  for  inspection 
and  field  davs  when  half  his  men  were 
taken  away  for  these  duties  ?  They  did 
not  clothe  men  in  the  Queen's  uniform 
for  these  domestic  purposes,  but  to  make 
soldiers  of  them,  and  to  train  them  for  that 
purpose.  It  had  struck  him,  and  he 
made  this  suggestion  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,that  many  of  these  unemployed 
men  in  the  Reserve  could  be  used  in  their 
Mi^e  cnmps  and  gan-ison  towns  to  carry 
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O'lt  what  he  might  call  civilian  fatigues. 
At  the  present  moment  they  were  paying 
men  in  the  Army  Reserve  6d.  a  day  for 
practically     doing     nothing.       A     mau 
left     the     Guards      after     three     year* 
and      served       nine       years       in       the 
Reserves  ;     in    the  Line  he  served  five 
years  in  the  Reserves  ;  to  call  out  all  of 
them  would  take  40  years,  so  that  it  was* 
obvious  they  would  never  all  be  called 
out ;  therefore,  it  came  to  this — that  we 
were    paying    6d.    a   day   for   the    pro- 
blematical    chance    of    requiring    their 
services  in  the  event  of  war.     He  would 
therefore  suggest  that  they  should  pay 
them  a   little  more  and  make  them  do 
some  of  these  ordinary  garrison  and  camp 
fatigues.     The  advantage  of  that  would 
be  that  they  would  have  the  whole  of  the 
men  serving  with  the  Colours  available 
for  drill,  musketry,  and  military  duties,  so 
that  the  commanding  officers  would  be 
ca|)ablo  of  turning  out  a  pro|)er  fighting 
machine ;  and, secondly, a  great  number  of 
Army  men  would  not  be  travelling  about 
the  country  contracting  bad  habits  and 
advising  people  not  .to  enlist,  but  who 
would  be  in  touch  with  military  life,  and 
who  could  be  trained  in  the  use  of  the 
new  rifle.     In  this  way  they  would  not 
have   on    field   days   and    at    inspection 
a  numl>er  of  what  he  might  call  amatear 
srardeners  havinor  in  their  hands  a  rifle  of 
which    thev    knew    nothin*]:.      Another 

w  CD 

advantage  would  be  that  it  would  greatly 
relieve  the  labour  market  in-  London  and 
our  large  towns.  They  heard  a  great  deal 
al)out  the  unemployed,  and  these  were 
made  up  in  great  part  by  Army  Reserve 
men  ;  therefore,  if  they  found  employ- 
ment for  these  men  in  fatigue  dutieSf 
thev  would  to  a  larffe  extent  relieve  the 
labour  market.  He  begged  to  second 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment    proposed,    to    leave    out 

from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 

Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 

"This  House  deplores  the  want  of  emploT-» 
ment  among  clischarge<l  and  Reserve  men.  and 
calls  on  the  Government  to  remedy  the  evil  by 
strengfthening  the  existing  voluntary  institu* 
tions  or  forming  a  bureau  at  the  War  Office  for 
that  puriKwe,"— (-Vr/;«»r  Ra*ch^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  tlie  word9 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

CA^TAIX  BAGOT  (Westmoreland, 
Kendal)   thought    that    in    this    matter 
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wbit   they    required    was    more    thau 
^oeral  sympathj.     Last   year   the   in- 
qoiries  of  British  attaches  at  Berlin  and 
Piris  and  in  Austria  and  Italy  showed 
that    tlie    Continental     system    worked 
exceedingly  well.     In  Continental  coun- 
tries they  had  a   regular  system  under 
Goremment  for  giving  employment  to 
▼ell-behaved    old    soldiers    and    sailors 
after  a  service  of  a  certain  numl>er  of 
rears  with    the    colours ;    and    if    they 
in  this   country    were    to   do   anything 
to  popularise  the  Army  and  to  induce  a 
better  class  of  recruit  to  join  the  Service 
it  would  be  by  adopting  the  Continental 
•j§tera.     But  ho  found  that  out  of  7,860 
places  which  the  Government  could  fill 
with  messengers  and  clerks  only  417,  or 
about  5   per  cent.,  were   tilled    by   old 
soldiers  or  sailors  of  gooil  character.     In 
lb77  Mr.  Childers's  Committee  recom- 
Beoded    strongly    in    favour    of     some 
tltention  in  the  existing  state  of  affairs 
with  regard  to  the  employment  of  old 
loldiers  and   sailors,  but,  so  far  as   he 
liw,  nothing  had  Imjcu  done  to  carry  out 
its  recommendations.     As  an  example  of 
some  places  that  might  be  tilled  by  the 
fioremment  with  such  men,  he  would 
Motion   that  at   the    British    Museum 
tioee  1887  30  messengers  had  been  ap- 
pointed  by  the    Government.      In    this 
sad  aay  other  Public  Department  an  old 
*oWier  or  sailor  would  be  well   titted  for 
tbe  position  of  messenger,  but  out  of  the 
30  «o  appointed    not  a  single  one  was 
titber  an  old  soldier  or  sailor.     It  might 
pwbaps  be  said  that  the  majority  of  the 
otiaekes,  to  whom  he  had  referred,  were 
soldiers,  and  might  be  supposed    to    be 
o■^^ide<l  in  favour  of  those  who  belonged 
to  their  own  profession;  but  the  Minister 
•t  Berlin,    Sir    E.    Malet,    was    not    u 
nidier,  and  in  a  letter  accompanying  his 
Beport  he   wrote  that  if  such  employ- 
Benl  were  assured  in  the   United  King- 
dom to  soldiers   of   good    conduct,    the 
S^oeral  public  would  gain  largely  through 
tbc  increased  efficiency  of  the    Depnrt- 
nMDtv,  as  old  soldiers  of  good  character 
»orkftl  exceedingly  well.     That  was  the 
tcctimouv  of  a  civilian  as  to  the  ad  van- 
t*ge  the  Public  Departments  would  gain 
bj  tbe  appointment  of  these  men.     On 
tbe  Continent  there   was   conscription, 
bat  tbe    British    forces    were    entirely 
voluutary,  and  if  they  wished  to  obtain 
good  recruits  they  mast  offer  them  some 
iodacement ;  and  if  the  men  knew  that 


by  good  character  they  would  obtain  a 
situation  when  thev  left  the  Armv,  it 
would  be  an  inducement  to  them  to  ber 
have  well  while  in  the  Army,  as  well  a» 
an  inducement  to  enter  it.  lie  there- 
fore hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  give  them  an  assurance 
or  something  more  detinite  than  mere 
general  sympathy. 

•Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNEUMAN: 
I  can  assure  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
who  brought  forward  this  Motion  that  I 
am  able  most  sincerely  to  repoat  my 
expression  of  sympathy  that  seems  to  l)e 
thought  of  so  little  value — not  by  him, 
as  he  was  much  too  kind  in  the  way  he 
spoke  of  something  I  was  abh?  to  do, 
and  gives  me  credit  for  a  good  deal 
more  than  I  have  been  able  to  do.  At 
all  events,  I  am  extremely  glad  to  be 
associated  with  him  in  obtaining  employ- 
ment for  Keserve  and  discharged  men  in 
the  Army.  I  have  great  sympathy  with 
all  that  is  said  as  to  the  desirableness  of 
employing  old  and  discharged  soldiers, 
but  I  would  caution  hon.  Members  not 
to  press  it  too  far.  I  do  not  think  it 
possible  to  give  an  absolute  pledge 
of  employment;  I  do  not  believe  it 
would  be  possible,  and  it  might 
be  dangerous  to  convey  the  idea 
that  such  a  pledge  had  been  given.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  old  soldiers — 
and  I  say  it  as  one  sincerely  their  friend 
— do  not  monopolise  all  the  claims  to  the 
charitable  and  benevolent  consiileration 
of  the  public  ;  there  are  many  others  in 
the  community  who  have  to  be  con- 
sidered. We  have  gone  as  far  as  we  can 
in  the  way  of  employment  under  Govern- 
ment Departments.  Some  of  the 
instances  mentioned,  where  it  is 
thought  more  might  be  done,  do  not 
relate  to  Government  Departments  at 
all.  I  imr-gine  that  those  persons  em- 
ployed at  the  British  Museum  are 
employed  by  the  Trustees-of  the  Museum. 
Then  we  are  shown  the  example  of  Ger- 
many and  other  foreign  countries  who 
provide  large  numbers  of  places  for  old 
soldiers.  Yes,  but  there  the  whole  of 
the  railway  system  and  numy  other 
large  public  sources  of  employment  are 
in  the  hands  of  the  State,  and  they  can 
employ  whom  they  like,  whereas  in  this 
country  there  is  only  a  limited  number  of 
posts  to  which  old  soldiers  can  be  ap- 
pointed in  the  Public  Departments. 
Allusion   has    been   made  to  t\ie    ^oi^V 
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Office  and  what  was  done  b^  mj  right 
hon.  Frieud  opposite,  the  late  Postmaster 
General.     There  has  been  no  going  back 
from  anything  that  has  been  done,  and 
from  what  I  have  heard   on  inquiry  not 
many  weeks  ago  I  am  satisfied  there  is 
just  the  same  proportion  of  Reserve  men 
and  old   soldiers  being  employed  in  the 
Post  Office  as  was  the  case  a  few  years 
ago.     One  thing  I  confess  I  have  an  ob- 
jection   to — namely,    that    in    order    to 
encourage  recruiting  in  the  Army,  Post 
Office  messengers  or  boys  should  be  pro- 
mised further  employment  in  the  Depart- 
ment if  they    went  into  the  Army  and 
served  their  time  there  as  soldiers.     I  do 
not  think  that  is  in  accordance  with  the 
voluntary   system  of  service   which  we 
have  been  accustomed  to  in  this  country. 
Though  not  quite  a  kind  of  conscription 
the   practice   forms   really  a   species   of 
practical    compulsion  of   service,  and  I 
do  not  think   that  is  a  good   or  proper 
arrangement.     We  should  remember  that 
even  in  the   Post  Office  when  a  vacancy 
occurs  for  a  messenger  or  in  any  other 
eapacity    the    Department    has   to   con- 
sider the  claims  of  their  own   servants  as 
well  as  the  claims  of  old  soldiers.     From 
all  the  inquiries  I  have  made  I  am  satis- 
fied that  a  full  chance  is  given  for  em- 
ployment of  old  soldiers  in  the  Post  Office 
at  the  present  time  just  as  existed  a  year 
or  two  ago.     Then  as  to  what  we  can  do 
for  Societies  in  this  matter.     The  War 
Office  gives  a  contribution  towards  the 
Society  which  undertakes    the  business 
eonnected  with  outside  employment ;  but 
from  the  best  advice  we  can  get   from 
those  who  are  best  acquainted  with  the 
matter,  we  are  opposed   to  going  further, 
And  establishing   a    bureau  at    the   War 
Office.     It  is   thought  that  a  bureau  at 
the    War   Office   would    be   an    isolated 
office — that    there  would   be    very  little 
practical   acquaintance  with   the  circum- 
stances of  each  case,  and   that  you   can 
better  employ  the   agencies  of  a  private 
institution  which  would  offer  a  chance  of 
omployment  on   the  spot  to  old  soldiers 
who  sought  it.     I  have  been  somewhat 
struck  with  some  figures  I  have  received 
on   the    subject.      To    begin    with,    let 
me     quote    this    from     a    very    strong 
ndvocate    of    the     employment    of     old 
fvoldiers.       General    Feilding    says  that 
from  reliable  sources  of  information  it  is 
believed  there  are  no  large  numbers  of 
iioldiers  who  have  been  discharged  from 
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the  Army   with  good  characters  and  of 
sober  habits  who  have  not  been  able  to 
obtain    employment  of   some  kind  after 
their  discharge.      That  is  a  very  strong 
opinion  coming  from  a  General    Officer 
who  is  as  intimately  acquainted  with  the 
subject  as  any  one  I  could  mention.  And 
the  figures  he  quotes  are  these.     There 
were  registered  in  the  local  registers  of 
the  Association   within    the   year   6,775 
men    for   employment ;    of   those   3,824 
were  offeretl  employment,  and   2,914  ac- 
cepted it,  while  847  declined.     It  does 
not  appear  from  that  that  want  of  em- 
ployment arises  from   a    lack    of   oppor- 
tunity of  getting  it.      The   War    Office 
gives  a  contribution  towards  the  Society 
which  undertakes  this  business  connected 
with  outside  employment,  and  on  a  very 
wholesome  plan.     We  give  to  it  half  the 
amount  that  the   public  have  subscribed 
to  it  in  the  previous  year.     I   think  that 
is  a  very  good  test  of  the  healthiness  of 
the   Society  we    are    supporting,  for  it 
must  receive  considerable  public  support 
before  we  grant  anything.     That  is  the 
foundation  on  which  we  have  gone  and 
will  continue  our  contribution.     We  will 
do  all  we  can,  and  personally  I  will  do  all 
I  can  in  the  way  of  finding  employment 
in  other  Departments,  but  we  must  not 
be    too  sanguine  of  results  on  a   great 
scale.  I  am  sure  the  wish  of  every  one  in 
the  House  is  to  see  full  justice  done  to 
these  old  soldiers.     The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman   opposite  suggests  that  they 
should  be  employed  in  connection  with 
the  camps.     But  that  would  only  be  for 
a  short  time  in  the  year,  and  would  not 
afford  any  very  large  amount  of  employ- 
ment.    The  Government  will  keep  their 
eyes  and  ears  open,  and   if  in   any  way 
assistance  can  be  rendered  I  shall  be  only 
too  reatly  to  help.       But  hon.  Members 
must  dismiss  from   their  minds   the  idea 
that  in  this  country  we  can  ever  possess 
auch  a  power  as  is  possessed  by  the  Go- 
vernments of  other  countries — the  power 
of  finding   places   for  all   the  men    who 
have  served  their  country  in  the  ranks  of 
the  Army. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 

said,  it  was  evident  there  was  a  strong 

feeling — whioh  he  knew  that  the  right 

hon.  Gentleman  shared — that  if  any  step 
could  be  taken  for  the  employment  of 
old  soldiers  either  in  the  Reserve  or  only 
partially  employed,  it  would  be  of  great 
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sservice  tu  the  Army  and  to  tho  public. 
Nodoubt  it  was  extrcmelvdifKeiilt  to  make 
progress  in  this  matter.      The  employ- 
ment of  old  soldiers  in  the  Public  Offices 
remained  practically  where  it  was  four  or 
five  years  ago  ;  and  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  admit  that,  looking 
at  the  subject  as  a  whole,  practically  no 
progress  had  been   made  during  the  last 
few  vears.     At  the  same  time,  he  must 
Drge   upon    the   right   hon.    Gentleman 
that    there    was    room    for   taking    up 
this  subject    iu   a   more  active   manner. 
Mt  right  hon.  Friend  had  given    some 
particulars  in  this  matter,   but  whether 
with  regard  to  his  own  administration  or 
that   of    his    prede<?esHors    certainly    the 
poUcy   was    the   same.     As   the    Select 
Committee  of  1877  had  been  aliude<l  to, 
he  would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
ilenuD   opposite   this   question.       Since 
that  Committee  reporte<l    17  years   had 
pitted  ;    an<l    though    efforts    had    been 
■ade  by  himself,  as  by  his  predecessors, 
to  get  employment  for  old  soldiers  and 
aailon,  they  had  not  been  quite  so  su(;- 
eeHfuI  as  could  \ye  wished.     Thev  did 
•ot  object  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  a 
Select  Committee   being   appointeil    by 
tU»  House,  not  to  inquire  into  the  whofc 
^iKtion,  but  to  inquire  how  far  the  sug- 
sections  of  the  Committee  of   1877  had 
keen  carried  out,   what  remained  to  be 
^one  bv  the   Government  which  had  not 
been  done  at  the  present  time,  and  what 
fcad  been  done   by  private  enterprise  in 
tills  matter  ;  and  also  to  inquire  into  the 
qoestion    of      the     establishment    of    a 
Labour    Bureau,    either    in    connection 
with  the  War  Office  or   in    connection 
with  the  depots.     He  did   not  Avish  for  a 
noroeut  to  press  his  right  hon.  Friend  or 
to  force  his  hand.     He  knew  the  rijrht 
MD.  Gentleman  had  the  subject  fidly  at 
keart.    He  kuew  also  that  this  was  but 
one  among  a  nnmber  of  Public  Depart- 
meDts,  and  that  they  could   not  control 
others ;    but  a  point  had   been  reached 
when  gome  further  Inquiry  of  a  limited 
wope,  which    need  not  occupy  a    very 
long  time  or  involve  the  examination  of 
tnr  great  number  of  witnesses,  would  be 
>4vaDtagcous   to   the   Army.      Such    a 
rtep  would  take  away  from  private  em- 
plovers     great     responsibilities,     while 
enabling  them  to  carry  out  a  great  duty, 
And  would   give    an    assurance   to    the 
public  that  employment  would  bo  found 
^or  old  soldiers.  Every  patriotic  English- 


man ought  to  do  his  best  in  furtherance 
of  such  an  object. 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-UANNEllMAN: 

1  can  only  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  I 
will  turn  the  suggestion  over  in  my 
mind,  but  I  scarcely  think  the  matter  is 
pressing  enough  to  justify  such  a  step. 
Perhaps  I  may  add  that  one  of  my  col- 
leagues has  informed  me  that  a  messenpjer'" 
ship  having  become  vacant  in  his  Office, 
he  has  declined  tu  present  an  old  butler, 
and  has  decided  to  recommend  a  retired 
soldier,  and  he  has  written  to  the  War 
Office  for  that  purpose. 

•Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT 
(Sheffield,  Central)  said,  this  was  a 
question  of  great  importance  to  tho  large 
towns  throughout  the  country,  and 
the  Government  Departments  ought 
to  set  a  much  better  example.  In 
a  great  many  large  towns  labour 
bureaux  had  been  formed  for  enabling 
retire<l  soldiers  to  obtain  employment, 
an<i  everything  possible  had  been  done  to 
render  them  aseiistance.  Although  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  done  a  great 
deal  in  this  matter  bv  doublinti'  the  official 
subscription  to  tho  head  Society,  it  was 
ho|)ed  he  would  see  his  wav  to  do  more 
still.  Between  1 887  and  1 89:3,  out  of  945 
Government  messengers  appointed,  only 
321  were  retired  soldiers  and  sailors ; 
and  out  of  6,915  clerks  only  93  Avero 
formerly  iu  tho  Army,  Navy,  or  Royal 
Marines.  That  was  a  very  small  ])ropor- 
tion  indeed.  It  was  not  onlv  in  the 
War  Office,  Admiralty,  and  Treasury 
Departments  that  such  appointments 
might  be  made,  but  the  messengers  about 
the  House  might  also  be  selected  from 
deserving  non-commissioned  officers  and 
those  who  had  retired  from  the  Army 
and  the  Navy.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  during  tho  period  that  he  re- 
mained Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  find  himself  able  to  do  a  little 
more  than  he  had  done  iu  the  past,  and 
confer  thereby  great  advantages  upon  the 
country  and  the  Services.  Every  man 
who  obtained  employment  on  leaving  the 
Services  was  an  advertisement  and  an 
encouragement  to  recruiting.  Seeing  that 
good  berths  were  obtained  through  the 
good  offices  of  Government  Departments 
other  young  men  were  induced  to  join  the 
Army  and  Navy  by  being  told  by  the 
retired  men  that  after  passing  a  pleasant 
time  in  tho  Service,  and  having  done 
their  duty  to  their  country,  if  their  con- 
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duct  had  been  good  the  Government 
would  take  care  of  them. 

•Captain    GRICE  -  H  UTCHINSON 

(Aston  Manor)  agreed   that   to   further 

this  object  woiild  be  good  for  recruiting 

and  for  the  good  of  the  Army  in  general. 
How  often  it  happened  that  the  soldier 
r^lised  that  his  years  of  service  had  been 
wasted,  and  that  on  leaving  the  Army 
he  found  himself  without  resources  of 
livelihood.  It  was  absolutely  for  the 
well-being  of  the  Army  that  some 
steps  should  be  taken  in  the  matter,  but 
he  would  suggest  that  there  should  be 
some  alteration  made  in  the  system  of 
deferred  pay  of  the  soldier  in  order  to 
induce  him  to  remain  in  the  colours,  in- 
stead of  bribing  him  to  go  out  of  the 
Army.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  take  this  into  considera- 
tion, for  he  felt  that  any  alteration  made 
in  that  respect  would  be  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Services. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mobilisation. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  desired  to  call  attention  to  the 
organisation  necessary  for  more  rapid 
mobilising  of  the  forces  for  home  defence 
and  the  training  of  the  Reserve.  That 
question  had  not  received  the  attention 
it  deserved,  and  was  well  worthy  of  con- 
sideration by  the  House.  Our  Army 
was  our  second  line  of  defence.  Though 
it  was  small,  we  were  spending  about 
£18,000,000  a  year  upon  it,  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
thorouglily  efficient  in  all  its  depart- 
ments. The  reason  why  no  great 
anxiety  was  shown  in  military  matters 
was  because  the  nation  at  large  believed 
that  all  necessary  measures  were  taken 
up  to  the  requirements  of  the  Army.  He 
pointed  out  that  the  scheme  of  mobilisa- 
tion existed  only  on  paper,  and  had  never 
been  put  to  the  test  in  any  way  whatever. 
The  invasion  of  our  shores  seemed  so 
improbable  that  people  seemed  hardly  to 
recognise  that  such  a  scheme  was 
essential  to  our  safety  as  a  nation.  All 
the  stores  of  clothing  were  concentrated 
at  Pimlico.  Could  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  assure  him  that  it  was 
sufficient  for  the  wants  of  the  whole 
Reserve  force  ?      Could  he  assure  him 
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that  all  this  clothing  was  marked  for  its 
destination,  ready  to  leave  the  stores  at 
Pimlico  at  once  ?     To  ask  that  all  the 
Reserve  forces  throughout  the  Kingdom 
should    be     mobilised     at    once    would 
probably  be  asking  too  much  ;    but  he 
asked  that  the  scheme  should  be  tested 
in  one  district.     If  the  light  of  public 
opinion  was  thrown  upon  it  much  good 
would   result.     Mobilisation   was   really 
organisation  of  forces  in  readiness  for  the 
field— 1.6.,  bringing  up  the  units  to  war 
strength.     No  doubt  our  present  system 
was  a  good  one,  and    a    great  deal   of 
time  and  attention  had  been  devoted  to 
it  by  experts.     The  late  Mr.  Stanhope 
had  said  that  we  had  a  scheme  of  mobi- 
lisation which    we   could    act   upon   to- 
morrow if  there  was  any  danger  of  in- 
vasion.    It  was  difficult  to  persuade  the 
public  that  there  was  anything  to  fear  in 
that  direction,  but  that   was   an   event 
possible  at  all  events,  and  some  actual 
working    scheme    of    mobilisation    was 
necessary  for  our  national  safety.     Let 
the  Secretary  of  State  take  any  district 
he   liked,   give    orders    to   the   general 
officer  commanding  to  mobilise  at  once^ 
let  the  general  officer  issue  his  instruc- 
tions by  telegraph,  and  then  the  scheme 
would  be  submitted  to  a  practical  test^ 
and  they  would  be  able  to  see  how  the 
system  worked  and  where  its  failures  were. 
They    would   also   be   able   to   test  the 
system  of  the  centralisation  of  stores  at 
Punlico.     He  did  not  believe  that  they 
would  be  able  to  get  the  stores  out  ia 
time.     They  should  always  count  on  the 
possibility  of  mistakes.     They  had  heard 
of  mistakes  in  connection  with  our  small 
wars,  when  a  different  ammunition  from 
the  ammunition  required  would  be  sent 
out.     These  mistakes  showed   that   the 
centralisation  of  stores  would  hardly  bear 
the  strain  put  upon  it  in  a  time  of  greafe 
national    danger.      In   close   connectioi 
with  the  matter  of  mobilisation  were  thi 
questions  of  the  ammunition  used  by 
Volunteers  and  the  different  patterns 
machine  guns  in  use.     He  would 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  theMinist^i 
for  War  the  necessity  for  taking  tho^M 
matters  into  consideration.     The  questi^* 
of  the   training   and   exercising   of  om»i 
Reserve   forces   was   also   an  importfc"**^ 
point  for  consideration.     At  present  tto* 
training  was  not  carried  on  as  efficienfclj^ 
or  on  as  broad  a  plan  as  it  ought  to 
especially    when     compared    with 
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STstem  adopted   by   militarj  natious  od 
the  Continent. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  would  appeal  to  the  House  that  wo 
should  now  go  into  Committee,  because 
in  the  statement  I  intend  to  make  I 
can  reply  to  the  various  points  that  have 
been  raised. 

"^     Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY—COMMITTEE. 

Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 
[Sir  J.  GoLDSMiD  in  the  Chair.] 
1.  Motion   made,   and   Question    pro- 
posed, 

•^That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  excec.l- 
iog  135,347.  all  ranks,  >)C  maintained  for  the 
fcrrice  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Greiit  Briuiin 
and  Ireland,  at  Home  ami  Abroad,  excluding 
Her  Majesty*!)  Indian  Possessions,  during  tlie 
Jiareniling'oa  the  31st  day  of  March,  1895.*' 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Sir,  I  cannot  proceed  to  the  duty  of  sub- 
Bitting  these  Estimates  to  the  Committee 
vitbout  referring  to  one  sad  subject. 
We  all  look  instinctively  to  the  vacant 
fbce  on  the  other  side  of  this  Table, 
vhieh  on  the  last  occasion  when  militarv 
^tions  were  under  discussion  was 
weopied  by  one  who  for  several  years 
U  taken  a  prominent  part  in  these 
Debates.  I  w^ill  not  attcm])t  to  renew 
the  panegyrics  which  at  the  moment  of 
or  loss  were  so  trulv  and  worthily 
pttjoilupon  Mr.  Stanhope,  but  no  one  has 
bHter  reason  than  I,  who  succeeded 
lua  iu  Office,  to  appreciate  the  amount 
^  abiding  advantage  which  the 
Militarv  Service  of  our  country  trained 
uooi  bis  intelligent  administration  and 
from  his  untiring  zeal  and  devotion.  The 
jur  which  has  passed  since  I  last  dis- 
cbrged  thisdnty  has  been  comparatively 
iMventful,  and  I  am  fully  aware  that 
these  Estimates  present  few  features 
cilealated  to  draw  attention  to,  or 
to  excite  a  lively  interest  in,  mili- 
^  ftilministration.  I  remember  that 
*tbe  corresponding  occasion  last  year 
^openly  disciaimeil  for  myself  any  inten- 
^  of  being  an  active  innovator.  I 
ind  that  the  Army  had  within  the  last 
^  Tears  pasfled  through  a  great  series  of 
•wations,  reforms,  and  now  develop- 
tat8,and  that,  in  my  opinion,  we,  having 
''nved  at  something  like  a  fixed  system, 


and  a  system  which  in  its  main  liaea 
commended  itself  to  the  best  and  most 
experienced  men,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
it  was  now  better  to  leave  that  system 
in  the  main  to  its  natural  working,  while, 
of  course,  taking  care  to  watch  for  every 
opportunity  of  amending  it  in  its  minor 
details,  if  the  necessity  could  be  shown  to 
exist.  Having  been  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  changes  of  the  last  20  years,  and 
believing  in  the  newer  Army  system,  I 
am  sure  that  the  l>e8t  way  of  securing 
its  success  is  to  follow  the  course  of 
confirming  and  consolidating  it  rather 
than  to  initiate  at  present  any  new  depar- 
ture. But  I  can  readily  lielieve  that 
there  is  one  feature  in  these  Estimates 
which  may  seem  to  require  some  expla- 
nation. I  mean  the  evidence  which 
they  display  of  growing  expenditure. 
It  may  be  asked  why  the  Committee 
should  be  invited  to  vote  an  addition  to 
an  expenditure  already  so  great,  and 
whether  it  would  not  have  been  pos- 
sible to  meet,  by  some  modification  of 
these  demands,  a  part  of  the  great  in- 
crease in  the  cost  of  the  naval  strength 
which  the  circumstances  of  the  day  are 
i^enerally  considered  to  require.  The 
first  consideration  which  presents  itself  in 
that  matter  is,  how  far  does  the  one 
branch  of  expenditure  take  the  place  of 
the  other,  and,  secoudly,  does  our  land 
force  in  itself  admit  of  a  reduction  ?  It 
is  not  the  case  that  by  increasing  the 
Navy  you  necessarily  diminish  the 
necessity  lor  Army  Estimates.  In  fact, 
in  many  respects,  it  is  the  reverse, 
because  the  larger  the  fleet  and  the  wider 
the  duties  it  has  to  undertake  in  the 
])rotection  of  trade,  the  heavier  in  some 
respects  becomes  the  charge  upon  the 
Army  Estimates  for  the  protection  of 
harbours  and  coaling  stations,  both  in 
men  and  in  works,  as  well  as  in  armaments 
for  their  protection.  Jn  this  respect  one 
is  not  in  the  least  an  alternative  of  the 
other,  but  rather  its  necessary  comple- 
ment. But  if  the  naval  expenditure  was 
a  mere  absolute  addition  to  our  defensive 
strength,  has  it  been  carried  so  far  as  to 
superse<le  the  necessity  of  any  part  of 
our  land  force  ?  Our  land  force  is  no 
longer  undetermined  in  the  way  it  was 
10  or  20  years  ago.  I  remember  the 
time  when  practically  we  went  by  rule 
of  thumb  in  these  matters.  There  was 
no  fixed  principle  as  to  the  purposes  for 
which    or    the    mode     in     which    the 
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strength  of  our  military  establishments 
should  be  settled,  and,  accordingly,  when 
any  financial  pressure  occurred  such 
as  that  which  has  recently  presented  it- 
self, it  was  deemed  the  easiest  thing  in 
the  world  to  take  £500,000  or  £1,000,000 
from  the  Army  Estimates  and  to  reduce 
the  Army  by  10,000  or  20,000  men. 
There  was  no  fixed  actual  standard,  and 
therefore,  in  a  light-hearted  way,  a  reduc- 
tion was  made.  The  establishments 
weie  reduced  one  year  and  raised 
another ;  the  reserves  of  stores  were 
freely  drawn  upon,  and,  as  all  the  figures 
were  arbitrary,  this  was  a  very  easy  pro- 
cess. But  a  swift  Nemesis  followed  upon 
every  such  occasion,  and  Vote  of  Credit 
after  Vote  of  Credit  showed  the  result 
of  this  mode  of  treating  the  Estimates. 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  that  arbitrary 
and  happy-go-luoky  system  has  been 
discarded..  Military  science  has  advanced 
immensely  of  late  years,  but  tbere  is  no 
sc^ience  which  has  advanced  more  than 
that  of  Army  organisation.  We  know 
now  exactly  what  wc  have  got  to  do  and 
wbat  we  require,  and  those  of  us  who 
are  able  to  look  back  20  years  will 
recognise  that  that  of  itself  is  an  immense 
stride.  Now,  what  is  it  we  have  to  do  ? 
We  have  to  defend  these  Islands,  we 
have  to  garrison  India,  we  have  to 
garrison  the  colom'al  fortresses,  and  we 
have  to  provide  for  the  small  wars  which 
we  have  periodically  to  undertake.  The 
three  great  purposes  are  the  defence  of 
these  Islands,  the  defence  of  India,  and 
the  defence  of  the  Colonies  ;  and  the 
question  has  often  been  raised  whether 
for  these  purposes  we  should  have  three 
Armies  or  one.  I  am  strongly  in  favour 
of  having  one  Army  for  all  purposes,  be- 
cause the  variety  of  its  service  gives  it 
experience  and  efficiency  which  it  would 
soon  lose  under  other  conditions.  We 
have  had  Committee  after  Committee  and 
Commission  after  Commission  to  deter- 
mine how  this  one  Army  is  to  be  consti- 
tuted, and  with  reference  to  the  organi- 
sation of  Infantry  this  one  principle  has 
at  all  events  been  laid  down,  that  the 
great  thing  to  bear  in  mind  is  that  our 
establishments  at  home  should  be  equal 
and  continuous.  By  close  inquiry  and 
calculation  we  have  found  what  force  is 
required  in  this  country  to  maintain 
drafts  in  order  to  keep  our  foreign  Army 
in  a  state  of  efficiency,  and  we  have 
arrived  at  the  knowledge  of  the  particular 
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proportion  which  the  unit  at  home  ought 
to  bear  to  the  drafts  which  have  to  be 
sent  out  annually  to  support  the  unit 
abroad.  Then,  considering  the  strength 
at  home,  I  think  that  I  may  state,  as  the 
conclusion  of  the  most  competent 
authorities,  that  it  is  desirable  to  maintain 
in  this  country  a  movable  force  of  about 
80,000  men,  or  two  Army  Corps,  for  the 
purpose  not  only  of  making  invasion 
impossible,  but  of  making  the  very 
idea  of  invasion  impossible.  I  think  the 
Committee  will  agree  with  me  that,  al- 
though it  may  be  a  very  good  thing  to  be 
able  to  defeat  an  invasion  when  it  is 
attempted,  it  is  better  still  to  maintain 
such  a  force  that  no  one  would  think  of 
attempting  to  invade  the  country,  and 
that  is,  as  I  understand,  the  available 
force  which  is  supposed  to  be  necessary 
to  accomplish  that  object.  I  mean,  of 
course,  a  force  of  regular  troops  apart  from 
the  Militia  and  Volunteers,  who  would 
be  largely  used,  as  is  known,  for 
fortresses.  I  do  not  think  that  that  is 
an  unreasonable  force,  and  our  system  is 
to  make  this  force,  so  maintained,  avail- 
able for  contributing  to  the  foreign  force, 
and  to  rely  upon  a  moderately  short  ser- 
vice for  a  reserve  to  fill  its  ranks  with 
seasoned  men.  That  is  our  system,  and 
it  does  not  admit  of  that  haphazard  treat- 
ment which  was  possible  in  the  days 
when  we  had  no  fixed  system  at  all,  and 
when  everything  was  dealt  with  as 
occasion  arose.  This  same  policy  has 
been  followed  with  regard  to  stores. 
Each  fighting  unit  has  its  fixed  comple- 
ment of  stores,  which  are,  or  ought  to 
be,  ready  for  use  at  the  proper  places.  I, 
of  course,  do  not  refer  to  the  large  quan- 
tity of  stores  that  are  easily  impro- 
vised, but  the  others  ought  to  be  ready 
for  use  at  their  proper  places,  and  store- 
houses have  been  provided  for  the  pur- 
pose. This*  process,  however,  has  not 
yet  been  completed,  but  towards  its  com- 
pletion we  are  steadily  moving.  I  hav^^ 
been  asked  what  is  to  be  done  in  case  of 
mobilisation,  and,  as  I  have  said,  we 
moving  towards  a  more  complete  system 
Mobilisation  has  not  been  confim 
entirely  to  paper  ;  it  has  been  tested  f( 
the  first  time  this  year.  In  May  h 
the  greater  part  of  a  division  of  the  fieB^  ^ 
army  was  brought  together  under  tk:^B6 
commanding  officer  for  the  Sout-2=i- 
Eastern  District.  The  Reservists,  bo^"^- 
ever,  were  not  called  out,  for  the  obvious 
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reason  that  there  is  no  legal   power  to 
call  them  out  in  eiich  circumHtanees.  The 
Regalar  troops  were  on  a  peace  footing, 
but  their  equipment  was  mustered,  if  not 
issued.     The  operation  was  not  complete 
mobilisation,  because  neither  in  personnel 
nor  iu  materiel  was  it  on  a  complete  war 
footing,  but  it  is  a  beginning,  and  a  fairly 
satisfactory  beginning.       I  mention  this 
because  it  is  at  least  something  to  have 
tried  the  system,  and  how  diiferent  it  is 
from  anytliing  we  were  accustomed  to  in 
former  years.       I  ask  myself,  therefore, 
are  we   justified,   l>ecause    of    financial 
pressure,     in     undoing     this     scietktific 
BTstem  and  reproducing  the  undetermined 
frovision  of  some  years  ago  ?     If  all  this 
force  is  on  too  large  a  scale,  if  the  best 
•Qtiwrities  were  to  say  that  it  is  unneces- 
aUT,  if  the  Navy,  for  instance,  were  in- 
cnued  ai»d  were  to  guarantee  absolute 
immunity  from  invasion,  then  we  might 
dispense  with  what  is  superfluous.      But 
we  have  no  such  assurance,  and  we  have 
Msoch  belief  ;  and  I  know  too  much  of 
the  subject  to  projwse   any  off-hand  re- 
duction, which,  because  it  is  not  based  on 
IDT  fixed  principle,  can  only  lead  iu  a  short 
limeto  waste  and  inefficiency.  1  hope  that 
ttjone  in  my  place  will  always  be  ready 
to  witch  for  any  opportunity  for  ecionomy, 
bit  it  is  l>ecause  I    honestlv  believe   that 
iMonsiderate    reduction    would    merely 
Imd  to  greater  expenditure  shortly  after- 
wirds  that   I    have  been  forced  to  ask 
the  House  to  furnish   me  this  year  with 
wUrge  a  provision,  a   provision  greater 
than  that  of  last  year,  in  consetjuence  of 
some  circumstances  which  we  hope  may 
he  temporary  in  their  nature.       I  regret 
to  say  that  when  I  sj>eak  of  the  fixed 
«»d  reasonable    system    on    which     the 
AnDj"  is  organised,  1  cannot  present  it  to 
die  Committee  as  approaching  perfection. 
I  am  well  aware  that  it  is  far  from  per- 
wi,  especially  in  one  particular,  to  which 
I  referretl  last  year,  and  which,  1  am  sorry 
to  #av,  remains  as  great  a  defect  now  as 
then.    I  refer  to  the  unequal  distribution 
ofhaitalions  l>etween  home  and  abroad.  1 
txpresse*!  a   hope  last  year  that  in  the 
WHiriK;  of  the  year  I  should  maiuige   to 
^ualise  the  l>attaliou8  here  and  abroad, 
hut  unfortunately  we  have  not  been  able 
to  ^>riug  from  Egypt  the  additional  force 
»mcb  we  thought  was  only  temporarily 
JCQt  there  in  the  beginning  of  the  year. 
^'  this  state  of  things  were  to  remain 
P^nnaneut  we  should  be  forced  to  con- 


sider the  costly  cure  of  increasing  the 
number  of  battalions  at  home,  of  adding 
battalions    to    the    Army  ;    but,   having 
regard  to  the  natural  tendency  of  expen- 
diture, as  exemplifie<l  this  year,  to  swell 
and    develop,    1    hope    we    may  not  be 
driven  to  so  extravagant  a  remeily.     The 
total    net    amount    in    the    Estimates    is 
£18,080,900,  showing  a  net  increase  of 
£278,100,  and  the  increase  over  last  year 
in  the  numlier  of  men  is  905.     Let  me 
show  how  this  is  made  up.     There  is  an 
iucrcjise  in   Infantry  of  o39,   which  has 
been    rendere<l    necessary  by   the  larger 
depi'its  maintained  to  supply  more  men 
for    service    with    the   colours  with    the 
additional  force  in  Egypt.     In  the  Artil- 
lery there  is   an    increase   of  100   men, 
caused  by  the  dividing  of  the  companies 
of  garrison  artillery  into  a  smaller  unit  ; 
they  were  double<l  with  a   view  to  effi- 
ciency and  econtmiy,  and  the  companies 
were  atlapted  to  particular  stations  with 
more    or    fewer    officers    as    was    found 
necessarv.     For  the  sake?  of  convenience, 
in  reliefs  especially,  it  is  found  better  to 
have   smaller    comjyanies.     There  is    an 
increase  of  about  l(K)  men  in  the   Royal 
Engineers,  the  greater  part  of  which  is 
for  an  extra  company  for   the  Ordnance 
Survey  in  order  to  carry  on  more  (piickly 
the   work    of    the    survey    in    England. 
The  money  effect  is  shown  on  page  1  of 
the  Estimates.     There  is  an  increase  in 
regimental  piiy  and  provisions  of  £.)6,000. 
The  Vote  for  the  Armv  Reserve,  which 
has    been    steadilv    increasing,    accounts 
for  £o-i,90().     TlKire  is  a  sum  of  £2,4(K) 
taken  for  the  drilling  and  training  of  the 
Army  Reserve,  which  will  so  far  satisfy 
my  lion,  and  gallant  Friend  ;  although  a 
modest  sum,  it  is  in  the   right   direction. 
The  Militia,  which  has  been  exceedingly 
flourishing,  accounts   for  £40,000  addi- 
tional.    The  Volunteers,  who,  especially 
during  the  tint?  summer  of  last  year,  went 
into  camp  in  large  numbers,  are  estimated 
this  year  to  cost  £18,000  more  than  they 
did  last  year.     The  rise   in    the  price  of 
forajre   and   coal   acc(Mints   for    £88,000. 
There  is   an   additional  annnitv   for  the 
repayment  of  loans  under  the   Barracks 
Act  of  £4.3,000.     1  must  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that   these  annuities  will  go 
on    increasing    until     the     year     1910, 
when,    if   any  of    us  remain,    we   shall 
have     the     satisfaction      of      knowing 
that  this  liability  is  li(pudatcd.     There  is 
a  decrease  on  small  arms  principally  of 
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£20,400,  aud  on  the  non-effective  ser- 
vice of  £30,000.  Tlie  real  cause  of  the 
total  increase  niav  be  said  to  be  full  es- 
tablishments  and  some  advance  in  prices. 
I  have  said  in  my  Memorandum  that  re- 
cruiting is  satisfactory — that  is  to  say, 
we  obtain  all  the  men  we  r  quire.  The 
number  of  men  recruited  in  1892  was 
29,238,  and  last  year  25,788,  a  num- 
ber which  fully  met  our  requirements.  In 
the  earlier  part  of  the  year,  as  has  been 
stated,  wo  absolutely  did  away  with 
special  enlisting,  but  afterwards  it  had  to 
be  allowed,  although  it  was  laid  down 
that  there  should  be  a  reference  to  head- 
quarters before  recruits  were  passed  into 
the  Army.  We  have  achieved  something 
in  the  reduction  of  the  number  of  special 
enlistments — that  is,  enlistment  of  men 
under  the  standard.  The  percentage  of 
these  to  the  total  number  of  recruits, 
which  was  30*6  in  1892,  was  reduced  to 
22*3  in  the  year  just  ended.  As  for  the 
result  of  the  recruiting,  there  are  two 
passages  in  the  Report  of  General 
Fielding  which  may  be  quoted  with 
satisfaction.  In  paragraph  19  he 
said — 

"It  is  gratifying  to  find  that,  in  spite  of  the 
experiments  made,  in  reference  to  the  raising 
of  the  standanifi  of  age  for  the  cavalry  regi- 
ments serving  in  India,  the  standards  of  height 
for  the  Brigaile  of  Guanls  and  for  the  gunners 
and  drivers  of  the  Royal  Artillery,  and  the  re- 
strictions on  the  enlistment  of  recruits  under 
standani,  tlie  numbers  of  the  rank  and  file  were, 
on  the  6th  of  September,  the  day  previous  to 
the  dejiartui-e  of  the  first  drafts  for  India,  prac- 
tically up  to  the  number  voted  for  the  British 
establishment ;  in  other  wonis,  the  Army  was 
as  full  as  it  could  be." 

And  in  paragraph  27  he  said — 

"Although  there  were  6.464  f^wer  recruits 
pa8se<i  into  the  Service  in  1893  than  in  the  pre- 
vious year,  the  ranks  were  fuller  by  1,580  men 
on  the  1st  of  January,  1894,  than  they  were  on 
the  same  date  in  1893.  This,  combined  with 
the  very  large  diminution  in  the  proportion  of 
men  cnlisteil  un<ier  standard,  and  the  fact  of 
the  British  establishments  haWng  been  practi- 
cally complete  o/i  the  day  of  the  departure  of 
the  first  <irafts  for  India,* shows  that  the  num- 
bers of  recruits  obtaine<l  were  sufficient  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Anny." 

These  passages  show  that  we  owe  a 
great  deal  to  General  Fielding's  energy 
and  activity.  By  his  personal  inspection 
of  the  recruiting  centres,  by  his  institution 
of  lectures  on  the  British  Army,  and  by 
other  methods  he  has  given  a  great  im- 
petus to  recruiting.  One  satisfactory  inci- 
dent deserves  mention — namely,  the  march 
of  a  Welsh  regiment  through  Wales.  Not 

Mr.  Campbell' Banner  man 


only  had  the  march  a  good  effect  on  re- 
cruiting, but  the  regiment   was  received 
in  a  genial  aud  kindly  way  by  all  classes 
of  the  community,  and  thus  a  feeling  was 
aroused  which  is  likely  to  be  beneficial 
to  the  Army   in  the  district.      But  the 
best  advertisement  of  the  Army,  after  all, 
is  contentment  on  the  part  of  the  soldier; 
and  we  are  doing  all  we  can  steailily  and 
generally    to   increase   that.      There   is 
some  evidence  that  we  have  been  success- 
ful in    the   fact  that  the  discharges  by 
purchase  have  considerably  diminished, 
falling  from  3,133  in  1892  to  2,617  last 
year.      Of  course,  the  state  of  trade  is 
partly      the      cause      of      increase      io 
enlistments      aud      reduction      in      the 
number      of      discharges  ;       but      the 
figures  are  also  a  sign  of  increasing  con- 
tentment.      The     Army     Reserve    has 
reached  the  figures  of  80,849  men,  having 
increased  in  two  years  by   12,000  men* 
As  already  stated,  it  is  provided  that  each 
man  is  to  receive  three  days'  training  or 
12  drills,  those  who  are  brought  out  for 
that  purpose   being  men    in    the    tenth 
year  of  their  service.     By  this  time  the 
Reserve  will  have  been  trained   to  the 
use  of  the  Lee-Metford  rifle.     Another 
.question  occurs  which  is  often  asked  in 
connection  with  the  Reserves,  and  that  is 
— Are  they  to  be  found  \^hen  wanted  ? 
Here   are   some  figures    which    I  think 
ought  to  be  satisfactory.     The  absentees 
are  diminishing   ra[»idly.     In     1889  the 
percentage  of  absentees  was  27  ;  in  1890 
it  was  23  ;    in  1891  it  was  21  ;    in   1892 
it  was    19  ;  and   last  year  it  was  17,  so 
that  the  Committee  will  see  it  is  steadily 
diminishing.     As    to  the   health  of    the 
Army,  most  satisfactory  reports  come  of 
it,  showing  that  there  is  nothing  to  be 
apprehended    on     that    score.     The    ad- 
missions to  hospital  and   the  death-rate 
remain  about  the  same.    A  good  deal  has 
been  done  for  the  health  of  the  soldiers  of 
late  years,  and  more  particularly  under 
the  initiative  of  my  friend  Mr.  Stanhope. 
The  new  barracks  which  have  been  pro- 
vided in  themselves  would  account  for  a 
great    difference    in    the  health    of    the 
soldiers,    and     I    should    like    that    hon. 
Members    who    take   an  interest  in  this 
subject  should  pay  a  visit  to  Aldershot| 
because  I    see  within  the  range  of    mj 
vision  an  hon.   Member    of   the    Hous^ 
who    did    go    to    Aldershot    last    vear^ 
and  knowing  Aldershot  in  the  old  day^^ 
and  returning  to  it  after  a  considerable 
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Bbseoce,  he  expressed  himself  a?*  not  only  ■  year  tlie  iiicreasic  was  6,2o6.      In  1891 

satisfied  but  astouislied  with  all  that  had  '  the  increase  was  only  212,  and  in  the  two 

been  done  for  the  increased  comfort   of  |  years  previons  to  that  there  had  been  an 

the  :ioIdicr,  and  also  at  the  evident  effect  '  actual    fallinj^    off.       This    indicates   a 

of  thejic  changes  uj)on  the  conduct  and  j  steady  improvement  and  increase   in  the 

welM)eing  of  the  soldier  himself.    Before  i  popularity  of  the  Militia,      The  actual 

I  paj*:*  from  the  subject  of  the  health  of  '  increase  in  the  trainintj   was  7,096,  and 

the  Army  let  me  say  that  a  scheme  for  '  the  total    increase    in    the    year    would 

the  practical  training  this  summer  of  the    have  been  grt»ater — and  here  I  must  cry 

Medical  Staff  and  the  Medical  Staff  Corps  ' />ccr^ri    to   the   Committee — but  in   the 

tt  AldtTshot   and    the   Curragh    in    the  i  end  of  the  year  I  found  the  Militia  was  in- 

dutie.H  which  they  will  have  to  perform  in  ,  creasing  to  such  an  extent,  and  the  money 

war  has  l>eeu  elabonited  and  will  be  duly    available  at  my  disposal  was  diminishing 

earrieil  into  effect.     Much  more  is  done  '  so  rapidly,  that  1  directed  several  checks 

for  the  soldier  now   than   formerly,  not    to  l)e  put  on  recruiting  for  the  Militia, 

onlv  with   regard   to  new  barracks,  but  '  which  I  thought,   in   the  circumstances, 

in  dereloping  bettor  cookin«r  and  better  1  were  justified.  We  raised  the  standard  to 

nuagemeDt    of     canteens,    which     are  i  64  inches  for  Infantry  and  to  Q^   inches 

wiDj?  more  carefully    attende<l    to,   and  .  for  the  Artillery,  and  we  stopped  the  en- 

with  a   very    good  'double    result.     In    listmont  of  growing  lads  between  17  and 

the  first  place,  there  is  a  better  quality  ,  1«.     I  regretted  bavinj^  to  do  it,  but  the 

rfiriiclefor  the  soldier,  and   also  there    ranks  bein*'  so  full,  fuller  than  thev  have 

u  »  profit  made  which   is  expended  for    ever  been   by   6,00.)  or  7,00v)  or    8,000 

W*  idvantagc.    On  this  subject  f  might    men,   I    thought,   in   the    circumstances, 

■ration  that   the   new  arrangement  for  ,  with  a  very    startling    condition  of    the 

tte  iiJ^ue  of  clothing  whirh  I  referred  to    exchequer,  that  I  was  justified  in  putting 

^  night,  and  which  was  recommended    a   little    rheck   upon    enlistment,  but    it 

Iff  Lord  Wantage's  Committee,  we  found  ,  has     now     been     entirely      taken      off. 

Twnor  capable   of  being    applied  until  ■  Of  the  Yeomanry,  all  I  can   say  is  that 

Ae  Irt  of    January    of  this    year,   but  ,  the    new  'organisation    is   being   worked 

flBcethen  it  has   been  in  operation.     1  |  apparently    with   success    and    certainly 

*M  the  arrangement  accordini' to  which  I  with     irreat      lovaltv     bv     the     officer?. 

pwwnal  clothing  will  become  thi5  soldier's  '  Turning   to   the  Volunteers,    I    have  to 

property,  and  by  which  it  is  issued  and    say  that  their  increasing  tlesire   fur  efti- 

Wwired  on  the  anniversary  of  his  enlist-    ciencv   is   shown    bv  the   siiirit  in  which 

■ear,  and  not  as  formerly  at  a  fixed  time    they  un<lergo  the  training,  esper-ially  in 

«fiheTe:ir.     Another  step  which  I  am  !  camps,  which  they  are   now   encouraged 

fl*d  to  mention  is  that  provision  in  these  |  to    undergo.      The    numbers     have     in- 

wiimates  is  made  for  a  contribution  of    creased.       Although    the    establishment 

^)  towanls    the    organisation  in  this  1  has  been  lower  bv  about  oOO  men,  2,000 

coQwrjof  the  Army  Temperan<'e  Associa-  '  more  njcn  have  made  themselves  eflicient. 

^joo-siu  Iu.stitutionwhicli  has  been  ostab- ,  The  deficiency    in  officers,   which   is   so 

luiw^l  in  India  and  maintained  with    the  i  often  referred  to,  remains   almost  at  the 

WiloD*  co-operation,    among    others,  of  I  identical    figure    it    was    last  year.     The 

"*iRo!>erts.     In  view  of  its  marvellous  i  number    of     Volunteers     who    received 

^fe'-'i-'*  ill  the  Army  in  India  in  ])romoting    allowances  for  attending  brigade  canips 

'wnptrate    habits  and  more  comfortable    in  189.'5 — and  I  think   thest;  figures  will 

^^ndiiious  of  life  amon^  the  soldiers,  we  i  be  rejjarded  as  extreinolv  satist'aetorv  by 

"Te  thought   it  right  to  exhibit  by  this  '  the  Committee — tlu^  number  was  68,o62. 

P»nt  our  sympathy  Avith  the  object,  and    In  189:*  it  was  l.'),712,  thus  showing  an 

<>ar  *fU!?e  of  the   practical  and  tangible    incrcjise  of    22,8')()  men.     One  hun«lred 

••MitioD   such  a  Society  as   this   woidd    and    thirty-two    battalions    attended     in 

■*ke  to    the  actual  strength    and    real    1893  as   against  9o    in   1892.     In  con- 

^cient-y  of  the  Army  at  home.     Turn-    nection  with  brigade  camps,  I   <'an   state 

*^froin  the  Anny  to  the  Militia  the  in-  '  some  facts  which  are  well    worth  notice. 

The  first  brigade  camp  was  held  in  1889, 
but  the  system  cannot  be  considered  to 
have  been  in  full  workinj;  order  until  the 


''^scd  number  enrolled  on  December  31, 
JW3,  over  the  number  enrolled  on  Junel, 
1*^5,  was    0,042.       In     the     previous 

^^>L.  XXII.  {[fourth  series.]  Y 
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foUowiug  year.  From  the  time  of  the  [  useful  and  praiseworthy  service  m  the 
new  musketry  regulations  for  Volunteers  ranks.  I  have  been  led  to  the  conclusion 
in  1887  down  to  1890  there  had  been  a  ]  that  such  men  cannot  fairly  be  denied 
steady  decrease  in  the  efficient  strength  this  honourable  distinction,  and  I  propose, 
of  the  Volunteers.  From  1890  until  now  |  therefore,  that  it  should  be  conferred  on 
there  has  been  a  steady  increase.  The  I  all  men  of  good  character,  who,  on  or 
Returns  show  that  from  1887  to  1890  |  since  January  1,  1893,  have  completed 
the  Volunteer  force  lost  10,034  higher-  j  20  years  of  efficient  service  as  enrolled 
grant  efficients — that  is  to  say,  men  who  '  Volunteers.  It  has  been  impressed  on  me 
could  shoot ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  I  that  it  should  be  confined  to  men  who 
had  in  its  ranks  an  increased  number  of  !  have  really  rendered  exceptional  service, 
836  of  the  lower-grant  efficients,  whom  i  and  I  look  very  favourably  on  the  idea; 
I  may  describe  as  men  who  cannot  shoot  I  but  I  am  obliged  to  regard  it  as  being 
— at  all  events,  not  so  well.  But  between  !  practically  out  of  the  question,  because 
1890  and  the  end  of  1893  the  force  has  1  it  has  been  found  already,  in  the  case  of 
gained  8,319  higher-grant  efficients  and  j  officers,  that  commanding  officers  will 
1,022  lower-grant  efficients,  so  that  the  I  hardly  take  it  upon  themselves  to  refuse 
improvement  has  been  quite  astonishing.  ]  this  honour  to  one  of  their  corps  who. 
Brigade  camps  have  not  been  the  only  {  although  not  very  .distinguished,  was  at 
cause  of  this  remarkable  change,  but  i  least  a  deserving  and  well-conducted 
they  have,  no  doubt,  had  a  good  deal  to  '  man.  I  have,  therefore,  been  reluctantly 
do  with  it.  In  addition  to  the  increase  '  obliged  to  abandon  the  idea.  I  propose 
in  the  brigade  camps,  7,486  Volunteers  I  to  move  for  a  Select  Committee  in  the 
attended  camps  with  Regulars  in  1893,  |  course  of  a  few  days  to  inquire  into 
as  against  4,986  in  1892.  In  the  regi-  '  the  working  of  the  Volunteer  Acts  and 
mental  camps,  on  the  other  hand,  which  the  legal  status  and  obligations  of 
are  perhaps  the  least  valuable  form  of  ,  Volunteers.  Coming  to  the  question 
camp,  there  was  a  falling-off  in  thenum-  !  of  materials,  there  is  to  be  remarked  a 
bers,  there  being  48,100  in  1893  as  com-  j  growing  demand  for  two  classes  of  stores 
pared  with  56,277  in  1892.  These  facts  '  — namely,  tent  equipment  and  barrack 
are  most  satisfactory,  I  think,  as  showing  j  equipment  ;  there  being  an  increase  under 
the  healthy  vitality  of  the  Volunteer  the  one  head  of  £15,490  and  under  the 
Force.      It' is   intended,  let  me  add,   to    other  of  £44,970.     For  the  last  few  years 


adopt  a  new  musketry  course  next  year, 
which  will  have  the  effect  of  making  the 
condition  of  efficiency  higher  than  at 
present.  I  have  a  word  or  two  to  say 
now  about  the  long-service  decorations 
which  were  announced  some  months  ago, 
and  which  Her  Majesty  has  been  gra- 


the  number  of  soldiers  trained  in  camps 
of  instruction,  and  of  Volunteers  who  go 
into  camp,  have  been  steadily  increasing, 
and  with  a  voluntary  service  such  as  ouis, 
where  soldiers  undergo  this  most  desir- 
able training,  money  is  well  spent  whldb 
adds  to  their  comfort  and  secures  their* 
ciously  pleased  to  consent  to  confer  upon  |  health.     I  should  add  that  such  exercisee^ 
non-commissioned  officers.  I  much  regret  i  are  not  confined  to  places  best  known  tc^ 
the  delay  that  has  occurred  ;  but  I  have  \  the  public,  but  small  sums  are  allotted  t^> 
been  most  anxious  to  gather  the   views  \  our  most  distant  Possessions  in  order  thtt.^ 
of  experienced  persons  before  taking  any    the  garrisons  may  practise   in   peace  thm.^ 
definite  steps  in  the  matter.    1  originally    war  duties  for  which  they  are  main taine^i. 
proposed   that    the    decorations    shoufd  ]  The  barrack  stores,  again,  are  necessaw^J 
be  confined  to  non-commissioned  officers,  ]  for  the  equipment  of  the  new  barracks    ^< 
and  that  privates  should  not  be  eligible,  i  Aldershot  and  elsewhere.     Among  othm.«' 
as  I  thought  at  that  time  that  there  were  |  improvements    the    issue    of    coir   fifcn® 

good  reasons  for  my  taking   that  course,    bedding    in   place   of   straw   bedding • 

Since  then,  however,  I  have  received  a  1  change  greatly  to  the  comfort  of  d»® 
strong  representation  to  the  efiect  that  |  soldier.  The  change  ueces.sitates  •*• 
there  were  many  excellent,  zealous,  and  '■  increased  charge  at  first,  although  l^^^^ 
efficient  Volunteers  of  long  standing,  ,  bably  it  will  cause  a  considerable  sarinj? 
who,  for  some  good  reason,  could  not  |  eventually  to  the  Department.  Reg»J^" 
undertake  the  duties  of  a  nou-commis-  |  ing  warlike  stores,  I  would  mention  ^^* 
flioned  officer,  but  who  had  rendered  most    a   new    12-pounder   gun    equipment     »^^ 

Mr.  Campbell'Bannerman 
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Howe  Artillery  carrying  1 26  rounds  per  ,  unchecked  friction  between  the  hard 
sub-dirisioD,  against  108  as  at  present,  |  envelope  of  the  bullet  and  the  barrel, 
has  been  adopted  ;  the  Aveight  behind  j  We  are  hi  hopes  that  this  may  be  reducetl 
teams  being  30  cwt.,  in  place  of  36  cwt^ ;  by  suitable  means  as  we  get  to  know 
The  pole   draught   has    been    approved  !  more   exactly    all  the  causes    to   which 


for  Field  Artillery,  and  will  \>q  carried  out 
gradually.  A  15-pound  shell  will  be 
shortly  ailopted  for  field  batteries,  in 
plice  of  the  12}-pound  projectile.  The 
Lee-Metford  rifle — of  which,  either  in 
the  hands  of  the  troops  or  in  stores,  we 
have  sufficient  for  all  the  Kc;? ulars  and 
Militia — continues  to  be  most  favourablv 
reported  on.  I  may  mention  as  a  proof 
d  the  penetration  of  this  rifle  that  ex- 
periments show  that  there  is  no  safety 
behiod  a  9-iuch  brick  wall  up  to  a  distance 
of  50O  yards.  With  regard  to  cordite 
aoununition,  as  to  the  merits  of  which 
we  had  a  long  discussion  in  this  House 
l»t  Autumn,  lam  happy  to  be  able  to  state 


erosion  mav  be  due  ;  but  it  must  be  re- 
nieml)cre<l  that  with  cordite  a  muzzle 
velocity  is  obtained  much  greater  than 
with  black  powder,  and  in  any  case 
the  rifle  can  fire  effectivelv  between 
4,000  and  5,(X)0  rounds  before  the 
shooting  is  seriously  affected,  and 
this  is  calculated  as  equal  to  the 
life  of  the  rifle  from  other  causes. 
I  think  that  is  not  an  unsatisfactory 
account  of  our  experience  at  the  War 
Office  of  cordite.  This  brings  me  to  the 
question  of  the  administration  of  the 
factories  ;  and  the  principal  event,  of 
course,  in  regard  to  them  is  the  altera- 
tion of  the  hours  of  labour,  which,  so  far 


thit  it  continues  to  give  universal  satis-  i  as  it  has  gone,  has  been  met  by  the  men 
hictioD,  and  we  see  no  reason  whatever  to  i  employed  in  a  spirit  of  alacrity  and  faith- 
doubt    its    stability    under    all   ciroum-  |  fulness  which  promises  the  best  results, 
stances.     Small-arm  ammunition  in  future    We,  and  the  officers  immediately  in  con- 
will  be  made  up  entirely  with  the  cordite.  |  noction  with  the  Department, are ronfident 
At  present,  for  economical  reasons,  it  is  i  there   will   be   no  loss  to  the  public  from 
•le^irable  that  the  ammunition  already  in  |  the  adoption  of  the  shorter  hours.     In 
«tore,  maile  up  with  black  powder,  should  .  undort^iking    to    make  this    change  we 
1«  expended  before  the  cordite  aminuni-  ,  were  greatly  indebted  to  the  Member  for 
tion  is  used  for  practice.     In  one  or  two  i  Gorton  and  the  Member  for  Gateshead 
Jistriots  cordite  is  used  in  order  that  any  >  for  their  admirable  advice  and  the  rela- 
Wecis  may  1x3  brought  to  light ;  but    up  .  tion    of    their    experience.     Since    that 
lotbe  present  time  no  ('oinplaints  of  any  '  change  has  been  in  operation  I  can  state 
wnseqnence  have  Wen  made.     Field  gini  ,  confidently  to  the  Committee  now   that 
onriJges  will  in   future  be   filled    with    there  has  been  no  loss  to  the  public.    At 
wnlite,  the  existing  stock  of  bhick  pow-    first,  of  course,  there  may  be  a  little  in- 
Jw  (cartridges   being  used   up  as  in   the  ;  convenienee  in  adapting  ourselves  to   the 
previons  case,  so  long  as  they  remain  in  .  new  conditions,  but  the  Superintendents 
Kock.      Light  field  ammunition    for  all  i  and  the   Director  General  have  no  com- 
pos up  to  6- inch  inclusive  will  bo  made    plaints,  so  far  as  I  have  heard,  from  the 
up  with  cordite  patterns,  for  this  class  of    men.     In   speaking  of  this  matter  it  is 
•onuoition  has  been  already  determined  ,  only  right  that    I   should   pay    a    well- 
**iund  charges  for  heavy  guns  are  being  I  deserved   tribute   to  the  Superintendents 
'orknl  out  for  new  guns.     This  is   not  '  and  to  the  I)irect(>r  (Jeneral  of  the    Fac- 
«]Kh  a  difficult  problem,  as  the  chamber,  '■  tories.  Dr.  Anderson,  in  referenoe  to  the 
'"linj:,   and    other     equipments    can    be    changes     they    have     in  trod  need.       Dr. 
Mitied  to   meet   the  altered  conditions.    Anderson,  as  the  Committee  knows,  is  a 
B'li  there  is  more  difficulty  with  the  old  |  man  of  the  highest  scientific  attainments, 
pJiw,  and    considerable   alteration    may  '  and   of  great    business  ca])acity,  and  he 
wve  to  lie  made  in  many  of  them.     As  .  is      also     able      to    maintain    the    best 
toerosiou,  in  the  smaller  natures  of  guns —    relations     with      the      workmen     under 
'•^^  up  to  6  inches — it  has  not  been  found  !  his     charge.       Short     hours    have   also 
exi!es!*ive  or    appreciably    greater    than    been  introduced  at  the  Clothing  Factory 
*ith  black  powder.    In  the  rifle  the  wear  '  under  the  auspices  of  the  new  Director 
("«t  erosion)  is  considerably  greater  than    of  Clothing.        Waltham  has  been  made 
^i^li  black    powder,  being    d»ie  to    the    an  exception.     The  conditions  of  labour 
*Wuce  of  fouling    and  the  conse(iucnt  ■  there  are  so  exceptional  that  it  is  impos- 
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or  extended  at  various  places  during 
1893,  so  as  to  meet  the  requirements, 
in  this  respect,  of  the  -303  rifle.  The 
most  prominent  of  the  ranges  thus  im- 
proved are  : — Home  stations  :  Barry 
Links  (Scotland),  Landguard  (Harwich), 
Browndown  (Gosport),  and  Aldershot. 
Mr.     BRODRICK:      What      about 

Ireland  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 


\ 

I 
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sible  to  deal  with  that  establishment  in  i 
the  same  way  as  we  have  dealt/with  the 
others.  I  expect  in  a  short  time  to  have 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  appointed  to 
ascertain  Avhether  proper  precautions  aie 
taken  against  accidents,  and  especially 
into  the  cause  of  the  recent  melancholy 
explosion  there.  That  Committee  in- 
cludes Lord  Sandhurst  (chairman).  Sir 
Frederick  Abel,  and  Colonel  Majendie. 
We  have  thought  it  desirable,  by  very  I  There  is  great  difficulty  lin  obtaining  a 
wide  terms  of  Reference,  to  make  that  range  for  the  Dublin  district,  but  I  cannot 
inquiry  a  thorough  one  in  order  to  ensure  !  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  precisely 
the  adoption  of  all  reasonable  precautions  !  how  that  matter  stands.  Under  the 
in  the  factories  and  for  the  safety  of  sur-  '  Imperial  Defence  Act,  £350,000  was 
rounding  buildings.  Turning'  to  the  '  obtained  for  building  barracks  to  accom- 
Works  Vote,  I  can  say  that  it  has  been  '  modato  the  increase  of  the  coaling 
limited  to  the  most  modest  demands  that  '  station  garrisons.  As  far  as  it  would 
can  be  made.  Under  the  head  of  Fortifi-  '  go,  works  were  undertaken  and  have 
cations  we  provide  for  cotninencing  or  '  been  completed  at  Sierra  Leone,  the 
continuing  certain  new  works  at  Cape,  Ceylon,  and  the  Mauritius,  or  will 
important  strategic  points,  for  the  be  shortly  completed.  At  Jamaica  and 
improvement  of  artillery  ranges,  and  St.  Lucia  the  work  will  be  completed  in 
the  maintenance  and  adaptation —  a  few  months'  time,  and  at  Hong  Kong 
always  a  large  cost  of  existing  in  about  a  year's  time.  There  is  but 
works.  Three  large  and  important  one  remaining  subject  to  which  I  shall 
ordnance  store  establishments — at  Dover,  ,  seek  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
Burs(;ough,  near  Liverpool,  and  Stirling,  '  mittee,    and    that    is    the    education    of 


will  be  completed,  which  will  not  only 
imake  the  store  arrangements  more  satis- 
factory for  the  respective  districts,  but 
will  promote  economy  and  efficiency  in 


officers.  With  us,  even  in  greater  degree 
than  in  other  countries,  there  is  demanded 
of  our  officers,  on  account  of  the  varied 
service  of  our  Armv,  a  high  standard  of 


the    better    preservation    of    stores    and  I  professional  knowledge  and  accomplish- 
centralisatiou  of  char«^e.     The  buildings    ment ;   and  while   I  am  anxious  to  raise 


necessary  at  Barry  Links  will  be  got  on 
with.  For  barrack*  the  sum  devoted  to 
maintenance  is  large,  and  our  policy  has 
been  to  keep  it  large.  J  do  not  think 
money  can    be   better  spent   than  in  the 


that  standard,  I  have  a  strong  desire  to 
secure  that  no  undue  advantage  should 
be  derived  from  wealth  or  social  station. 
Brain  and  nerve  are  what  we  re- 
quire, and    we   should    attract    and   en- 


proper  maintenance  of  existing  bar- i  courage  them  by  appointing  their  posses- 
racks  ;  and  not  only  is  this  a  gootl  policy,  |  sors,  in  whomsoever  they  are  found, 
but  we  are  obliged  to  spend  more  be- 
cause the  new  barracks  have  many  more 
rooms  and  accessories,  and  in  everv  re- 
spect  necessitate  a  larger  outlay  than 
the  older  type  of  barracks.  The  work 
under  the  Barracks  Act  is  progressing 
satisfactorilv.  The  cost  of  buildinj;  has 
risen  since  the  Act  was  passed,  and,  in 
consequence,  some  stations  and  services 
which  were  originally  included  have 
been  struck  out  of  the  scheme,  I)Ut  not 
to  a  very  great  extent. 


1  hold  it,  theref(»re,  to  be  of  great; 
importance  to  check  extravagance  ofl 
living,  and  to  see  that  proper  opportuni- 
ties of  instruction  are  afforded,  and  ths"^ 
examinations  and  appointments  are  sucl 
as  to  irive  a  fair  cliance  to  all.  Th.  ^ 
question  of  the  entrance  examination  _J 
have  referred  to  a  Committee,  which  wi  IB. 
soon  present  its  Report ;  ami  1  have  it  <3 
express  my  obligation  to  several  Meml)e"«^ 
of  the  House  who  have  served  upon  m.  "•• 
The   Reports    of  the  Visitors  upon  tl:**© 


Mu.  BRODRJCK  :  What  money  have  ,  Royal  Military  Academy   and  the  Rov'^ 

you  spent  ?  •  Military  College  have  been  carefully  c(^*>' 

Mu.   CAMPBELL-BAXNKRMAN  :    sidered,  and  their  principal  reconnneiKSti- 


I    do    not  know   exactlv.     Then,    as   to 
rifle  ranges,  these    have   been  improved 

Mr,  Campbell' Banner  man 


tions  have  been  adopted — some  of  theff 
in  fact,  had  been  determined  uj>on  before 
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theinqniry  took  place.  One  great  jmrpose  ■  there  was  anything  in   these  Estimates 

of  ill  these    changes  is  to  diminish  the    which  was  not  ju^licious  and  which  was 

causes  of  expense  to  cadets.     I  need  not    not  indeed  ahsohitely  necessary,  and  the 

give  details,   but   the    Committee    will    Commitee  should  congratulate  the   right 

iioderstand  that  as  much  as  possible  is  •  hon.  Gentleman  upon  his  courage  in  in- 

lieing   (lone    in    that     direction.      The    creasing  his  Kstiniates   in  a  year  which 

Artillery  College,  graduates  from  which  i  had  not  by  any  means  produced  atinanolal 

*re  eligible    for    appointments    in    the  ,  plethora.     Three  or  four  years  ago  the* 

mamifacturiug  departments,  has  been,  as    Secretary  of  State  exi)ressed  in  a  speecl^ 

I  promised   last   year,  opened   to   other    he    then    delivered    considerable    tloubt 

thiD  Artillery  officers,  and    though    the    whether  the  numl)er   of  men   we  main* 

number  com p>etin^  this  year  is  not  large    tained  was  absolutely  necessary  ;   but  this 

on  acc'ount   of   the   short    notice,    it  is    vear   he  had   adde^l  900  men  to  the  re- 

hoped  when   this   is  known  that   a  con-  «  gimental  establishments,  most  of  them  to 

siderable  number  will  compete.      I   have  '  strengthen  our  force  in  Egypt  at  a  special 

now  presented    to    the    Committee    the  \  time.     He  a])proved  of  the  increase  of 

pnseut  condition  of  the  Army.     I  began  ,  9(X)  men,  which,  no  doubt,  would  l»e  ap- 

Vj  stating  that  I  had  no  startling  circum-  j  prcciatod    by    the    Member  for  NortU- 

stMces  or  intentions  to   discdose.     The  ;  ampton,    who    was    followed    into  the 

Committee  will,  however,  airree  with  me  '  Lobbv   bv    the  Chancellor    of  the    Ex- 

mat  the  gradual  development   and   im-  .  chequer    and    the    Chief     Secretary   m 

proremeut  in  all  branches  of  the  Service  '  support  of  a  Motion  for  the  evacuation  of 

i«,  on  the  whole,  eminently  satisfactory.  '  Egypt.        [Mr.     I.ahouciiere  :     Hear, 

It  represents  much   patient,  but  earnest,     hear.]     lie   had  no  doubt    they     would 

kboor,  mnch  self-sacrifice,  much  intelli-    now    lave  the  support  of  the  hon.  Mem- 

fnt  effort  on  the  part  of  all  ranks,  from    l)er.  [Mr.  Labouciieue  :  No,  no.]   Well,, 

tbe  highest  to  the  lowest,  and  all  that  I     he   had    hoped    that    they    would    have- 

hare  had  to  state  proves  at  least  that  our  '.  had  it  on  this  occasion.     But  they  might 

miliOttT  forces  fully  deserve  the  confidence    take  credit  for  this  :  During  several  years 

md  the   gratitude    of    the    country  for  '  strong  representations  were  made  to   the 

vho9e  serrice  they  are  maintained.  W«tr  Oflfice  ;  the  Committee  which  had 

Mb.  BRODRICK  said,  the  very  kind    been  appointed  to  investigate  the  matter 

lUviou  made  bi'  the  right  hon.  (Tcntle-    hail    re])orted,    and    in  almost  every  in- 

Ban  to  the    late    Mr.    Stanhope,    who    stance  their  Report  had  been  acted  upon, 

litely  occupied  his  position,  was,  he  felt     Avhile     economy     had     been      practised 

*we.  fully  endorse<l  by    the  Committee,    wherever  it   was  possible.     It  was  most 

^hose    symfiathetic    cheers    could    nr>t  '  satisfactory  that  they  hjul  these  projmsals 

fenii*h  a   greater    tribute  to  the   work  ,  from  the  most   Radical   (Tovernment  of 

^hy  his  late  right  hon.   Friend  than    modern  times  for  increasing  the  numbers 

tlifi speech  just  delivered  and  the  evidence    of  men,  horses,  ami  arms  in  a  year  which 

•fotied  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  '  was  not  too  prosperous.     The  right  hon» 

wminuinghis  policy  that  he  ai)preciated  '  Gentleman,  however,  had  told  the  Com- 

tW  work.     Tbe   right  hon.  Gentleman  ,  mittee  nothing  about  the  new   magazine 

Wiilopted  many  of  the  features  of  the  ,  rifle,  with   which   they   had    hopeil    we 

^Ministration  of  his  predecessors,  some  ]  should  be  able  to  meet  any  foe.     Every 

^  which  ha^i   not  always  been  receive<l    regiment  of  the  Line,  he  beiieved,  had  it. 

With  general   consent   bv   the   House  at     but  verv  few  of    the  Militia  roirimeuts  ; 

^ time  they  were  first  initiated.     The  I  and   unfortunately   they   were    given    to 

"Ifbthon.  Gentleman  had   certainly  had  i  understan<l  that,  instead   of   the  military 

^^iderable  experience  in  carrying  out  !  carbine  being  adapted  to  the  '303  bore,  as 

'^orms  in  Array    administration  ;    and  j  was  done   in    the  case  of  the  rifles,  at  a 

thoagh  the  Estimates  showed  an  increase    very  moderate  cost,  the  course  had  been 

^  £27h,000,  it  was  a  gratification    to    adopted    of     simply    cutting    down    the 

*^tliat  in  no  quarter  of  the  Committee    Martini-IIenry  carbine  and  so  maintain- 

"^  that  increase  been  challenged.     lie    ing  for  a  considerable  time  two  kinds  of 

*'•'  not  think  that    after  the  speech  of    ammunition.     lie  noticed  that  there  was 

^0?  Secretary  of    State    his    friends  on    a  considenible  reduction  in  the  supply  of 

^•^t  side  of  the  House  would  consider    small-arm   ammunition    compared    with 


539  Supply— Army  {COMMONS}  Estimates,  1894-5.  540 

previous  yoars,  and  he  would  be  glad  to  !  else,  were  an  inevitable  accompaniment 
receive  an  assurance  from  tbe  Secretary  '  of  the  Service.  But  there  were  much 
of  State  that  he  was  satisfied  with  the  ■  more  important  subjects  of  comment, 
present  reserve,  which  seemed  very  I  The  Secretary  of  State  had  said  he  had 
small,  being  only  about  4,000,000  rounds,  j  no  startling  announcements  or  disclosures 
lie  also  hoped  that  the  annual  main- {  to  make.  They  had,  however,  made  one 
tenance  had  been  maintained  without  any  !  startling  discovery  from  his  speech, 
poaching  on  former  reserves.  There  was  |  From  what  they  had  been  given  to 
always  a  great  temptation  to  poach  upon  i  understand  there  was  not  sufficient 
reserves  when  large  reductions  were  made.  '  machinery  in  case  of  war  for  the  nianu- 
The  late  Secretary  of  State  proposed  to  do  ;  facture  of  small-arm  ammunition,  and 
that  without  tapping  the  reserves,  but  no  !  this  point,  he  thought,  required  very 
such  assurance  had  now  been  given  by  i  careful  consideration.  The  Secretary  of 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  either  in  this  |  State  said  positively  that  the  factories 
or  in  otlier  respects.  The  Committee  i  had  been  working  up  to  their  full  power 
would  allow  him,  in  conclusion,  to  con-  j  and  only  got  annual  maintenance.  Again, 
gratulate  the  Secretary  of  State  upon  tbe  \  the  Secretary  of  State  was  very  reticent 
satisfactory  statement  which  he  had  laid  i  on  the  subject  of  magazine  rifles.  He 
before  the  Committee,  and  he  hoped  they  ,  saw  by  the  papers  that  the  War  Depart- 
would  not  grudge  either  the  small  in-  ment  were  giving  up  the  manufacture  of 
crease  in  tbe  number  of  men  or  the  I  magazine  rifles,  and  that  they  considered 
considerable  and  inevitiiblo  increase  in  ;  there  were  sufficient  of  them  at  the  present 
the  Estimates.  ,  time.     He  believed  the  number  of  rifles 

Colonel  LOCK  WOOD  asked  for  an    was  absolutely  insignificant  for  a  great 
assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  |  country.     When  he  asked  a  question  on 
that  there  was  sufficient  clothing  in  store    this  subject  the  only  answer  he  got  was 
in  case  of  immediate    mobilisation  ;  and  .  that  there  were  enough   for  the  Regular 
also  desired  to  know  whether  the  houses  i  Armv,  the  Militia,  and  the  Reserve.     lu 
for  the  reception  of  stores,  wbich  he  had  i  foreign  countries  two  rifles  were  allowed 
mentioned    in    his    speech,    were    really  |  to  every  man   in    the  active  Army  ;  but, 
ready  and  properly  e(j nipped  t  The  right  |  allowing  a  20  per   cent,  reserve,  we  had 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  was  doing  every-  :  barely   a  reasonable  supply  for  the   Re- 
thing    in    his    power    to    cut  down   the    gular  Army  and   the  Militia.     This  was 
cadets'  expenses,   and  upon  the    subject  i  a  matter  of  tbe  most  vital  cousecjuence. 
of  expenditure  he    would    refer    to   the    It  was  allowed    tbat  Napoleon   in   1814 
dearth  of  cavalry  officers.     The   number    failed  quite  as  much  for  want  (f  muskets 
of  cavalry  officers   was  barely  equal  to    as  for  want  of  men,  and   it   was  a  very 
the  requirements  of  the  Service,  on   ac-    common   thing   indeed    for   a   country  to 
count  of  the   enormous  expenses  whicli    find    itself    hampered    for    the    want    of 
they  had    to    incur  in   addition  to  their    arms.     It  was  the  position  of  the  Con- 
pay.     There  were  very  few  parents  who    federate  Army  at  the   close  of  the  war. 
in  these  days  could  pay  what  practically  ,  In   this   country  there  was  absolutely  no 
amounted  to  a  fine  of  £500  a  year   for    reserve  for  arming  the  younger  men  who 
the  privilege    of  keeping    their  sons  in    would    be    called    in.       The    Volunteers 
cavalry  regiments,  and  he  was  of  opinion  '  were  to  have  the   Martini-IIenry,  while 
that  the  whole    tenour   of    life  in  those    everybody  on   the  Continent  had  'ii-bore 
regiments  would  have  to  be  cbanged  if  '  rifles  and   the  fast   bullet,  and  with  this 
they  were  to  obtain  and  keep  a  proper  ;  difference    in    their   arms,  whenever  the 
supply  of  cavalry  officers.     It  was  diffi-  '  Volunteers  came  into   tbe   field,  5,000  of 
cult  to  point  to  particular  items   of  ex-  '  them  would  only  be  as  good  as  3,000  of 
penditure,   but    his    broad    premiss    was  !  the  enemy,  merely  on  the  question  of  the 
that  so    long   as    cavalry    officers    were  '  rifle,  and   leaving  every  tiling  else  out  of 
allowed  or  compelled  to  spend  £500  or  ;  consideration.     They  were   leaving    tbe 
£600  a    year    while   their    pay  was  but  I  Army  with  a  very  small  number  of  odd 
£100,  the  supply  would  be  short.  rifles,   and    if    the    country  was   by   any 

CoLOXEL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  said,  i  possibility,  invaded  they  would  not  have 
that  extra  expenses  for  cavalry  officers,  proper  arms  to  arm  them  with,  and  the 
like  the  cost  of  saddles  and  everything  i  men    would     be     demoralised     through 

Mr.  Brodrick 
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having iuferior  arms.  There  were  several  |  the  hattalions  might  be  withdrawn  from 
possible  reasons  for  this  state  of  things.  ■  the  garrison  at  Gibraltar.  They  had 
The  authorities  might  be  experimenting  '  there  5,700  men,  and  it  appeared  to  him 
with  a  still  better  rifle.  With  the  bore  i  to  be  not  only  very  lar<fe  for  the  necos- 
reduceil  to  '20  thej  could  get  a  better  sities  or  the  garrison,  but  they  could  be 
rifle,  but  nobody  would  pledge  their  word  very  easily  replaced  in  case  of  omer- 
to  '2^^  though  they  would  to  '25.  He  gency.  Then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  they  were  putting  themselves  had  said  he  would  put  himself  into  com- 
iotoa  very  serious  difficulty  by  stopping  '  munication  with  the  Itidian  Govern- 
the  manufacture  of  rifles  when  every  i  ment,  and  see  whether  they,  too,  would 
other  country  was  going  in  for  having  ,  agree  to  withdraw  one  of  the  battalions 
1,500,000  to  2,000,000  of  these  small-bore  '  from  India,  provided  they  had  increased 
rifles.  The  numlx?r  of  rifles  in  the  establishments  to  make  up  for  the  with- 
eountry  was  a  matter  of  first-class  conse-  ■  drawal.  There  was  one  other  proposal, 
qnence.  England  had  been  generally  which  was  to  replace  a  battalion  of  the 
oHisidered  as  a  very  hard  shell  with  a  Line  to  act  in  K^ypt  with  a  battalion  of 
«oft  iuiide,  and  they  were  making  the  Guards.  The  battalion  of  Guards  going 
abdlverv  much  softer  bv  not  havin^j  a  ,  out,  of  course,  would  not  be  included  in 
wflicieut  number  of  rifles  in  the  country  the  territorial  arrangements,  and  by 
10 inn  the  population.  withdrawing  another  battalion  in  Egypt 

SiE   A.   HAYTEK    (Walsall)    said,    they    would    benefit   the  equalisation  of 
he  was   anxious   to   add    his  congratu-  ,  battalions.     He    did    not  know  whether 
ktions    to     the     Secretary     of     State  '  the    Secretary    for    War  still  entertained 
for  War  on  his  able   speech,  and  on  the  '  that  proposal.     There  was  no  point  in 
tttisfactory  conditions  which  enabled  him  ■  these  Estimates  which  he  regarded  with 
to  make  that  speerh.     It  seemed  to  him  ,  greater  satisfaction  than  the  initial  step 
the  golden  age  of  the  Army.     We  had  ,  which    had    been    taken  of  drilling   the 
ao  increase  in  the  number  of  recruits,  the  i  Reserves.     For    10   years    he    had  been 
lanlw  were  full,  and  everytbing  seemed  ,  urging   this  upon    the   attention   of   the 
to  be  going  on  in  a  flourishing  condition.    War    Office,   and   he    was  quite  certain 
As  the  conditions  in  regard  to  the  men    that  if  what  he  had  done  with  a  very 
were  so  s  itisfactory,   the  small  increase    small    portion    of    the    Reserves    were 
'  thai  there  was  in  the  i^stimates  was  very  .  adoj)ted   all  through    the   Reserves  they 
cwiiy  accounted    for.     The    right    hon.     would  have  a  more  satisfactory  arrange- 
Gentleman,    however,    rather   failed    to    ment.      The    Reserves    now    swelled    to 
txplain  a    point    which  ho  said    in    his    80,000  men,  and  he  understood  that  only 
*peech  last  year  was  of  the  utmost  and    a  very  small  proportion  of  them  were  to 
ittwt  vital    importance    for    the    better  ,  be  drilled  at  all,  but  still  it  was  a  step  in 
orgauLsatiou  of   the  Army.     He  under-    the  right  direction.     These  men  received 
stood  from   hira   that  of  all    the  reconi-  ,  6(1.  a  dav,  and  some  of  them  had  only  done 
nHffwations  of   the  Wantage  Commission    three  years'  service  in  the  ranks,  and  had 
•lithe  points  on   which   the  Army  could    been  receiving  their  6d.  a  day  for  doing 
he  improved     in    its   organisation    none  '  absolutely  nothing.     Lord   Wolseley,  he 
€Mld  equal  that  of  equalising   the    bat-  ,  believed,  said  these  men  would  be  abso- 
ulions  at  home  and  abroad,  and  calling  i  lutely  required  in  case  of  invasion,  and 
home  a  sufficient  iiumlxir  of  battalions  to  ,  it  had   been  shown  conclusively  by  the 
n»ake  the   efficiency   of   those  at  home  ;  Member  for  Oxford  that   they  would  be 
compare  favourably   with   those  abroad.  ,  called  upon  to  go  abroad  ;  and  he  main- 
The  right   hou.  Gentleman  had  alluded  ^  tained  that  it  was  absolutely  impossible 
^  four  different  modes  by   which   this  i  to  regard  these  men  as  an  efticicnt  Reserve 
equalisation  might   be  carried  out.     By  ,  to  send  abroad  imless  some  steps    were 
the  Memorandum  issued  with  the  Army  |  taken  to  find  out  whether  they  were  in 
Estimates  he  saw  that  one  of  those  had  i  existence,   and    to  have  them  regularly 
Wlen  through.    Owing  to  circumstances  j  drilled.   He  hopeil  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
OTcr  which    he   had  no  control,   it  was  I  man  would  take  courage  and   would  in- 
impossihle  to  reduce  the  strength  of  the  i  crease    the    number   of    Reserves.       He 
K*rrwon  in   Egypt.     But  there   was,  in  !  was  extremely  glad  to  see  that  since  the 
«*Uitiou  to  that,  a  proposal  that  one  of  |  new  commandant    arrived  at    Sandhurst 
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there  bad  been  great  and  important 
cbanges  made.  He  was  sure  everyone 
interested  in  tbe  education  of  young  offi- 
cers would  be  glad  to  know  that  one  hour 
a  day  bad  been  added  to  the  small  modi- 
cum of  training  which  they  had.  In  the 
entrance  examination  for  the  Army  there 
were  no  fewer  than  2,000  marks  given 
for  French  and  German.  That  was  a  very 
excellent  thing,  because  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  it  was  most  important  that 
officers  should  be  able  to  speak  those 
languages,  but  he  regretted  that  additional 
marks  were  not  given  for  other  lan- 
guages. 

Sir  S.  NORTHCOTE  (Exeter) 
thought  it  would  be  a  great  satisfaction 
to  the  Committee  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  able  to  say  whether  the 
reserve  stores  of  guns,  ammunition,  rifles, 
and  clothing  were  not  being  drawn  upon 
unduly,  and  if  the  reserve  were  being 
maintained  in  somewhat  the  same  con- 
dition, or  in  even  better  condition,  than 
when  he  acceded  to  Office.  If  for  any 
reason  the  War  Office  were  auxioiis  to 
effisct  economy,  one  of  the  easiest  ways 
to  do  so  would  be  to  draw  upon  the 
reserve  they  found  existing  when  they 
came  into  Office.  He  ventured  to  sug- 
gest whether  it  might  not  be  possible  in 
future  Statements  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  say  whether  it  would  be  found 
desirable  either  to  augment  or  to  reduce 
such  stores. 

•Mr.  WOODALL  said,  the  question  of 
from  time  to  time  making  Retiirus  of 
tlie  actual  state  of  the  stores  in  hand  had 
been  very  seriously  considered.  But  no 
one  knew  better  than  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  spoken  how  much  incon- 
venience su3h  a  practice  would  involve. 
The  Government  was  confident  that  no 
such  proposals  as  he  apprehended  for  de- 
pleting stores  could  be  resorted  to  by  any- 
one worthy  of  the  confidence  of  that  House. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  uniformity 
in  the  bore  of  small  arms,  that  was  an 
important  consideration,  but  the  authori- 
ties had  not  yet  come  to  a  definite  conclu- 
sion on  the  matter.  But,  at  any  rate,  the 
Martini-Henry  rifle,  which  was  still  in 
the  hands  of  Volunteers  and  of  a  consider- 
able number  of  our  troops,  and  the 
machine  guns  which  were  in  the  different 
garrisons  and  ports  throughout  the 
country  had  the  same  bore,  '45.  But  they 
were  steadily  bringing  into  the  Service 

Sir  A,  Huytcr 


the    new  Lee-Metford  with  its   smaller 
bore,  -303.     Attention  had  been  called  to 
the    importance   of    having   a   sufficient 
number  of  the  new  weapons  for  all  pos- 
sible services  liable  to   be  requisitioned. 
It  would  be  highly  inconvenient  to   give 
j  the  precise  figure,  but  he  had  before  him 
the   total  number  of   Regular  troops  at 
home,  abroad,  and  reserve,  and   he  had 
also  a  statement  of  the  number  of  Lee- 
Metford  rifles  in  the  hands  of  the  troop* 
at  home  and  abroad  and   in  store.       He 
could  assure  the  Committee   that   there 
was    a  satisfactory  margin  in  regard  to 
any  possible  reserve  that  might  be  called 
upon  in  the  emergencies  of  actual  service* 
They    were    also     considering    various 
proposals    for     adopting     the    Martini- 
Henry  so  as  to  carry  the  '303  am  muni-  . 
tion,  and  they  were  sanguine  of  success. 
The  cost  would  depend  upon  the  pattern. 
He  could  not  give  details,  because  he  did 
not  know  the  exact    process  to  be  fol- 
lowed, but  it  would    be   an  economical 
one,     and      a      novel      and      ingenious 
one.     The  Committee,  no  doubt,  would 
desire  to  know  how  far  the  War  Office 
were    ensuring    for    the  service  of    the 
country  a    sufficient    store    of    Service 
ammunition.    The  subject  was  one  which 
from  time  to  time  caused  a  great  deal  of 
concern  to  those  who  were  charged  with 
the  administration  of  the   War  Depart- 
ment.    With  every  change  of  ammuni- 
tion   they  seemed  to  come  to  a  sort  of 
ebb.      The  trade,  upon  which  the  War 
Office  had  to  rely  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, vvas  tardy  in  coming  forward  with 
the  new  service,  and    they  had  to   rely 
on  their  own  Government  factories  ;  but 
when  the  trade  did    accommodate  itself 
to  their  wants  the  capacity  of  the  supply 
was  enormous,  and  it  was  difficult  to  find 
orders  to  satisfv  it.     This  was  the  case 
with   cordite,  which  was  satisfying  the 
general  requirements  yot  merely  of  the 
small-arm   ammunition,  but  of  the  large 
and  quick-firing  guns. 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Whv,  under  these 
circumstances,  has  the  amount  been  re- 
duced since  last  year  ? 

•Mr.  WOODALL  :  They  were  using 
up  their  store  of  ammunition  which  woula 
shortly  become  obsolete,  but  they  were  nol 
able  to  obtain  anything  like  the  quantity 
of  cordite  for  which  they  had  a  demand. 
They  were  steadily  increasing  their  pro- 
duction at  Waltham,  and  from  400  tons 
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thej  hoped  to  increase  it  up  to  6CX),  '  It  appeared  that  there  were  more  British 
and  they  were  now  assured  that  under  soldiers  there  now  than  there  were  a  year 
pressure  the  quantity  could  be  increased    or  two  since. 

to  more  than  800  tons  a  year  from  their  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
own  factories.  Of  courwe,  they  had  had  There  are  not  more  than  there  were  last 
to  iwait  the  decision  of  the  Law  Courts,  year  at  this  time ;  but  the  Estimates  of 
which  they  had  desired  to  regard  in  last  year  were  framed  before  the  de- 
spatch of  these  men,  and  therefore  the 
presence  of  the  men  in  Egypt  was  not 
indicated  in  them. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said  that,  at  all 
events,  there  were  more  men  in  Egypt 
now  than   there  were  during  the  whole 

Jonservative 
had  been 


rf  —    — Q —    ._ 

the  light  of   a  friendly  arbitration,  and 

although  he  could  not  say  what  might 

be  the  future  course  of  litigation,  it  was 

permissible  for  him  to  hope  that  the  pre- 

ient  result  would  be  to  bring  the  private 

trider  to  their  relief,  so  that  they  could 

pot  into  practical  use  the  large  quantity  j  of  the  period   in  whiclif  the  Cons 

of  eordite  required.  Government  was  in  Office.     It  L 


•Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
■id,  he  wanted  to  say  one  word  in 
ipotogy   and    answer    to    his   hon.  and 


pointed  out  that  during  the  Conservative 
Administration  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
moved  the  reduction  of  the  Army  by  the 


pUut  Friend  opposite.  lie  had  omitted  |  total  number  of  soldiers  who  were  in 
toauwer  bis  question  as  to  the  mobili- j  Egypt.  When  he  did  that  it  was  to 
•lioii  of  the  Reserve  and  the  clothing  •  show  that  he  wanted  the  withdrawal  of 
iepot  in  Pimlico.  He  himself  had  '  the  British  troops  from  Egypt,  and 
little  doubt  that  the  dep6t  at  Pim-  j  almost  every  gentleman  now  on  the 
lieo  cooid  clothe  the  Reserve  men  in  j  Treasury  Bench  went  into  the  Lobby 
■■pie  time  for  the  mobilisation.  '  with  him.  If  he  remembered  rightly, 
Hanog  considered  the  matter  very  j  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Aiely  he  did  not  think  that  what  was  J.  Morley)  not  only  voted  but 
«riled  the  centralisation  at  Pimlico  was  I  spoke  in  favour  of  his  proposition, 
■•  serious  a  matter  as  was  sometimes  '  lie  was  not  astonished,  under  the 
Apposed.  I  circumstances,  that    the    Liberal    Party 

tuLoNEL  LOCKWOOD  wished  to  ,  were  sometimes  charged  with  being  more 
bow  whether  there  was  enough  clothing  '  factious  than  patriotic,  and  he  was 
^"f^-  \  bound  to   admit  that  the   charge  almost 

Me.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  j  seemed  true  when  the  Liberal  Party, 
Tbe  Report  I  receive  is  that  there  is  i  after  having  voted  for  the  reduction  of 
•wogh  clothing  for  the  Reserve.  As  to  '  the  Army  by  the  number  of  men  who 
die  question  put  by  my  hon.  Friend,  the  were  in  Egypt,  increased  the  number  of 
poposai  to  send  a  battalion  of  the  Guards  I  soldiers  in  that  countrv  almost  as  soon 
tofigypt  was  only  part  of  the  scheme  for  i  as  they  came  into  Offi^^e.  Last  year 
cqoalismg  the  battalions.  If  I  had  seen  '  a  particular  reason  was  given  for  the 
■f  way  to  any  scheme  for  accomplishing  i  increase.  Something  or  other  had  hap- 
tk«  result  the  battalion  of  the  Guards  '  peued  in  Egypt,  and,  with  that  respectful 
*fliM  have  gone  to  Egypt;  but  when  ,  deference  which  he  always  showed  for 
t^  became  hopeless,  there  was  no  need  j  his  Leaders,  he  refrained  from  moving 
to  depart  from  the  ordinary  practice.         i  ^^ly    Resolution.       He    said    to    himself, 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  pointed  however,  that  on  the  following  year  he 
Mtthat  nothing  had  been  done  to  im-  should  have  the  pleasure  ol:  thinking 
pTOTe  the  ranges  in  Lancashire,  and  said  that  his  Leaders  remembered  the  Re- 
it  was  a  question  not  merely  of  providing  i  solution  he  moved,  and   they  supported, 

two  or  three  years  ago,  and  he  expected 


fresh  ranges  but  of  making  the  existing  ' 
OMs  accessible. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton), 
iuTiDg  congratulated  the  Secretary  for 
'^ar  apon  his  administrative  ability  and 


an  announcement  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
that  they  contemplated  at  once  with- 
drawing from  Egypt.  He  had  not  given 
notice  to  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 


'poa  the  lucidity  of  the  explanation  he  ;  Affairs  (Sir  E.  Grey)  that  he  intended 
W  given,  said  the  increase  of  the  I  to  bring  the  matter  forward,  and,  there- 
Anny  by  905  was  stated  to  be  in  great  j  fore,  he  thought  it  hardly  fair  to  bring  it 
Pirt  doe  to  the  requirements  of  Egypt.  I  forward  except  in  a  cursory  manner,  all 

VOL.  XXII.  [fourth  series.]  Z 
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the  more  as  he  would  probably  find 
several  opportunities  during  the  Session 
of  treating  it  in  detail.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  had  challenged  him 
to  say  whether  he  was  as  faithless  to  his 
opinions  as  the  Government  were.  He 
did  not  accept  that  mode  of  putting  it ; 
but  he  felt  bound  to  say  that,  as  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  men  might  come  and 
men  might  go  on  the  Treasury  Bench  ; 


increase  in  the  Army  will  follow  an  in- 
crease in  the  Navy.  I  thank  my  hon. 
Friend  for  his  leniency  in  sparing  us  in 
this  Army  Debate  a  discussion  on  the 
affairs  of  Egypt.  As  I  understand,  my 
hon.  Friend  wishes  to  point  out  our  mis- 
conduct, or  at  all  events  our  strange  con- 
duct, in  having  followed  him  into  the 
Lobby  some  two  years  ago  on  the  ques- 
tion of  Egypt,  and  in  now  showing  a  dis- 


but  he  stood  to  his  opinions,  and  he  i  position  to  adopt  another  policy.  I  have 
should  be  ashamed  of  himself  if  he  were  i  notice<i  that  there  are  occasions  on  which 
to  alter  them  merely  because  this  man  or  !  hon.  Members  follow  my  hon.  Friend 
that  man,  or  this  Party  or  that  Party,  j  into  the  Lobby,  and  afterwards  rath^ 
occupied  tlie  Treasury  Bench.     He  hail    regret  having  done  so.     We  are,  there- 


always  been  opposed  to  the  occupation 
of  Egypt,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  who 


fore,  not  altogether  singular  if  that  is  the 
state  of  mind  in  which  we  find  ourselves. 


had  just  entered  the  House  (Mr.  J,  \  As  far  as  1  am  |)ersonally  concerned,  I  am 
Morley)  had  always  been  with  him.  He  i  not  sure  that  I  did  follow  my  hon.  Friend, 
remembered  some  excellent  remarks  his  and  1  certainlv  never  shared  his  views  on 
right  hon.  Friend  made  in  Newcastle,  i  the  general  Cjuostion  of  Egypt.  The  fact 
They  delighted  his  iieart  at  the  time.  '  of  a  small  addition  being  made  to  the 
He  said  to  himself,  "I  shall  always  have  troops  in  Egypt  does  not  alter  in  the 
my  right  hon.  Friend  with  me  in  this  .  least  the  policy  of  the  Government  in 
matter  of  Egypt."  But,  alas  !  he  was  ,  regard  to  that  country.  1  rose,  however, 
afraid  he  had  lost  his  right  hon.  Friend's  •  really  for  the  purpose  of  thanking  my 
support  in  this  matter,  for  he  was  one  of  ^  hon.  Friend  for  his  kindness  and  leniency 
the  Ministers  who  were  asking,  not  that  |  in  letting  us  off  so  easily,  ani  I  hope  we 
we  should  diminish  our  force  in  Egypt,  ,  may  now  be  allowed  to  take  the  Vote, 
but  that  we  should  increase  it  by  905'  Coloxp:l  NOLAN  (Galway,N.)  asked 
men.  He  had  intended  to  move  the  reduc-  j  whether  it  was  intended  to  convert  a 
tionof  the  Vote  by  the  905  men  as  a  protest  j  large  inimber  of  Martini-Henry  rifles  into 
against  the  occupation  of  Egypt,  but  the  !  the  3-lOths  bore  weapons  ? 
hour  was  very  late,  and  he  thought  he  *Mr.  WOODALL  said,  experiments 
should  be  able  to  make  the  protest  on  a  j  were  being  made,  and  he  thought  it  very 
better  occasion.  One  reason  for  object-  i  likely  indeed  that  they  would  result  in 
ing  to  the  increase  was  that  the  Navy  '  having  a  very  useful  weapon  made  out  of 
was  about  to  be  enormouslv  increased,  i  the  existiui?  Martini-Henrv.  He  was  not 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  ,  in  a  position  to  say  how  many  would  be 
War  had  pointed  out  that,  as  a  necessary  ■  converted.  If  the  operation  was  sue* 
consequence  of  increasing  the  Navy,  they  '  cessful  there  was  no  reason  why  it  should 
must  increase  the  Armv,  as  there  would  '  not  be  carried  out  on  a  large  scale. 
be  more  coaling  stations  and  harbours  to  ;  Colonel  NOLAN  :  By  the  hundred 
protect  abroad.      He  (Mr.  Labouchere)    thousand  r 

wanted  the  Committee  to  remember  that  i  Mr.  WOODALL  :  I  am  not  in  m 
for  everv  ship  by  which  the  Navy  was  i  position  to  say. 

increased  soldiers  would  have  to  be!  •SirF.FITZWYGRAM (South Hanti, 
found  to  defend  the  ports  it  would  have  Fareham)  wished  to  bring  under  the 
to  enter.  This  was  a  very  serious  matter,  notice  of  the  House  a  very  great  in- 
considering  the  enormous  burdens  under    justice  that  was  done  to   the  large  and 


which  they  were  groaning  owing  to  the 
vastly  increased  expenditure  on  the  Army 
and  Navy. 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
My    hon.    Friend    has    misapprehended 


most  valuable  bodv  of  officers  who  had 
commanded  regiments  by  the  almost  total 
reservation  of  all  Stafi'  api)ointment8  te 
those  who  had  passed  the  Staffs  Coll^;e^ 
He  knew  that  some  former  commandec^9 
what  I  said.     I    pointed  out   that  to   a  >  had  been  admitted  to  such  ap|X)intmentft    ^ 
i'ertain  extent  an  increase  had  oc(;urred,  j  but   the    number   was  so  small    that  m^ 
but  it  does  not  nhvays    follow   that    an  :  scarcely  affected  the  question.     He  dk^cJ 

Mr,  Labouchere 
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not  wish  to  say  a  word  against  the  3,  £100,  Onliiatice  Factories. 
Staff  College,  but  merely  to  protest  Coloxel  NOLAN  :  What 
ttKainj^t  toe  system  of  exchuling  former    meaning    of   this  Vote  ?     Why 


regimental  commanding  officers  from 
Staff  appointments.  Those  who  had 
commauded  regiments  formed  a  most 
valuable  ho<ly.  The  position  of  a 
regimental  commander  re  piired  a  great 
deal  of  tact,  training,  and  lujrve, 
ami  it  should  be  the  object  of  the 
Secretary  for  War  to  give  the  utmost 
eDcouragement  to  good  commanders. 
There  were  250  battalions,  and,  such  as 
ibe commanding  officers  were,  such  would 
lie  the  liattalions,  and,  such  as  the  bat- 


is 
do 


550 


the 


vou 


take  such  an  absurd  sum  as  £100  ? 

Mk.  CAMPBELL-HANNERMAN  : 
It  seems  absurd  to  ask  for  £100,  but  it 
has  been  the  practice  to  have  such  a 
V^ote  in  order  to  bring  the  operations  of 
the  Ordnance  Factorv  within  the  cogui- 
sauce  of  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is 
merelv  to  show  the  wav  in  which  the 
monev  voted  on  the  Armv  Estimates  is 
ex|x?nded  at  the  Ordnance  Factories. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS   (Birming- 


talions  such  would  be  the  Army.  If  the  ham,  Bordesley)  said,  the  Vote  very 
regiments  were  good,  as  they  would  be  if  niuch  interested  his  constituents.  There 
their  commanding  officers  wen*  good,  we  were  two  small  arms  factories,  one  being 
shoald  have  success  in  war,  although  we  »t  Enfield  and  the  other  at  Sparkbrook. 
had  a  very  untrained  Staff'.  Rejriments  In  the  current  vear  the  Wages  Vote  for 
hu  l)een  known  to  fight  out  a  battle  to  Enfield  had  been  rctluced  only  25  per 
i  j'nccessful  issue  in  spite  of  mistakes  cent.,  while  that  for  Spark  brook  had 
■■de  by  the  Generals.  If,  however,  our  l>cen  reduce<l  no  less  than  42  per  cent, 
regiments  were  not  properly  trained,  the  The  amount  was  formc.Tly  £60,000  for 
h«  Generals  in  the  wori«l  would  not  Sparkbrook,  but  during  the  current  year 
prevent  ns  having  reverses.  As  matters  it  had  been  reduced  to  £35,000.  When 
Hood  at  present,  a  Colonel  might  do  the  the  Estimates  for  1894-5  were  issued  it 
best  he  jiossibly  could  and  might  turn  a  was  seen  that  the  £.'^5,000  had  been 
had  regiment  into  a  good  one,  but  there  practically  reduced  to  £14,000,  for 
Wi  no  rewanl  and  no  future  for  him.  although  the  amount  stood  at  £36,000  a 
Hewiifhed  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  War  J^n»n  of  £22,000  was  to  be  expended  in 
if  he  would  re-consider  the  request  made  repairing  the  shops.  The  propose«l  re- 
to  him  a  short  time  ago  with  regard  to  duct  ion  amounted  to  a  practical  extinction 
Chelsea  Hospital  pensions  ?  It  was  not  of  the  small  arms  factory  at  Sparkbrook, 
»  good  thing  for  the  Armv  that  about  w'hicli  was  dcscribcfl  as  one  of  the  best 
W,000  men  should  go  about"  saying  that  equipped  factories  in  the  world.  In  the 
thej  had  l>een  deprived  of  their  just  interests  of  the  Public?  Service  his  hon. 
ri|rbt«.  All  he  wantetl  was  a  Select  Friends  and  himself  thought  it  inad- 
visable to  practically  <lcsl^oy  a  factory 
of  that  kind.  They  were  therefore  glad 
to  find  that  the  Secretarv  for  War  had 
somewhi!  modified  the  Estinuites  by 
I)R.  FARQUHAHSON  (Aberdeen- ,  consenting  to  produce  at  Sparkbrook 
ibire,  W.)  asked  whether  there  would  be  |  the  rifies  that  would  be  required  for  the 
M  opportunity  on  a  future  Vote  of  dis-  Xavv  during  the  coming  year.  Thev 
tossin?  general  questions  relating  to  the  thanked  hini  very  nnich  for  this  con- 
■^"".^  •'  c<'Ssion,  which    would,  of    course,  keep 

Mu.  CAMPBELL-BANNEHMAN  :  "^^^^^  factory  going  during  the  coming 
Yw,  Sir;  it  is  quite  understood  that  r'^\'  ^V  ^'^^'^^^'^^^^  ^P  ^"^^  ^''?"^  ^*^^'^« 
tberewill  l>e  a  discussion   on   the  next  I   ^I'.y^"^'  ,^^^,^*"    *^">'  reduction,  the  wages 


Committee  or  a  small  Commission  to  in- 
<iaire  into  the  claims  that  were  ])Ut 
forward. 


wcasion  when  the  Army  Estimates  arc 

(juci^tion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

2.  £.VJS1,000,  Pay,  &c.  of  the  Annv 
ylttKTal  Staff,  Ucgimcnts,  Reserve,  and 
*^pmmtnt*),  agr^  to. 


bill  had  been  increased  by  £78,000, 
making  a  total  for  the  coming  vear  of 
£198,0(X).  He  thought  he  would  best 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  Committee 
if  he  did  not  on  that  occasion  deal 
with  the  general  (piestion  as  between 
Sparkbrook  and  Enfield,  especially  as 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  of  going 
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iuto  the  question  at  a  later  period  of 
the  Session.  Hon.  Members  must,  how- 
ever, know  that  a  factory  placed  in  the 
centre  of  the  Kingdom  in  the  midst  of 
an  unlimited  supply  of  men  and  material 
of  the  very  best  quality  and  at  a 
place  where  the  railway  facilities  to 
all  parts  of  the  country  were  excellent 
was  in  the  best  possible  place. 
Sparkbrook  was,  undoubtedly,  the  best 
place,  especially  in  the  case  of  emergency. 
He  was  aware  that  Enfield  was  the  pet 
so  far  as  official  influence  was  concerned, 
and  it  was  time  that  the  question  should 
be  brought  before  the  House  as  a  practical 
one,  so  that  that  official  influence  might 
not  be  allowed  much  longer  to  spend 
such  enormous  sums  year  after  year  on 
what  could  only  be  termed  an  exotic. 
They  had  never  raised  any  question 
about  Enfield  until  they  were  in  a 
measure  challenged  by  the  extraordinary 
way  in  which  it  had  become  the  pet  not 
of  successive  Governments,  but,  he 
believed,  of  the  officials  connected  with 
this  branch  of  the  Public  Service.  He 
would  therefore  conclude  with  a^ain 
thanking  his  right  hou.  Friend  for 
the  kind  manner  in  which  he  had  receiveil 
the  representations  placed  before  him, 
and  for  having  gone  so  far,  at  any  rate, 
as  to  allow  this  factory  to  be  continued 
as  a  going  concern  instead  of  being  dis- 
mantled and  being  practically  reduced  to 
a  position  of  uselessness. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming. 
ham,  W.)  :  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to 
intervene  for  a  short  time.  The  Vote 
raises,  or  might  raise,  a  question  of  the  very 
greatest  importance,  which  1  hope  may 
some  time  be  broughf  to  the  attention  of 
the  Committee,  and  that  is  the  continual 
growth  of  Government  establishments 
for  the  manufacture  of  arms.  That  is 
not  a  question  as  between  two  rival  Go- 
vernment establishments,  but  as  between 
Government  establishments  and  ])rivate 
firms.  Now,  I  entertain  the  opinion 
which,  I  believe,  was  entertained  by  those 
who  originally  created  the  Government 
establishments  at  Enfield,  that  such  a 
manufactory  ought  to  be  in  the  nature  of 
an  experimental  factory,  that  it  ought  to 
be  created  and  maintained  for  the  purpose 
of  making  experiments,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  testing  inventions,  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  controlling  prices,  so  that  prices 
might  not  be  left  entirely  to  what  might 

3fr.  Jesse  CoUings 


become  a  ring  of  private  manufacturers 
to  the  disadvantage  of  the  public.       But 
it  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  original 
idea   under    which    the    factories    were 
created,  and  it  is  not  in  the  public  interest 
that    they    should    have   grown  to  their 
present  enormous  extent.     The  effect  of 
creating    great    Government    establish- 
ments of  the  kind  is  to  discourage  private 
manufacturers,  and  in  a  groat  war   it  is 
upon  private  manufacturers  that  you  have 
to  depend.     You  will  then  find  that  they 
have  been  very  largely  discouraged  and 
prevented  from  taking  their  proper  rank, 
owing  t(»  the    growth  of  these  Govern- 
ment   establishments.        That      matter, 
however,  must  be  postponed   to  another 
occasion.       To-night     the     only    ques- 
tion    raised     is    the     question     of    the 
way     in     which    the     Government    has 
dealt  with  the  two  Government  establish- 
ments at  Birmingham  and  at  Enfield.     I 
am    quite   certain   that    my    right    hon. 
Friend  the   Secretary  of  State  for  War 
has  regarded  this  matter  with  absolute 
impartiality,  and  that  it  is  his  desire  and 
intention  to  do  perfect  justice  as  between 
the  two  establishments,  but  neither  my 
right  hon.  Friend   nor  any   Secretary  of 
State  is  absolutely  his  own   master  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind.    He  has  to  deal  with 
an  old  official  vested  interest   which  has 
grown  up  at  Enfield,  and  which  is,  I  am 
afraid,  too  strong  for  almost    anv  tem- 
porary  head  of  the  War  Department.     I 
think  that  that  is   proved  by  tlie  way  in 
which  the  Estimates  are  prepnred  on  the 
present  occasion.       The    very  fact    that 
the  moment  these  Estimates  were  brought 
to    the    knowledge     of    my    right     hon. 
Friend   he    endeavoured    to    make    som^ 
kind  of  satisfactory  arrangenuiit  show» 
that  he  himself  must  have  been  astonishedL 
by  the  Estimates   which   were  preparedL 
for  him   by  his  official  advisers.       Wha.'fc 
is  the  state  of  the  case?     Here  at  a  tim.^ 
when    the    Government    thought    thei 
selves  unable  to  contiinie   the  manul 
ture  of  arms,  and  when  accordingly  th^y 
withdrew  all  their  orders   from   the  i'^ro 
Government  establishments,  we  actual  \f 
find    one    of    those    establishments — tli^ 
greater,  the  more  powerful,  the  one  wiM 
the  more  established   vested  interest — -i* 
able    to    come    to    Parliament    actual// 
with  an    increase   of  £78,000   upon    it« 
wages,    whereas    there    is    a    reductioo 
of  something  like   60  per  cent,   in   tha 


oo3  Supply^Armt/  {16  Mar  h  1894}  Estimates,  1894-5.         554 

wages  of  the  other  factory.     As  I  say,  ■  I  have  looked  carefully  into  the  matter, 
thecoDtrast  has  been  to  a  considerable    and  the  conchisioii  I  am  driveu  to  is  that 


exteut  redressed   by  the  action    of    tiie 
Secretary  of  State,  and  it  would  be  un- 


there  would  be  great  economy  and  great 
increased  efficiency  in  having  a  repairing 


gracious  in  us  not  to  accept   very  grate-  |  establishment  under  the  same  manage- 
fnllj  his    intervention    in    the    matter.  \  ment  as  Sparkbrook,  and,  therefore,  it  is 
There  is  only  one  other  question  I  want '  proposed    to  discontinue    Bagot    Street, 
to  put,  and  that  is,  whether,  under  these    There    would    be   great    a«l(litional    ex- 
circumstances — which   involve    the  con-    pense  in  the  erection  of  additional  build- 
tinoons  employment  of,  as  I  understand,  '  ings  to  Sparkbrook,  and   I  am  informed 
It  an?  rate  the  greater  part  of  the  Spark-  I  by  those  who    have  gone  carefully  into 
brook  establishment  at  full  time  during  j  the    matter    that    the    removal    of    the 
the  rear — it  is  desirable  to  proceed  witli  i  machinery  wouhl  not  be  so  costly  as  my 
the  intention    announced    bv    my    ri<;lit  '  rii^ht    hon.    Friend    seems     to     antici- 
hoD.  Friend  of  dismantling  a   portion  of    pate.     Into  the  general  ((uestion  regard- 
tlu machinery  at  Sparkbrook  in  order  to  '  ing  the  rivalry  of  Enfield  and   Hirming- 
mkeroom  for  the  manufacturing  cstab-  !  ham  I  am  not  disposed  to  enter  at   pre- 
liibneDt  at  Bagot  Street.     I  believe  that  I  sent.    I  have,  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
if  this  proceeding   is   carricil    out    there  !  expressed  my  views  on   that  subject.     I 
wiD  be  a  very  serious  ailditioual  and  un- •  can      assure     my     right     hon.     Friend 
necessary  expenditure  involved,  because  |  that  there  is  with  us   no  favouritism  for 
wiiat  will    happen    will    be   this  :    The  '  one  over  the  other  ;  on  the  contrary,  we 
oachincry  will  be  dismantled  at  a  great  :  are  most  anxious  to  encour.igt^  the  nianu- 
<«t,aud  if,  hereafter,  there  be  a  demand    fact ure  of   rilles  in    that    which    is    the 
fir  thai  machinery,  it  will  have  to  be  re-  I  natural    seat     of    manufacture — namely, 
pheed,  also  at  great  cost.       I  am   con-    Birmingham;  and  as  a  proof  of  our  desire 
▼iaceJ  that  the  cost  of  dismantling  it  and    to  do  that,  I  m:iy  say  that  we   have  just 
replacing  it  would  more  than  j)ay  for  an    made  an  arrangement  which    will  practi- 
iddition    in    the  shaj>e  of   temporary  or    cally  imply   a  considerable   extension  of 
«tlier iihcils  which  might  be  added  to  the    orders  from  the  private  trade  in  Birniing- 
existiD^r   establishment    at    Sparkl>rook.  ,  ham  for  another  year  than   that  which  is 
Tbeoulv  cost  would  be  the  building  of  a    immediately  Ix^foro   us.     Mv  ri<^lit  hon. 
ari,  which  would  not,  I  am  convinced.    Friends  have  pointed  out  that   thu   Ksti- 
CMimore  than  the  expense  of  removing    mate  as  it  stands  shows  a  great  increase 
umI  ii£riiin   replacing  the    machinery.     I  i  at  Enfield   and    a  diminution  at   Spark- 
still  hope  that  my  right   hon.   Friend,  in    brook    for    the    coming    year.      But  the 
Tiewof  the  altered  circumstances,  maybe  |  Estimate  is  arranged  on  the  understand- 
^Tliojr  to  reconsider  or  even  to  postpone  '  ing    that    the    two    factories    are  to    be 
tedrtennination;  but  whatever  is  decidt^l,  1  worked    as    parts    of    our    Government 
Ifeireto  thank  him  for  his  re<?onsi<lera-    establishment,    and,  therefore,  there  will 
^of  the    Vote    on  the  present  occa-  :  be  no  ditficiLlty  in  removing  from  one  to 
«*.  the    other  any   part  of    the  work,    and, 

%.  CAMPBELL-BANNEKMAN,  '  accordingly,  within  the  last  two  or  three 

'io  H'jis  indistinctly  heard,  said  :  1   am  ,  days  1  have   been  able    to   arrange   that 

■Dich  oMiged  to  my  right   hon.    Friend  j  an  order  for  new  rifles,  which  we  expect 

^^^  to  the    right    hon.    Gentleman  the  '  to  receive  from   the   Admiralty  within  a 

JlemW  f«>r  Bordeslev  for  the  kindly  wav  I  short   time,   shall    be   transferred   to  the 

J^^hiohthey  have  spoken  of  my  action    Sparkbrook    iiccount  from    the    EnHeld 

"*  this  nuitt^r.      I   have  done   no  more  i  account,  and    that    will    keep   the  estab- 

^m  niv   duty  in  listening  carefully    to  !  lishment    goin<^.     1    have   tried  to   meet 

•"J  mquiring  most  minutely  into  the  view  ,  the  reasonable  anxiety  of  my   right  Ikmi. 

^fhe  question   which  they  have  put  so    Friends    in    this     matter,    and     I     hope 

"^^ieratelv  and  so  reasonably  before  me.  '  that,       after      all,       there       mav       not 

"ith  regard  to  the  question  of  maintain-    be      so       much,     as       they        imagine 

^^  Bajjot  Street,  or  transferring   it,   as    there  is,  of  a  desire   on    the  part    of  the 

^J  rijjjht   hon.    Friend    has    just    sug-  .  officials     of    the    DepartmcMit    to    favour 

?wtc-!l,     to    some    temporary     building,    Enfield.     It  must  be  reinembereil  that  at 

in;:  the  Sparkbrook    factory    intact,  i  Enfield  the  machinery  is  capable  of  nianu- 
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facturing  a  large  number  of  weapons  of 
different  kinds  which  are  not  manufac- 
tured at  Sparkbrook.  The  machinery  at 
8  park  brook  is  applicable  to  the  manufac- 
ture of  the  Lee-Metford  rifle,  but  Maxim 
guns  and  machine  guns  and  a  large 
number  of  weapons  of  different  descrip- 
tions cannot  be  manufactured  there  at  all. 
I  am  very  glad,  however,  that  my  right 
hon.  Friends  are  so  far  satisfied,  and  I 
can  cnly  say  that  we  have  done  no  more 
than  our  duty  in  making  the  arrange- 
ments we  have  made. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  My  right 
hon.  Friend  lias  made  a  statement  which 
is  of  very  great  interest  to  the  private 
trade.  Can  he  give  us  any  further  in- 
formation as  to  that  matter  ?  Are  orders 
to  be  given  which  will  employ  the  private 
trade  next  year  as  well  as  the  present 
year  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  mentioned  it  to  show  the  desire  we 
have  to  encourage  and  keep  going  the 
private  trade  in  Birmingham. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  If  prices 
are  satisfactory  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
there  will  be  work  to  give  employment 
for  another  year  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Yes. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  that  in 
previous  years  orders  had  been  given  at 
Birmingham  for  Maxim  guns  and  other 
kinds,  which  he  believed  were  executed 
in  a  satisfactory  manner  and  at  somewhat 
lower  prices  than  elsewhere. 

Mr.  BRODRJCK  (Surrey,  Guildford) 
said,  some  of  his  hon.  Friends  desired  to 
raise  certain  questions  in  regard  to  eight 
hours,  wages,  and  other  matters,  and  he 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  Chairman 
would  consider  such  discuss^ion  allowable 
on  the  Stores  Vote  proposed  to  be  taken 
in  April  or  May  ? 

•The  CHAIRMAN    was    understood 
to  reply  in  the  atiirniative. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mon- 
day next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Monday  next. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Resolutions    [15th    March]    reported, 
and  agreed  to. — [Seepage  351.] 

Mr.  Campbell' Banner  man 


WAYS   AXD   MEANS. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Resolved,  That  towards  making  goo«l  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March, 

1894,  the  sum  of  £577,222  be  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  Unite<l  Kingtlom. 

2.  Resolved,  That  towards  making  goo<l  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March, 

1895,  the  sum  of  £5,981,100  Ixi  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
—OS/r  J,  T.  Ilihhert,) 

Resolutions  to  be  rei)orte  I  u^^on  Monday 
next ;  Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 


PUBLIC    PETITIONS. 

Orderetl,  That  a  Select  Committee  l)c  ap- 
pointed, to  whom  shall  be  referrctl  all  Petitions 
presented  to  the  House,  with  the  exception  of 
such  as  relate  to  Private  Bills  ;  and  that  such 
Committee  do  classify  and  prepare  alystracts  o£ 
the  same,  in  such  form  and  manner  as  shall 
api)ear  to  them  best  suited  to  convey  to  the 
House  all  requisite  information  respecting 
their  contents,  and  do  report  the  same  from 
time  to  time  to  the  House  ;  and  that  the 
Reports  of  the  Committee  do  sot  forth  the 
number  of  signatures  to  each  Petition  only  in 
resi>ect  to  those  signatures  to  which  aildrenes 
are  affixed  : — And  that  such  Committee  have 
power  to  direct  the  printing  in  rxtengo  of  such 
Petitions,  or  of  such  parts  of  Petitions,  as  shall 
ai)]>ear  tc  require  it : — And  that  ^uch  Committee 
have  power  to  Rei)ort  their  opinion  and 
observations  thereu|)on  to  the  House  : 

The  Committee  was  Jicconlingly  nominated 
of : — Mr.  Benn,  Mr.  Bi(l<lulph,  (,'olonel  Bridge* 
man,  Mr.  Byles,  Colonel  Cotton-Jo<ircll,  Mr. 
Crombie,  Sir  Charles  Dalr\'mple,  Mr.  Kennedy, 
Mr.  Leake,  Mr.  Herbert  Lewis,  Mr.  MulhoUand, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Tollemache,  ami  Mr. 
Henry  J.  Wilson. 

Ordered,  That  Three  Ikj  the  quorum.—  (Sir 
Charlcjt  Dairy m pi t'.") 

PUBLIC  ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

First  Keport,  with  Minutes  of  Evi- 
dence and  Appendix,  brought  up,  aod 
read. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  34.] 

CIVIL  SERVICES  (EXCESSES),  1892-8. 

Copy  presented, — of  Statement  of 
Sums  re(juired  to  be  Voted  in  order  to 
make  good  Excesses  on  certain  Granto 
for  Civil  Services  for  the  year  ended  3l0t 
March  1 893  [by  Command]  ;  Referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Supply,  and  to  be 
printed.     [No.  30.] 

House  atljoumed  at  One  oVlodlc 
till  Monday  next 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday^  19th  March  1894. 


I 


P«>T>YHOLD    rrONSOLIDATION)    BILL 
[H.L.>-  rNo.  2.) 
Ji'vul  -^  (;ir("^-»fnj;r  to  Order). 


'Vt 


I 


I 
I 


C 
I 


PRIVATE    AND     PROVISIONAL    ORDEPw 
CONFIRMATION  BILLS. 

The  CHAIRMAN  of  COM- 
MITTEES (The  Earl  of  Morley) 
moved — 

"That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from  the 
House  of  Commons  Bhall  \)e  read  a  second  time 
•fter  Tacsday  the  2()th  day  of  June  next : 

*•  That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  con- 
fimung  any  Provisional  Order  in  pursuancCof  a 
Bepoit  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  relating  to 
the  vDclosure  or  regulation  of  a  common,  or 
omfirminsir  any  scheme  certified  by  the  said 
Board  relating  to  a  Metropolitan  common,  or 
eoLfirming  any  scheme  of  the  C'harity  Com- 
iiUBic*nen»  for  England  anrl  Wales,  shall  be 
read  a  fire:  time  after  Thurs<lay  the  10th  day 
of  May  next  : 

"That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  con- 
fltming  any  Provisional  Or<ler  or  Provisional 
Certificate  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after 
ThuiHlay  the  10th  day  of  May  next : 

*That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order  in 
pOTSoance  of  a  RcjKjrt  of  the  Board  of  Agricul- 
taie  relating  to  tlie  enclosure  or  regulation  of  a 
onvunon.  or  ccmfirming  any  scheme  certified  by 
the  said  Boanl  relating  to  a  Metropolitan  com- 
aofi,  or  confirming  any  scheme  of  the  Charity 
G'jmmbis loners  for  England  and  Wales,  shall  be 
read  a  second  Lime  after  Tucstlay  the  2Gth  day 
of  Jane  next : 

''That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
O^imons  confirming  any  Provisional  Order  or 
Provisional  Certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time    after    Tuesday    the    2Gth  day  of    June 


.BUSINK*5S-^'    IliE   HOUSE. 
Standing   Orlv'/  -No.  XXXIX.  to  be 
con.iidrtBcd  on     V  »fiduy  uoxt,  in  order  to 
its  l)eiu«;  dispebM.d    with  for  that  day's 

Sittiii:-. 

lloii-e  adjournc*!  at  twenty-five  minutes 

l«fore  Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE      OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  10th  March  1894. 


MR.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to  the  continuance  of  his  iudis- 
position  : — 

Whereupon  Mr.  Mellor,  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  aud  Means,  proceeded  to  the 
Table,  and  after  Prayers,  took  the  Cliair 
as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the 
Standing  Order. 


"*That  when  a  Bill  shall  have  pas?e<l  this 
Hoosiewith  Amendments  these  Orders  shall  not 
apply  to  any  new  Bill  sent  up  from  the  House 
erf  Commons  which  the  Chairman  of  Committees 

ehall  report  to  the  House  is  substantially  tlie 

same  an  thu  Bill  so  amended : 

"  That  this  Hoase  will  not  receive  any 
Petition  for  a  Private  Bill  after  Tuesday  the 
Iflit  flay  of  May  next,  unless  such  Private  Bill 
shall  "have  been  approved  by  the  Chancery 
Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  ;  nor  any 
Petition  for  a  Private  Bill  approved  by  the 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
after  Thursday  the  10th  day  of  May  next : 

**  That  this  House  will  not  receive  any 
Report  from  the  Jadges  lupon  Petitions  prc- 
JKrnterl  to  thia  House  for  Private  Bills  after 
Thorwlay  the  10th  day  of  May  next." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Orders  be 
printed  and  published,  and  affixed  to  the 
doors  of  this  House  and  Westminster 
Hall.     {No.  7.) 
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NEW  WRIT  ISSUKD. 
For   the   Couuty  of  Essex  (South  or 
Romford    Division),    v.     James    Theo- 
bald,   esquire,    deceased. — (J/r.    bikers- 
Douglas.) 


f 


QUESTIONS. 


POST    OFFICE    SAVINGS    BANKS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Rushcliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  to  what  extent  advantage  has 
been  taken  of  "  The  Savings  Bank  Act, 
1893,"  which  increased  the  limits  of 
investments  in  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  Morley,  Nottingham,  E.)  : 
1  am  glad  to  state  that  considerable 
advantage  has  been  taken  by  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank  depositors  of  the  new 
Savings  Bank  Act  which  came  into 
operation  on  the  21st  December  last.  It 
appears  that,  in  little  more  than  two 
months,  29,400  depositors  availed  them- 
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selves  of  the  ext«ueiou  of  the  aunual 
limit  for  Savings  Bttiik  deposits,  re- 
preHcutiiig  (tii  aggregate  lulditiona!  sum 
of  £423,639.  Nine  thoiisand  six  hiin- 
(IreJuud  twelve  of  tbese  persona  deposited 
£50  each  in  lump  auma.  During  the 
first  two  months  of  the  present  year, 
£5,878,173  was  deposited,  a  sum  which 
exceeded  by  uo  less  than  £1,017,810  the 
amoUDt  during  the  tirat  two  months  of 

1893.  As  regards  Government  Stock, 
iuTestments  in  excess  of  the  old  annual 
limit  wore  made  during  tiie  first  two 
months  by  1,500  persons,  the  excess 
amounting  to  £67,904  Stock.  Four 
hundred  and  forty-eight  of  these  Invest- 
ments were  of  £200  each.  In  the  same 
period  424  persons  made  investments  in 
excess  of  the  former  total  limit  of  £300, 
the  excess  amounting  to  £32,147  Stock. 
Twenty- nine  persons  iuereaaed  their 
total  holding  to  £500. 

IRISH  VETEEINABY  INSFBCTOKS. 

Dr.  AMBROSE  (Louth,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many  Vete- 
rinary Inspectors,  either  temporary  or 
permauent,  have  been  appointed  in  Ire- 
land within  the  past  12  montlis  ;  how 
many  of  these  so  appointed  are  Irishmen  ; 
and  how  many  names  are  at  present  on 
the  list  of  caudidates  seeking  appoint- 
ments 03  Privy  Council  Veterinary 
Inspectors  F 

The  chief  secretary  foe 
IRELAND  {Mr.  J.  Mokley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  There  were  no  permanent 
Veterinary  Inspectors  appointed  in 
Ireland  during  the  perio«l  stated,  but  12 
temporary  Insper  tors  have  been  appointed. 
The  Veterinary  Department  has  no 
official  iiifonnalion  as  to  the  nationality 
of  the  gentlemen  appointed,  though  it  is 
believed  that  11  ont  of  the  12  are  Irish- 
men. The  reply  to  the  concluding  para- 
graph of  the  question  is,  21. 

LABOUH  ON  NEW  SHIPS. 
Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  the  amount  expended  on 
labour  and  contract  work  between  tbe  1st 
of  April,  1893,  and  tho  31st  of  March, 

1894,  on  each  of  the  following  ships  : 
Magnificent,  Alajcslic,  Renown,  Power- 
ful, Terrible? 

Mr.  A.  Morley 


{COMMONS} 


LoHnehtd  in  1893.  560 


The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kat-Shdttlewokth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  ;  The  information 
asked  for  is  contained  in  the  Programme 
of  Works  in  Progress  on  Ships  Building 
appearing  in  the  Navy  Estimates  for 
1894-5. 

MONAGHAN  ASYLUM  TEA  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  young  (Cavan,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tho  lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  ia 
aware  that  the  tea  contracts  for  the 
Monaghan  and  Cavan  District  Asylum 
have  been  given  for  the  last  seven  years 
to  Mr.  Robert  Greveeu,  hotel  keeper, 
Monaghan,  who  is  not  a  tea  merchant ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  iu  reply  to 
annual  advertisements  for  tenders,  mer- 
chaots  sending  samples  rarely  find  them 
examined  or  tested,  and,  in  consequence, 
many  have  ceased  to  take  any  trouble  in 
the  matter;  whether  he  will  take  steps 
to  secure  open  competition  ;  and  whether 
the  Board  of  Control  has  any  power 
over  the  disposal  of  snch  contracts  P 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Inspectora 
of  Lunatic  Asylums  inform  me  that  the 
fact  is  as  stated  iu  tho  first  paragraph, 
except  that  the  trader  named  is  a  whole- 
sale tea  merchant.  All  contracts  for  the 
asylum  are  perfectly  open,  and  are  advei^ 
tised  iu  the  usual  manner  in  local  news- 
papers ;  and,  as  regards  the  tea  contract, 
I  understand  that  all  the  samples  sent  io 
were  examined  by  the  Governors  before 
the  tender  was  accepted.  Tho  Board  of 
Control  has  uo  responsibility  iu  the  matter 
of  the  acceptance  of  asylum  contracts^ 
which  arc  dealt  with  by  the  Board  "^^ 
Governors. 

NEW  BATTLKSHIPB  LAUNCHED  IN  1H99^ 
Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Fores— i 
of  Dean)  :  I  bog  to  ask  tiie  Secretary  1^^* 
the  Admiralty  whether  he  can  state  fo^^ 
the  information  of  the  House  the  toE= 
nage  in  battloGhips  launched  in  1893  tr  — 
the  Navies  of  tho  United  Kingdo^Hi 
France,  Russia,  and  the  United  States  t^^ 
SiH  U.  KAY- SHUTTLE WORT^it 
The  tonnage  of  battleships  launched  "^* 
1893  was  as  follows  :— France,  29,9^^5 
tons ;  Russia,  12,490  tons  ;  UniC^M^ 
SUtes,  30,600  tons.  No  battleship  w-»» 
launched  in  this  country  in  1893. 
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«  Cambervseli. 


FLITWICK  SCHOOL  BOARD. 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSOX  (ilftudieater, 
y£.):  Id  the  absence  of  tUe  liou. 
Member  for  the  Peuritb  Divisiou  of 
Cutnberlnod,  I  beg  Co  nsk  the  Vice 
Preelilent  of  the  Comniiltec  of  Couuuil 
on  Education  whether  he  has  yet 
irrived  at  any  decision  with  rogani  to 
the  ticlioLi  of  the  Flitwiek  School  Board 
in  iliscoDtinuing  the  construction  of  the 
wliool  buililiDgs  eaiictiuued  by  the  taut 
School  Board  of  Flitwick  and  by  tlie 
EiluL-atiou  Department,  anil  thereby  im- 
po»iiigabeavj  burden  upon  the  rates  of  the 
pMieh  ;  and  wliether  he  f.&n  commnuicate 
hi(  decision  to  the  House  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Aclami,  York,  W.R., 
Boiiierham) :  I  nm  glnd  to  Ray  tliat  the 
Flilwick  School  Board  Jmve  now  come 
loinarmngemeDt  with  the  Department, 
udnuderttikeu  to  carry  out  the  plans 
igreecl  apon  without  uuy  further  delay. 

THE  WEST  INDIAN  MAILS. 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
1)^  to  ask  tlie  Poetmaster  General 
wltetbcr  he  liaB  received  a  Memorial 
Irom  tirms  in  the  Unitetl  Kingdom  in- 
1  Ittwted  in  the  regiilftr  arrival  and  prompt 
f  deliverj-  of  the  mails  from  the  British 
ffesl  Indies  and  South  America  ;  who- 
tbcr  the  JDComing  mail  when  it  arrives 
tt  Flfmouth,  between  the  hours  of  8  p.m. 
ud  4  a.m.,  is  detained  for  several  hours 
wing  to  the  discontinuance  ot  provision 
fwi  special  trwn,  thereby  delaying  the 
^«ry  of  letters  in  England  and  Seot- 
■nd  for  a  whole  business  day ;  and 
*lKiher  he  will  take  such  steps,  by  pro- 
•iliiig  a  special  train  when  necessary,  as 
■ill  cany  out  the  requirements  of  the 
'"ntnd,  and  ensure  the  earliest  possible 
livery  of  the  West  Indian  and  South 
■JjMrican  mails    in   the    United    King- 

Kb.  A.  MORLEY  :  Such  a  Memorial 
*''  Iwen  received  and  duly  answered, 
"/■(n  the  mails  in  reaching  Plymouth 
■"U"  the  night  mail  train  to  Loudon, 
"■^y  lave  to  be  detained  for  some  hours 
^  SO  by  the  next  ordinary  train  ;  and 
f'te  use  of  a  special  train  for  them  is  not, 
"'Biy  opinion,  warranteil  unless  an  in- 
*fal  tor  reply  by  the  next  outgoing 
■^l  i»  to  be  obtained  by  that  means 
""^T-  The  deUy  does  not  amount  to  a 
*Dole  buaitwaa  tUj.      la   Londoo,   Bir- 


mingham, and  other  places  it  is  only  a 
few  hours.  In  Scotland  the  letters, 
instead  of  being  delivered  late  in  the 
dfty  after  their  arrival  at  Plymouth,  are 
delivered  the  following  morning.  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  provision  in  the  Mail 
Contract    requiring  the    use  of    special 


QCEKS  CHIKANOA'S  COSSORT. 

Mn.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  be  will  institute  an  in- 
quiry into  the  circumstances  under  which 
Fambisa,  the  husband  of  Queen  Chi- 
kanga,  was  killed  by  the  orders  of  Mr. 
Fort,  the  Chartered  Company's  Resident 
Magistrate  at  Umtali,  on  (Jth  January, 
1B94  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  ok 
STATE  KOH  THE  COLONES  (Mr.  S. 
Blxtos,  Tower  Hamlets,  Popiar)  : 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  called  for  a 
Report  on  the  whole  affair  referred  to  in 
the  question. 

SCHOOL    AGCOMMODATION     IN 
CAMBER  WICLL. 

Mr.  E.  H.  BAYLEY  (Camberwell, 
N.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
if  bis  attention  has  been  called  to  a  re- 
port of  the  hearing  of  several  summonses 
at  the  Lambeth  Police  Court  on  the  7th 
instant  against  parents  for  neglecting  to 
educate  their  children,  when  one  parent 
stated  that  she  had  taken  her  children  to 
six  schools  in  the  neighbourhood,  giving 
up  a  day's  work  for  the  purpose,  an^ 
only  obtained  admission  for  one  child, 
and  that  Mr.  Williams,  the  District 
Superintendent,  informed  the  Magistrate 
that  there  was  great  lack  of  school 
accommodatioD  in  Camberwell ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  measures  to  require 
the  London  School  Board  to  provide  the 
necessary  accommodation  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  My  attention  has 
not  been  called  to  the  report  in  question. 
The  parish  of  Camberwell  forms  part  of 
the  East  Lambeth  Division  of  the  London 
School  Board  area.  In  the  pnrt  of  this 
Division  which  borders  on  West  Lam- 
beth there  is  pressure  on  the  schools 
owing  to  a  deficiency  of  school  accommo- 
<lation  in  the  West  Lambeth  Division. 
The  School  Board  have  in  their  posses- 
sion a  site  in  Sub-division  II  of  West 
Lambeth,  and  have  been  informed  by  the 
2  B  2 
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Department  that  thej  should  proceed  at 
ODce  with  the  erection  of  a  school  in 
that  sub-division.  The  Board  are  also 
about  to  build  another  school  in  Holland 
Road,  in  Sub-division  Z  of  West  Lam- 
beth. The  site  has  been  scheduled  in 
the  Bill,  which  will  be  introduced  this 
Session.  When  these  schools  are  opened 
the  pressure  on  the  neighbouring  East 
Lambeth  schools  will  be  relieved.  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  other  deficiency  of  school 
accommodation  which  affects  the  parish  of 
Camber  well,  but  I  have  directed  the  Chief 
Inspector  to  report  on  the  Division  gene- 
rally. 

ENGINE-ROOM  COMPLEMENTS. 

Mr.  PENN  (Lewisham)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  whe- 
ther any  Reports  against  the  reduction  of 
engine-room  complements  carried  out  in 
1892  have  been  received  at  the  Admi- 
raltv  '" 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
Some  adverse  Reports  have  been  re- 
ceived, and  they  have  been  considered  by 
a  Committee,  who  do  not  in  consequence 
propose  any  modification  of  the  general 
principle  in  accordance  with  which  these 
complements  were  framed. 

PENSION   ERRORS. 

Colonel  LOCK  WOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  he  is 
aware  that  a  second  error  has  been  made 
of  a  sovereign  in  the  pension  of  Warder 
Martin,  of  Portsmouth  Prison ;  and  if 
this  is  the  same  man  who  was  last  year 
called  upon  to  refund  a  sum  of  money 
paid  him  by  a  mistake  of  the  Treasury 
Department  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  Yes  ;  this  is  the 
same  man  who  was  last  year  called  upon 
to  refund  a  sum  of  money  paid  him 
through  a  Treasury  mistake.  As  ex- 
plained in  my  previous  answer  with 
regard  to  this  case,  this  sum,  amounting 
to  £10  7s.  lOd.,  is  now  being  recoupeil 
by  monthly  deductions  of  5s.  9tl.  from 
his  pension  spread  over  three  years 
Martinis  pension  is  payable  at  the  end  of 
each  quarter,  but  by  the  universal  rule 
he  receives  advances  at  the  end  of  the 
first  and  second  months  of  the  quarter ; 
the  advance  which  was  due  to  him  last 
month,  after  a  deduction  of  5s.  9d.  had 

Jfr»  Acland 


been  made,  was  £2  19s.  dd. ;  but 
through  a  mistake  deductions  of  5s. 
only  had  been  made  during  the  10 
ceding  months  a  further  deductiot 
5s.  lOd.  had  to  be  made  to  rectify 
error.  The  sum  thus  due  to  Martin 
£2  Ids.  5d.,  and  this  sum  he  has  recei 

INDIAN  COTTON  DUTIES. 
Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
India  if,  in  the  event  of  the  Goverur 
of  India  agreeing  to  charge  an  Es 
Duty  upon  cotton  goods  manufacture 
India,  he  will  assent  to  a  charge  ' 
corresponding  Import  Duty  upon  co 
goods  imported  from  the  United  Kingd 

The  secretary  of  STATE 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowlek,  VVol 
hampton,  E.)  :  If  the  Goverumeu 
India  should  be  able  to  propose  a  eoui 
vailing  Excise  Duty  upon  cotton  g< 
manufactured  in  India  it  would,  in 
opinion,  remove  a  serious  objcctioi 
the  imposition  of  an  Import  Duty  ; 
at  present  I  can  only  say  that  su( 
proposal,  if  it  is  received,  will  rec 
the  careful  consideration  of  Her  Maje£ 
Government. 

REPORT  OX  TRA.DES  UNIONS. 
Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Gr 
N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presiden 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is  a^ 
that  the  Report  on  Trade  Unions*  for 
year  1892  is  not  yet  out;  whether  1 
aware  that  the  Unions  are  rapidly  issi 
and  sending  out  the  Reports  for  1 
before  the  Official  Report  of  the  B« 
of  Trade  has  been  published  ;  and  wi! 
explain  the  cause  of  the  delay  ? 

The  president  of  the  B0^\ 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Muxdella,  Sheff 
Brightside)  :  The  Trade  Union  Re 
for  1892  is  now  partly  in  the  Press, 
will  be  ready  shortly.  It  is  impose 
to  avoid  delay  in  the  preparation  of 
Annual  Report.  The  Returns  on  \\\ 
it  is  based  are  not  wholly  received  b\ 
Registrar  of  Friendly  Societies, 
lends  them  to  the  Board  of  Trade  i 
the  Autumn  of  the  year  following  thf 
which  they  refer. 

BRADFORD    BARRACKS. 
Mr.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.)  :  I 
to  ask   the   Financial   Secretary  to 
War  Office  if  he  can  now  state  when 
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repairs  of  Bradford  Barracks  will  be  pro- 

•The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Hanlej):  A  detailod  examination  of 
these  Ittrracks  has  just  been  made  by 
the  Commanding  Royal  Engineer  and 
the  Principal  Medical  Officer  of  the 
North-Western  District,  with  the  result 
that  though  the  barracks  are  not  of  the 
iDo«t  modern  type  there  is  very  little  to 
eooplaiu  of.  The  buildings  are  sub- 
Mantial  and  in  fair  repau*.  The  Hospital 
is  not  sufficiently  wanned  ;  but  steps 
will  be  taken  before  next  Winter  to 
nmedj  this  and  some  other  small  defects. 
Boring  the  recent  coal  strike  these 
Iwneks  were  imavoidably  overcrowded ; 
hot  there  is  ample  room  for  the  three 
eoopaaies  which  ordinarily  are  stationed 
at  findfoid. 

Mr.  CAINE  :  I  $hall  call  attention 
to  this  matter  on  the  {Estimates. 

Me.  W00DALL>!  I  shall  be  happy 
to  show  the  hon.  Member  the  Report  on 
which  my  answer  is  founded. 

WATEEFORD     DISTRICT    LUNATIC 

ASYLUM. 
Mr. FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
I^  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
i<  aware  that  the  Boanl  of  Control  of  the 
^aterford  District  Lunatic  Asylum  ap- 
pointed a  clerk  of  works  without  con- 
wlting  the  Governors  of  the  Institution  ; 
ud  whether  such  an  appointment  can  be 
■ide  the  subject  of  re-consideration. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  appointineut 

^  a  clerk  of  works  to  superintend  the 

VBCtiou  of  the  additions  which  are  now 

.  KtDg  made  to  this  asyhim   was,  I  am 

nfonDed,  a  necessary  appointment,  and 

one  which  devolved  upon  tiic  Board  of 

Control.    It  is  the  practice  of  the  Board 

to  eoDsuit  Boards  of  Governors  in  the 

c»«8  of  ail  such  appoiutments  ;  but  the 

^<*rdof  Control  explain  that  they  did 

oot  thiuk  it   necessary  to  do  so  in  the 

V^ient  instance,  as  the  same  clerk  was 

appointed  who  had  been  nominated  by 

we  Governors    to    superintend    similar 

^ork  ou  a  former  occasion  and  who  had 

given  satisfaction  in  the  disciiarge  of  his 

duties. 

IKISH-SPEAKING  MAGISTRATES. 
Mr.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to   the    Lord    Lieutenant   of 


Ireland  whether  any  of  the  Magistrates 
or  Clerks  of  Petty  Sessions  in  the  Pro- 
vinces of  Connaught  and  Munster,  and 
in  the  Counties  of  Donegal,  Derry, 
Tyrone,  Armagh,  and  Cavan,  speak 
Irish,  and  how  many  ;  whether  a  pro- 
cedure is  adopted  to  secure  that  persons 
charged  with  offences  have  those  charges 
and  the  evidence  explained  to  them  ; 
have  any  civil  proceedings  been  taken 
against  or  by  Irish-speaking  persons 
in  recent  times  at  Petty  Sessions  ;  how 
many  persons  speaking  Irish  only  have 
been  coufiiied  in  gaols,  lunatic  asylums, 
and  unious  ;  how  many  are  now  con- 
fined therein  ;  and  how  many  of  these 
officials  speak  Irish  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  This  question 
was  only  placcil  on  the  Paper  on 
Saturday  last,  and  it  is  quite  impossible 
to  reply  to  it  at  such  short  notice.  To 
collect  the  information  iudicated  in  the 
question,  it  would  be  necessary  to  address 
inquiries  to  at  least  four  Irish  Depart- 
ments— uamelv,  the  Local  Government 
Board,  the  Prisons  Board,  Inspectors  of 
Lunatics,  and  the  Register  of  Petty 
Sessions  Clerks,  and,  in  all  probability, 
the  assistance  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  the  Royal  Irish  Coustabuiary  will 
have  to  be  invokcil.  Besides,  I  would 
point  out  that  the  question  does  not  de- 
fine for  what  particular  period  the  in- 
formation is  required.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  place  himself  in  com- 
munication with  mc  before  repeating  the 
question. 

Mr.  FIELD:  Under  the  circumstances, 
I  should  desire  to  give  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  a  few  days'  notice. 

SERGEANT  INSTRUCTORS  OF 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Sir  a.  ACLAND-IIOOD  (Somerset, 
Wellington)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  -State  for  War  whether  non-com- 
missioned officers  appointed  Sergeant 
Instructors  of  Voluuteers  continue  to 
serve  under  their  Army  engagements, 
and  are  subject  to  all  penalties  and 
privileges  involved  under  such  engage- 
ments; and,  if  so,  what  is  the  reason 
that  they  arc  excluded  from  the  privilege 
of  obtaining  return  tickets  iit  single  fares 
when  proceeding  on  furlough  ? 
•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  CAMrnELL  -  Bannermax, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  Sergeant  Instructors  of 
Volunteers  have  the  same  military  statvift 
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SB  non  -  oommisftioDod  officers  serving 
with  Regular  troops.  Tlie  privilege  of 
obtaJDiDg  return  tickets  at  single  fares 
when  proceeding  on  furlough  is  a  con- 
cession entirely  within  the  discretion  of 
the  Railway  Companies  to  give  or  to 
withhold,  and,  as  explained  in  my  reply 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  St.  Helens  on 
the  16th  of  last  month,  the  Railway 
Companies  have  not  felt  themselves  able 
to  extend  the  privilege  to  non-commis- 
sioned officers  of  the  Army  serving  as 
Sergeant  Instructors  of  Volunteers. 

THE  ADMINISTRATION  OF  jaSTICB  AT 

STRATTON. 

Mr.  OWEN  (Cornwall,  Launceston)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  if  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  tbe  case  of  "  Pridham  v, 
Jennings,**  heard  before  the  Magistrates  at 
Strattou,  North  Cornwall,  on  Monday, 
the  12tli  instant,  where  the  prisoner, 
accused  of  a  trifling  offence,  elected  to  be 
tried  summarily,  and  was  so  tried, 
pleading  not  guilty  ;  the  Bench  dis- 
agreed, one  Magistrate  saying  the 
accused  ought  to  be  discharged,  and  left 
the  Bench  followed  by  another  Magis- 
trate ;  the  two  remaining  Magistrates 
committed  the  accused  to  take  his  trial  at 
Bodmin  Quarter  Sessions,  a  long  distance 
from  Kilkhampton,  where  the  accused  and 
his  witnesses  live,  and  without  railway 
communication  ;  and  did  the  Magistrates 
act  within  their  powers  by  committing 
the  accused  after  trying  him  with  his 
consent  under  the  summary  jurisdiction 
procedure  ;  and,  if  not,  will  he  take  steps 
in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  in  communica- 
tion with  the  Justices,  but  have  not  yet 
received  any  reply.  Perhaps  my  hon. 
Friend  would  postpone  this  question 
until  Thursday,  by  which  time  I  hope  to 
have  the  necessary  information. 

CLOGHER  VALLEY  TRAMWAY. 
Mr.  M'GILLIGAN  (Fermanagh,  S.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  if  he  is  aware  that  the  rate- 
payers of  the  district  through  which  the 
Clogher  Valley  Tramway  runs,  in  County 
Fermanagh,  strongly  opposeil  its  con- 
struction, fearin<^  it  would  not  prove  a 
remunerative  undertaking  ;  and  whether, 
since  their  anticipations  have  been 
realised,  and  they  in  consequence  suffer 
a  large  pecuniary  loss  by  reason  of  the 

Mr.  Camphell'Bannerman 


baronial  guarantee,  any  steps  are  likely 
to  be  taken  to  relieve  them  of  the  heavy 
tax  imposed  under  "The  Tramways 
(Ireland)  Act,  1883  "  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham)  : 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  circumstances 
stated  in  the  first  paragraph.  I  know  of 
no  method  by  which  the  burden  on  the 
ratepayers  could  be  reduced  except  by  a 
commutation,  in  some  form,  of  the 
Treasury  contribution  to  the  guarantee. 
This  would  require  legislation,  and  I  am 
considering  whether  it  would  be  possible 
to  introduce  a  short  Bill  on  the  subject 
with  a  sufficient  prospect  of  passing  it 
into  law. 

IRISH  GUN  LICENCES. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperary,  N.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  case  of  Mr.  John  Lee,  a 
farmer  residing  at  CorradufiF,  in  the 
Parish  of  Loughkean,  County  Tipperary, 
adjoining  Birr,  King's  County,  who  was 
charged  by  a  landlord  for  shooting  game 
on  his  land  ;  is  he  aware  that,  although 
on  the  hearing  of  the  case  the  charge 
was  dismissed,  Mr.  Lee  was  soon  after 
deprived  of  his  gun  licence,  which  he 
held  for  a  number  of  years  ;  and  whether 
he  will  cause  full  inquiry  into  the  facts 
of  the  case,  and  as  to  the  ground  on 
which  Mr.  Lee  was  deprived  of  his 
licence  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  It  is  a  fact  that 
on  the  1st  February  the  licence  held  by 
this  person  was  revoked  by  an  Order  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  Order  was 
not  issued  in  consequence  of  the  pro- 
ceedings instituted  against  Mr.  Lee  at 
the  suit  of  a  landlord,  and  the  District 
Inspector  of  Constabulary  states  he 
was  not  aware  of  these  proceedings  when 
the  licence  was  revoked.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Police  Reports,  which  were 
made  prior  to  the  revocation  of  the 
licence,  contain  no  reference  whatever  to 
the  prosecution  of  Lee  for  shooting  game. 
But  I  intend  to  direct  inquiry  into  the 
case. 

DOMINICA. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale) :  I  bog  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whe- 
ther the  Report  of  the  Special  Commis- 
sioner on  the  affairs  of  Dominica  has  yet 
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been  received  ;  whether  the  GovernmeDt 
hM  jet  coDAidered  and  come  to  an  j  de- 
cisioQ  on  the  Report ;  and  whether  any 
probable  date  can  be  given  for  the  pre- 
MQkatioD  of  the  Report  to  Parliament  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  Report  has 
joit  been  received.  The  Secretary  of 
State  has  not  had  time  yet  to  study  it, 
and  therefore  no  decision  has  been,  or 
en  be,  taken  immediately  on  the  impor- 
tant matter  to  which  it  relates.  Later 
00  in  the  Session  there  is  no  doubt  the 
Beport  can  be  laid,  though  not'  at  pre- 
sent. 

THE  WAR  MINISTER  AND    THE 
PATRIOTIC  FUND. 

Captain  NAYLOR  -  LEYLAND 
(Coidiedter)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tuy  of  State  for  War  whether  he  has 
anf  direct  jurisdiction  or  control  over  the 
Conmigftioners  of  the  Patriotic  Fund,  and 
vhether  it  is  through  him  that  these 
CoDmissioners  are  responsible  to  Parlia- 
■ent ;  could  he  state  the  total  amount 
abscribed  by  the  public  to  the  Balaclava 
Fud,  the  amount  disbursed  out  of  it  to 
Bakclava  veterans,  the  amount  now  re- 
■aining,  the  cost  of  managemeut  since 
1893,  lud  the  number  of  Balaclava  sur- 
vivors in  1890  as  well  as  now  ;  could  he 
ndertake  to  lay  before  Parliament  the 
•ceoaots  of  the  Fund,  showing  the  ex- 
pcoditure  and  receipts,  the  names  of  the 
nnrirors,  and  the  amounts  they  severally 
Rcei?ed,  up  to  the  date  the  balance  was 
landed  over  to  the  Patriotic  Commis- 
cioners,  as  well  as  a  balance-sheet  giving 
cinilar  particulars  during  the  time  it  has 
^  administered  by  the  Commissioners  ; 
ud  Doder  whose  authority  was  the 
Wioce  transferred  to  the  Patriotic  Com- 
nueioners  ;  was  it  that  of  the  subscribers 
to  the  Fund  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  has  only 
«nch  indirect  control  over  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Royal  Patriotic  Fund  as 
vises  from  his  Ministerial  responsibility 
for  advice  tendered  to  Her  Majesty,  and 
from  the  fact  that  he  is  their  mouthpiece 
in  Parliament.  The  Balaclava  Fuud 
vas  a  private  subscription,  as  to  which  I 
cannot  andertake  any  responsibility  ;  and 
«8  to  which  the  accounts  were  published 
^t  the  time  the  money  was  raised.  I  am 
informed  that  the  total  sum  subscribed 
^M  £6,804  12s.  6d.  That  the  com- 
inittee  of  the  Fund  paid  £3,766  12s.  to 


Balaclava  veterans ;  and  transferred 
£2,949  19s.  6d.  in  February,  1892,  to  the 
Patriotic  Fund,  the  small  balance  of 
£88  Is.  having  been  absorbed  in  neces- 
sary expenses.  The  proceedings  of  the 
Patriotic  Fund  Commissioners  to  the  end 
of  1892  are  shown  in  their  Report  last 
presented,  and  the  statement  will  be  con- 
tinued to  the  end  of  last  year  in  their 
next  Report  to  Her  Majesty  ;  but  I  am 
told  that  £2,800  remained  available  on 
December  31  last,  out  of  which,  as  at 
present  advised,  the  Commissioners  pay 
the  equivalent  of  10  pensions  of  7s. 
each  a  week  ;  the  number  of  men  receiving 
now  either  that  amount  or  smaller  sums 
in  aid  of  pension  being  15.  So  far  as  is 
known  the  survivors  do  not  exceed  74  ; 
but  of  that  number  some  may  be  dead, 
whose  deaths  have  not  been  reported. 
The  Fund  was  transferred  to  the  Com- 
missioners by  the  original  trustees  as  the 
best  and  most  economical  mode  of  apply- 
ing the  balance  for  the  advantage  of  the 
beneficiaries. 

THE       FINANCIAL       RELATIONS        OF 
GREAT   BRITAIN  AND  IRELAND. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  In 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
is  he  now  prepared  to  announce  the 
names  of  gentlemen  who  will  form  the 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Financial  Re- 
lations between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, the  terms  of  the  Reference,  and  the 
date  of  the  issue  of  the  Commission  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  still  unable 
to  give  my  hon.  Friend  the  names  of  the 
Commissioners ;  but  the  matter  is  en- 
gaging my  active  consideration,  and  I 
hope  to  state  the  decision  very  shortly. 

BOARD  OF  IRISH  LIGHTS. 
Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  on  the  night  of 
the  18  th  of  November,  1893,  the  buoy 
on  the  Briggs  Reef,  in  Belfast  Lough, 
was  driven  by  a  north-easterly  gale  a 
considerable  distance  inshore  of  its  proper 
position  ;  whether  this  was  notified 
to  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights  early  on  the 
morning  of  the  20th,  in  order  that  tem- 
porary measures  might  be  taken  to  warn 
passing  vessels  of  the  danger  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  no  steps  of  the  kind 
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were  taken,  aod  that,  mielL'tl  by  the  mia- 
placed  buoy,  the  Belty  ketuh,  on  the 
afternoon  of  21et  November,  struck  upon 
the  wreck  of  the  Emily  stoainer  (which 
was  lost  on  tbie  ehoal  in  1884),  the  crew 
escaping  with  great  difficulty  iu  their 
own  boat ;  whether  lie  is  aware  that  the 
HttentioD  of  the  Irish  Lights  Board  has 
been  repeatedly  called  to  the  danger 
to  which  vessels  navigating  Belfast 
Lough,  aud  more  especially  the  iisher- 
meo  of  Bangor  and  Groomeport,  and  the 
lifeboat  stationed  at  the  latter  place,  are 
exposed  by  the  existence  of  this  iron 
wreck  ;  whether,  although  the  cost  of 
its  removal  would  be  very  small,  they 
have  hitherto  refused  to  take  aay  steps 
for  that  purpose  ;  whether,  as  the  owner 
of  the  Betty  is  a  poor  man,  wholly  de- 
pendent OD  the  earnings  of  bis  vessel, 
which  was  uninsured,  aud  was  lost 
through  the  negligence  of  this  body,  any- 
thing can  bo  (lone  to  compensate  liim  ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  these  circnm- 
Btauces,  the  Goveroment  will  take  steps 
to  place  upon  the  Board  of  Irish  Lights 
some  reprceentatives  of  the  sliipping 
interest  of  the  Port  of  Belfast,  who  will 
have  regard  to  the  safety  of  the  lives  and 
property  of  those  navigating  the  lough  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  received 
from  the  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights 
the  following  statement : — 

"The  buoy  marking  tbe  Briggs  Reef  woa 
reported  to  the  Commisaioners  as  beint;  out  ot 
poeptlon,  anil  when  the  weather  permitted  o 
steamer  was  scut  to  replace  it.  On  the  24tb 
November  tbe  cnmmaiider  of  tbe  CommisBionerB' 
steamer  examined  tlie  iKwition  of  the  buoy,  and 
found  that  the  buoj  hail  notilrifteilbutijiniply 
stretchtHi  its  nioorltif;  chain  to  tbe  full  leD^tb 
datinu  the  gale.  The  coRstguard  having  re- 
ported the  buoy  as  out  of  position,  tbe  Com- 
missioners a<iaumed  it  to  be  true  and  ixBued  a 
cautionary  'notice  to  mariners,' anil  informed 
the  Belfast  Harbiiur  Board  ;  these  steps  were 
taken  immtiliately  the  Report  waw  reeeived, 
aud  the  Commisaioiier?  cnnitut  admit  that  there 
was  auy  delay,  nor  can  the;  recognise  any 
liability.  The  Royal  National  Lifeboat  In- 
stitution has.  on  a  former  occasion,  repre- 
sented to  tbe  Commissionera  of  Irish  Lights  tlmt 
the  wreck  of  the  Emilg  un  the  Briggs  Reef 
constituted  a  danger  Co  the  Oroomsport  Life. 
boat ;  but  the  Conj  mission  era  were  unable  le 
acquiesce  in  the  views  of  the  Lifeboat  In- 
stitution, and  therefore  hare  not  ad  vised  that  that 
wreck  should  be  removed  at  (he  eipense  of  the 
Het«antile  Marine  Fund.  The  Commiasioneri 
have  receiTcd  no  other  representations,  nor  ie 
the  wreck  in  navigable  waters." 
I  notice  that  a  Bill  has  already  been 
introduced  by  several  hon.  Members  to 
amend  the  constitution  of  the  Board  of 
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Irish  Lights,  and  anttl  I  see  that  Bill  io 
print  I  am  unable  to  say  anything  with 
regard  to  it. 

C0LO.NEL  WARIKG  :  Can  die  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  the  fact  that 
the  Betsy  was  outside  Brigga  bnoj  at 
the  time  she  struck  is  consistent  with  thtt 
statement  of  the  Irish  Lights  Board  7 

Mh.  MUMDELLA  :  I  have  read  the 
statement  given  me  by  the  Commia- 
si  oners. 

Colonel  WARING  :  But  is  nottlat 
statement  inconsistent  with  the  hct  I 
have  mentioned  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  cao  add  notbing 
to  the  answer- 

CoLOsEL  WARING  :  Yes,  hnt  this 
unfortunate  man  has  lost  his  property-^— 
•Mr.  deputy  speaker  :  Notice 
should  bo  given  of  any  further  question. 
•Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  :  Are  we  to  understand  that  tbe 
Com  miss  ion  ere  of  Iri^h  Lights  gave 
notice  to  mariners  that  the  buoy  was  out 
of  position  before  they  had  ascertained 
whether  that  was  so,  aud  at  a  time 
indeed  when  it  was  uot  so? 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  :  They  gave  the 
notice  iu  consequence  of  the  Report 
of  the  coastguard.  As  soon  as  possible 
they  sent  their  steamer  to  it,  and 
found  that  the  buoy  had  not  drifted, 
but  had  simply  stretched  its  mooring 
chain  to  the  utmost  limit. 

M(t.  W.  FIELD  :  Will  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  take  into  consideration  the 
recommendations  made  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  by  the  Chambers  of  Commerce  on 
the  subject  of  re-constituting  the  Irish 
Lights  Board  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  position  of  the  Irish  Lights 
Commission  is  tinder  the  consideration  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  myself. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  :  I  bog  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  resolutions 
passed  by  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
of  various  Irish  local  Chambers  of  Com- 
ineree,  with  regard  to  tbe  present  un- 
representative cotistitution  of  the  Board 
of  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights,  and 
urging  the  desirability  of  a  reform  of  it ; 
and  whether  the  Government  have  any 
intention  of  introducing  a  Bill  to  reform 
this  Board  ;    and,  if  not,  whether  thej 
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will  give  facilities  to  private  Members  to 
bring  in  sach  a  Bill  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLE  Y  :  I  agree  that  the 
present  constitatioD  of  the  Board  caunot 
be  regarded  as  satisfactory.  Id  saying 
that,  howevery  I  must  uot  be  taken  as 
denying  that  there  are  many  gentlemen 
on  tbe  Board  who  attend  to  the  matters 
before  them  with  great  interest,  great  in- 
teHigence,  and  with  administrative  ability. 
I  do  not  know  that  I  shall  be  able  to 
iBtrodace  a  Bill  at  present,  but  the  sub- 
jeec  ia  receiving  the  attention  of  the  De- 
ptrtment  concerned. 

Mr.  WOLFF  :  Will  the  Government 
gife  any  facilities  to  a  Private  Bill 
dnUog  with  the  constitution  of  the 
Bond? 

Ml.  J.  MORLEY  :  Until  I  have 
itto  tbe  Private  Bill  I  cannot  answer  the 
qwtion. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  One  of 
■y  bon.  Friends  has  given  notice  of  a 
B3I,  and  as  the  Irish  Members  are 
pMtically  unanimous  on  the  subject,  I 
bope  the  Bill  will  receive  favourable 
mideration  from  the  Government. 

Mr.  WOLFF  :  As  it  is  not  likely  a 
KD  will  be  passed  in  a  short  time,  can 
■Btbing  be  done  to  compel  the  Board 
to  attend  to  duties  which  are  now 
wgleeted? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  any  proper 
icpreseutatioQ  is  made  to  the  Board 
tber  will  attend  to  it,  I  am  sure. 
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FINANCE  IN  THE  STRAITS  SETTLE- 
MENTS. 

Sir  J.  GORST  (Cambridge  Univer- 
«t)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
rf  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  his 
Attention  has  been  called  to  a  pledge 
fiven  in  reference  to  the  military  expen- 
iiure  of  the  Straits  Settlements  by  the 
Cbancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  the 
Hoosie  of  Commons  on  2oth  June,  1891, 
tbftt  if  the  revenues  of  the  Colony  should 
<iecrease  so  that  they  were  less  able  to 
beir  this  contribution  than  they  now  are, 
tbe  Government  would  feel  inclined  to 
review  the  situation  ;  whether  the  re- 
Tenne  of  the  Colony  has  decreased  from 
i409,927  dollars  in  1889  to  3,817,890  in 
l^ ;  whether,  in  the  same  period,  the 
nulitary  contribution  has  increased  from 
077,633  dollars  to  842,100  ;  and  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  now  pre- 
pared to  review  the  situation  ? 


Mk.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  question  of 
the  contribution  has  been  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  three  Departments 
concerned.  A  Report  has  been  drawn 
up  by  the  Colonial  Military  Contribution 
Committee,  but  has  not  yet  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  Departments.  This,  how- 
ever, will  shortly  be  done,  and  it  is  hoped 
that  a  decision  will  soon  be  arrived  at. 
None  of  the  facts  and  conditions  af- 
fecting the  question  will  be  lost  sight  of. 


THE  "BOTHNIA." 

Mr.  P^ORWOOD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  he  can 
state  the  tonnage  of  the  transport 
Bothnia,  her  speed,  maximum  number 
of  adult  persons  she  accommodates,  and 
the  average  cost  per  head  of  their  con- 
veyance between  the  United  Kingdom 
and  India,  including  hire,  coals,  canal 
dues,  and  other  charges  payable  by  the 
Admiralty  in  respect  thereof ;  also  the 
average  cost  per  hwid  for  similar  voyages 
on  Her  Majesty's  Indian  troopships  since 
they  have  been  built,  including  crews' 
wages,  victualling,  coals,  canal  dues, 
repairs,  maintenance,  and  other  expenses 
incident  to  their  employment,  but  ex- 
cluding any  ullowance  for  interest  on 
capital  cost,  depreciation,  or  risk  of  loss; 
also  their  average  tonnage,  speed,  and 
maximum  number  of  persons  carried  in 
each  ? 

Siii  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The   Bothnia   is   a   ship   of   4,535  tons 
gross  measurement  ;  her  maximum  speed 
is  13. I  knots,  and  she  carries  on   Indian 
service  1,127  adults.     The  average  cost 
per  head  cannot  be  accurately  stated  until 
the   accounts    are   closed,   but   approxi- 
mately it  will  be  £7  18s.  4d.     The  rate 
of  hire  was  arranged  at  a  time  when  rates 
were  very  low,  and  the  case  is  so  excep- 
tional that  no  fair  comparison  of  the  cost 
of  hired  and  Government  troopships  can 
be  founded  on  it.     The  average  cost  of 
the  Indian  troopships  since  the  commence 
ment  of  the  service  has  been  £12  Os^rd 
per  adult  carried.     But  the  emplf^^argo 
of  four  ships  making  three  voyaf  hither, 
instead  of,  as  formerly,  live  shi^  transfer 
fewer  voyages,  has  reducedy'j^  Govern- 
Indian  troopships  to  £9  i^H ties,  the  cir- 
The  Indian  troopship-,nto  consideration 
speed  of  12  knots,  bi-^  giving  power  to 
at   a   speed    of    11   J-y  this  large  annual 
tonnage  averajgrj^g    Post   Office    Packet 
maximum  ac^ 
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There  are,  of  course,  advantoges  in 
Government  troopships  which  are  a 
set-off  against  the  difference  of  cost. 

lEONCLADS  AT  SKA. 
Mr.  FORWODD  :  I  beg  to  aek  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  he  will 
state  the  total  number  of  days  H.M.S. 
Amphion,  Camperdowti,  Dreadnought, 
Edinburgh,  Roynl  Sovereign,  and 
Rodney  were  each  out  oF  liarbonr  and  at 
sea  durin<;  the  12  niontlis  ending  tlie 
30th  September  last,  and  the  total 
number  of  knots  tliey  traversed,  with  their 
aggregate     complement     of     men     and 

Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  figures  asked  for  would  take  some 
time  to  read  to  the  House,  with  certain 
necessary  obiervations  upou  them.  I 
propose  to  hand  them  to  my  riglit  hon. 
Friend  for  his  information. 

VEHICULAR  TRAFFIC  IN  PHtENJX 

PARK,  DUBLIN. 
Mk.  T.  M.  HEALV  (Lontb,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ftsk  the  Secrotury  to  the  Treasury 
if  he  would  state  why  tlie  Irish  Hoard  of 
Works  have  withdrawn  permits  for  carts 
and  vans  through  the  Plicenix  Park  ; 
what  is  the  explanation  of  the  passage  in 
theirCircular  which  requires  that,  pending 
such  arrangements  as  it  may  be  found 
desirable  to  make,  tradesmen's  carts, , 
vans,  &c.,  will  be  allowed  to  pass  through  , 
the  Parkgate  Street  an<I  Castlcknock , 
Gates  on  the  drivers  satisfying  the  gate- 
keepers, by  the  production  of  a  voucher, 
that  they  require  to  deliver  gooils  in  the 
Park  or  in  places  conveniently  served 
from  Castleknock  Gate  ;  and  that  the  use 
by  carters  of  all  except  the  Parkgate 
Street  and  Caiitleknock  Gates  willbedis- 
contiuned  ;  who  is  responsible  for,  and 
who  took  the  initiative  in,  securing  the 
proposed  exclusion  ;  how  long  lias  this 
^fit  l>een  exercised  ;  if  lie  is  aware  that 
the  wyiihdrawal  would  be  a  great  incon- 
he  market  gardtinera  and 
-«icv^  ...  "  ^'''^  'i*''""^)'  "'  *'"'  straw- 
rt^ution,amf  who  supply  Dublin  with 
wreck  ahnuld  bcetables  ;  and  whether  lie  is 
Mercantile  Marine  Boanl  of  Works,  while 
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'Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Bcfitrlotioos 
have  alone  been  imposed  for  the  preven- 
tion of  heavy  tr»fi<c  through  the  side 
entrances  to  the  Park,  it  having  beeo 
found  that  a  Tery  serions  abuse  had 
arisen  in  eonsequence  of  the  bad  condition 
in  which  the  roads  along  the  north  and 
south  of  the  Park  have  been  left  by  the 
County  Authorities,  owing  to  which 
traders'  vans,  wagons,  &c.,  were  using 
the  Park  roads  exclusively.  The  object 
of  the  Circular  was  to  dis"over  how  much 
of  the  traffic  was  absolutely  necessary— 
i.e^for  bouses  or  public  institutions  in  the 
Park,  or  for  the  district  conveniently 
served  from  Castleknock  Gate,  and 
how  much  waa  due  to  the  use  of  the 
Park  roads  as  a  mere  matter  of  conve- 
nience and  of  necessity.  The  Board  of 
Works,  as  statutory  custodians  of  the 
Park,  took  the  steps  referred  to  in  the 
general  interest  of  the  public  frequenting 
the  Park  as  a  pleasure  resort.  Tbe 
system  of  passes  was  in  force  for  manj 
years,  but  it  would  be  difficult  to  ascei^ 
tain  exactly  for  how  many.  I  will  com- 
muuicate  with  the  Board  of  Works  aa  Us  ■ 
the  extent  of  the  alleged  inconvenience 
to  market  gardeners  in  the  viciuity  of  the 
strawberry  beds,  with  a  view  to  seeing 
whether  any  relaxation  of  the  Rule  now 
laid  down  is  called  for  by  tbe  necessities 
of  tbe  case.  Subject  to  the  observance 
of  the  primary  object  of  the  Park  as  a 
pleasure  ground,  the  garrison  is  allowed 
to  use  a  portion  of  the  Park  for  mili- 
tary purposes,  and  tbe  Board  of  Works 
have  recently  allowed  a  gate  to  be  opened 
into  the  now  Marlborough  Barracks  for 
the  convenience  of  the  Military  Authori- 
ties, and  to  reduce  the  inconvenience  to 
tbe  public  of  the  occupation  of  the  pnblie 
and  Park  roads  by  regiments  proceeding 
to  the  15  acres. 

Mb.  SEXTON  :  As  tins  pass  system 
was  instituted  at  the  iustance  of  the 
Gmnd  Jury  of  tlie  Couuty  of  Dublin, 
will  the  rigiit  hon.  Gentleman  Iiave  any 
objection  to  again  consiiliing  tliat  bodv  ? 

SiK  J.  T.  HIBBERT  ;  I  see  'no 
objection. 

THE  FKATHKRSTONK  ltIOT(<. 
Mr.  KUSSEY  (Poutofract)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Slate  for  tltt 
Home  Department  whether  ho  is  now 
able  to  stale  the  result  of  bis  considera- 
tion of  the  claims  to  compensation  arising 
out  of  the  Foatherstone  Riots,  and  giro 
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the  Dames  oi  those  who  are  to  receive 
sach  compensatioD,  and  the  amounts  and 
date  when  the  same  is  likelj  to  he  paid  ? 
The  hoD.  Member  also  asked  as  to  the 
aecnracT  of  the  statements  in  the  papers 
on  the  sabject. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  papers  have 
not  iccurateiy  stated  the  facts.  I  have 
heeo  for  some  weeks  in  communication 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Ojgoldcross  Division,  and  with  his 
UBistaDce  (to  which  I  am  much  indebted 
for  the  necessary  local  information)  I 
lia?e  arranged  the  amount  and  the  np- 
portioDment  of  the  allowances  which  I 
mthnated  some  time  a^o  that  the  Govern- 
Beot  hoped  to  be  able  to  make.  I  shall 
be  happy  to  supply  my  hon.  Friend 
prirately  with  the  details.  Tlie  general 
malt  of  the  arrangement  is  that  £100 
will  be  paid  to  the  families  of  each  of 
the  two  men  who  were  killed,  and  a  fur- 
ther ram  of  £200  will  be  distributed 
iaoo^  nine  other  men,  who  were  more 
•r  loe  seriously  wounded,  and  as  to  whom 
it  kae  been  established  to  my  satisfaction 
An  they  took  no  part  in  the  riotous 
pneeedings  which  Ie<l  to  and  justified 
the  action  of  the  soldiers. 

UUX8  TO  IRISH  LEASEHOLDERS. 

Ml.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,  W.)  :  I 
Iwfjftoask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
vhecher  tenant  farmers  in  Ireland  holding 
hf  lease,  who  desire  to  obtain  a  loan 
firom  ihe  Board  of  Public  Works  for  the 
nprorement  of  their  holdings,  are 
nqoired  to  register  their  leases  and  lodge 
them  at  the  Office  of  Public  Works  ; 
•nd,  if  go,  when  this  rule  came  into 
operation  ? 

Sib  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Tenants 
holdin]?  by  lease  must  satisfy  the  Board 
of  Works,  on  application  for  loans  from 
the  Board  of  Public  Works,  of  the  regis- 
tration of  their  leases  wben  the  latter  are 
^ithlo  the  Registration  of  Deeds  Act,  6 
Anne,  c.  2.  Snch  leases  require  to  be 
repstered  in  onler  to  give  them  vali<lity, 
ukI  to  render  loans  made  upon  them 
*^care.  The  leases  have  in  all  cases  to 
^  submitted  to  the  solicitors  of  the 
Board  of  Works  with  a  view  to  the  ex- 
ttiination  of  the  title — a  requirement 
niisted  on  by  all  lenders  on  the 
•rarity  of  leaseholds.  The  Rule  of  the 
"OMxl  re^ipecting  registration  and  lod*^- 
'"^t  of  lease  has  always  l)een  in  force  ns 
'^Me  loans  to  lessees  uuder  the  Land 


Improvement  Act,  10  Vict.  c.  32,  and 
has  since  1884  been  enforced  on  applica- 
tions for  loans  by  tenants  under  the  Land 
Law  Act  of  1881. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  a 
tenant  farmer  in  Ireland  whose  tenure  is 
leasehold,  and  who  has  a  valuable  in- 
terest in  his  holding,  can  obtain  a  loan 
for  its  improvement  to  an  extent  of  five 
times  the  Poor  Law  valuation  of  the 
holding  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  I  am  informed 
that  a  tenant  farmer  in  Ireland  whose 
tenure  is  leasehold  can  obtain  a  loan 
under  the  Land  Improvement  Act,  10 
Vict.  c.  32,  to  the  extent  of  seven  times 
the  Poor  Law  valuation  of  his  holding  if 
he  has  an  unexpired  term  of  40  years. 
If  he  holds  for  two  lives  or  for  an  unex- 
pired term  of  25  years  he  can  obtain  a 
loan  to  the  same  extent,  provided  he 
furnishes  satisfactory  collateral  security 
for  its  repayment.  In  the  absence  of 
sucb  collateral  security  no  loan  can  be 
made  to  him  under  the  Land  Improve- 
ment Act.  A  leaseholder  whose  tenure 
is  less  than  two  lives  or  25  years  unex- 
pired can  borrow  under  the  Laud  Law 
Act  of  1881,  to  the  extent  of  five  times 
the  valuation,  if  ho  offers  satisfactory 
collateral  security,  or  if  his  landlord  post- 
pones the  rent  to  the  Board's  loan,  or  if 
the  rent  of  the  holding  is  virtually 
nominal. 

DOVER  PIKK    DUES. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  he  is  aware  that  since  the 
transfer  of  the  Admiralty  Pier  at  Dover 
to  the  control  of  the  Dover  Harbour 
Board  pier  duos  have  been  levied,  as  was 
not  formerly  the  case,  on  the  Belgian 
Mail  Packets  using  that  pier,  and  that  a 
sum  of  £1,305  3s.  4d.,  for  which  no 
provision  had  l)een  made  in  the  Esti- 
mates, thus  became  payable  from  the 
Post  Office  to  the  Dover  Harbour  Board, 
involving  the  creation  of  a  new  charge 
upon  a  Vote  of  Parliament ;  and  whether, 
in  settlincj:  the  conditions  of  the  transfer 
of  this  pier  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  the  Local  Authorities,  the  cir- 
cumstance was  taken  into  consideration 
that  this  would  involve  giving  power  to 
those  authorities  to  levy  this  large  annual 
charge  upon  the  Post  Office  Packet 
Service  ? 
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Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  Belgian 
Mail  Packets  are  Government  vesselB, 
and  as  long  as  the  pier  at  Dover  was 
under  the  control  of  a  Government 
Department  that  Department  made  no 
charge  for  dues  to  vessels  belonging  to 
another  Government.  After  the  transfer 
in  March,  1892,  the  pier  became  part 
of  Dover  Harbour,  and  the  Harbour 
Board  decided,  in  pursuance  of  their 
Acts  of  Parliament,  to  charge  these 
vessels  with  dues ;  treating  them  as 
essentially  commercial  vessels  and  en- 
gaged in  carrying  passengers  and  goods 
for  profit  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
Calais  Mail  Packets  belonging  to  the 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway 
Company.  This  circumstance  does  not 
appear  to  have  formed  part  of  the  con- 
ditions of  the  transfer. 

♦Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  suggest  any  answer 
to  the  last  paragraph  of  the  question. 
Was  the  probability  of  this  charge  taken 
into  consideration  ? 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  said  it 
does  not  appear  to  have  formed  part 
of  the  couditions  made  in  March,  1892. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES:  Yes,  it 
did  not  form  part  of  the  conditions,  but 
was  it  taken  into  consideration  that 
charges  of  this  kind  would  be  levied  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  As  it  formed  no 
part  of  the  conditions  it  evidentiy  was 
not  considered. 

THE  MATCH   GIRLS'    STRIKE   AT   BOW. 

Mr.  M ACDON ALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  Mr.  Mead,  the 
Magistrate  of  the  Thames  Police  Court, 
when  trying  on  14th  March  one  of  the 
girls  at  present  on  strike  at  the  works  of 
Messrs.  Bell,  match  makers,  at  Bow,  for 
window  breaking,  addressed  one  of  the 
witnesses  in  the  case  to  the  effect  that 
unless  she  was  careful  she  would  find 
herself  in  his  Court  ;  that  it  was  dis- 
graceful and  scandalous  that  she  should 
have  interfered  with  other  girls  trying 
to  earn  an  honest  living  ;  that  she  had 
no  business  at  Messrs.  Bells^  gate  ;  that 
she  would  neither  work  herself  nor  let 
others  work  ;  that  she  had  tried  to  in- 
timidate girls  on  their  way  to  work,  and 
that  he  would  not  allow  it ;  and  that  if 
she  were  brought  before  him  he  would 
deal   severely   with  her ;    and,    if   such 
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words  were  used,  what  action  he  proposes 
to  take  in  reference  to  a  Magistrate  who 
so  addresses  a  witness  with  referenoe  to    ^ 
whom  or  to  whose  action  there  was  no    | 
evidence    and    no    question   before   the    \ 
Court ;    and  whether    the    Magistrate's 
statement  that  the  witness  had   no  bnsi- 
ness  at  Messrs.  Bells^  gate  is  in  accord- 
ance with  the  law  as  it  relates  to  what  is 
known  as  picketing  ? 

Mr.   ASQUITH  :    I   have  been   in- 
formed by  the  Magistrate  that  the  witf 
oess   in  question,  upon  being   asked  in 
cross-examination  what  her  object  was    i 
in  going  to  the  factory,  stated  that  il    i 
was  to  *'hoot  and  holloa.'*     At  the  eiid«';i 
of  her  evidence  he  thought  it  only  fsir   '] 
to  point  out  to  her  that  such  conduct  was 
wrong,  and  might  bring  her  into  trouble 
and  cause  her   to   be   charged    at    tbe 
Police  Court.     He  further  explained  thtUt 
she  and  her  friends  had  a  perfect  right 
to  refuse  to  work  for  any  individual,  birt 
that  she  had  no  right  to  try  and  intimH 
date  others  from  doing  the  work  whiell 
she  thought'  proper  to  refuse  to  do.     He 
said,  further,  that  if  cases  of  intimidatioil 
and    violence  were  brought  before  him 
he  should  have  to  deal   severely   with 
them.     He  informed  me  that  no  qnes^ 
tion  of  legal   ''picketing"    was  raised, 
and  thai  he  did  not  in  any  way  condemn 
that  practice. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  :  Did  the  J 
learned  Magistrate  tell  the  girl  she  hid  ^ 
no  right  to  stand  in  the  gate  ?  ^J 

Mk.  ASQUITH  :  He  told  her  she  hud ^ 
no  right  to  stand  therefor  the  purposeoC  ^ 
hooting  and  holloaing.  % 


STAFF  OFFICERS'  PAY  AT  THE  AUTUMK  K- 

MANOEUVRES.  .1^ 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  :   I   b^  to\^ 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  wfll .  .: 
he  explain  why  Staff  Officers  and  Un- 
pires  employed  at  the  Autumn  Manceanss  - 
last    year    received     no    allowance    or    - 
travelling   expenses ;   and   is   he  awsit', .' 
that,  in  cousequeuce,  many  officers  who"-  * 
would  have  been  valuable  and  who  wesSiu  =. 
anxious    to    avail    themselves    of    thi^ 
practical  training    could    not   afford  to^    - 
do  so  ?  . ' 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMANfc- 
I    understand    that    iu    some   cases 
General  Officers  who  were  responsil 
for  the  expenditure  of  the  money  alloi 
for  manoeuvres,  and  who  had  a  laudi 
desire  to  make  it  go  as  far  as  possible* 
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made    urmngements     whereby    certain 
officers,  not  on  full  paj,  undertook  the 
discharge   of  Staff   duties,  with  acting 
Staff  paj  of  15s.  a  day,  receiving  tent 
Acoommodation     and    forage    for    their 
horses.     I  am  not  sure  that  the  arrange- 
ment is  free  from  objection,  and  I  will  look 
into  the  matter. 

THE  IRISH  CHURCH  SURPLUS. 

Mb.    W.    KENNY     (Dublin,    St. 

Stephanas  Green)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 

Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 

at  what  amount  the  Irish  Church  surplus 

now  stands  ;  what   are   the   charges  to 

'whidi  the  fund  is  now  subject ;  and  what 

u  the  total  amount  of  such  charges  ? 

Ms. J.  MORLEY:  As  cxplaincil  in 
ao  ansver  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
F^ddin^n  on  May  11,  1893  {Parlia- 
maOafjf  DebatcSj  vol.  xii.,  p.  633),  it  is 
■ot  possible  to  give  a  simple  answer  as 
10  the  amount  of  surplus  on  the  Irish 
Choreh  Fund.  Figures  and  observiitions 
aitothe  receipts  and  expenditure  upon 
the  Irish  Church  Account  in  1892-3  will 
he  foood  on  page  1 7  of  the  last  Rei)ort 
tf  the  Irish  Land  Commission  [C.  7056], 
uA  00  pages  4  to  9  of  the  audited  ac- 
Moite  of  the  Church  temporalities  for 
thenmejear  (House  of  Commons,  No. 
SXA  of  1893-4).  A  statement  of  the 
charges  (capital  liabilities)  will  be  found 
OD  p.  10  of  the  last-named  account. 
Ad  estimate  for  1893-4  will  be  found  on 
p^e80fC.  70o6j,  upon  which  it  may  be 
ohserred  that  the  anticipated  deficit  of 
£49,000  will  be  more  than  covered  by 
the  proceeds  of  sales.  Perhaps  tbo  most 
ewrenient  course  %vould  be  that  the  hon. 
ud  learned  Member  should  refer  to  these 
Bipers,  and  ask  for  further  information 
Bpoaany  point  which  may  still  not  be 
clieirto  him. 

^  Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  whether, 
in  Tiew  of  the  forthcoming  legislation, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  suggest  to 
^  Land  Commission  to  make  an  esti- 
■tte  of  the  present  value  of  this  fund  and 
^  the  receipts  and  charges  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  it  Is  dc- 
■nble  that  some  statement  should  be 
■ide  in  view  of  any  demand  which  may 
vile. 

Hr.  BARTLEr  (Islington,  N.)  :  Are 
ve  then  to  anderstand  that  evicted 
^Qts  will  be  paid  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  Church  ? 


Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  to  understand  anything  l^yond 
what  I  have  stated. 

THE  EVICTED  TENANTS  BILL. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  On  behalf  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  when  he  hopes  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  for  the  restoration  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants  in  Ireland  ;  and  whether  that 
Bill  will  1>e  the  first  of  the  Government 
measures  proceeded  with  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  able  to 
state  the  precise  date.  It  will  not  be  the 
first  of  the  Government  measures  to  bo 
proceeded  with.  The  first  will  be  the 
Elec'toral  and  Registration  Reform  Bill. 

IRISH  MANUSCUm'S. 

Mr.  W.  field  :  I  be^  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  grants 
were  made  by  Parliament  for  the  ]>ubli- 
cation  of  Irish  manuscripts  in  the  year 
1892-3  ;  to  whom  were  thov  nuule  ;  and 
how  have  they  been  applie<l  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  IIIBBERT  :  Under  the 
Stationery  Office  Vote  £200  was  voted 
for  1892-3,  payable  to  a  coniniittco  for 
superintending  the  editing  of  the  Brehon 
laws.  Nothing,  however,  was  sj)ent  in 
that  year.  Under  Vote  (>  of  Class  IV. 
of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  for  1892-3 
there  was  vote<l  £400  for  researches  into 
and  publication  of  Celtic  manuscripts  in- 
cluded in  the  grant  to  the  Royal  Irish 
Academy.  The  Royal  Irish  Academy 
also  spent  in  that  year  £267  for  trans- 
cription, editing,  and  publication  of  the 
Annals  of  Ulster,  which  was  recouped 
to  them  by  a  Vote  of  the  same  amount 
in  1893-4.  There  had  been  no  Vote  for 
this  purpose  in  1892-3. 

THE    IRISH   LANGUAGE  IN  IRISH 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  W.  field  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretarv  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

«r 

of  Ireland,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  result 
fees  are  allowed  for  pupils  in  national 
schools  under  fifth  class,  and  tiiat  pupils 
in  Irish  speaking  districts  remain  in 
school  after  attaining  fourth  class,  whe- 
ther the  Commissioners  of  Education  are 
prepared  to  allow  result  fees  for  passes 
in  Irish  to  pupils  in  all  classes  ;  whether 
tablets  are  used  in  national  schools  for  in- 
structing  in  Irish ;   whether  the  Com- 
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mUsioners  of  Education  are  prepared  to  |  of  the  kind,  if  a   collision  has  alread 


reduce  the  price  of  Irish  books  ;  and 
whether  the  Inspectors  in  Irish  speaking 
districts  speak  Irish,  and  how  many  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Edacation  inform 
me  that  the  existing  arrangement  limit- 
ing the  award  of  results  fees  for  pro- 
ficiency in  the  Irish  language  to  pupils 
in  the  fifth  and  sixth  classes  was  onlj 
determined  after  mature  consideration, 
and  that  at  present  they  see  no  sufficient 
reason  for  altering  the  arrangement. 
Tablets  are  not  used  for  instructing  in 
Irish,  but  the  primer  of  the  rudiments  of 
the  language  is  supplied  at  the  low  price 
of  l^d.  per  copy.  The  Commissioners 
are  not  prepared  to  reduce  the  price  of 
these  books,  which  are  now  sold  at  first 
cost  price.  The  Commissioners  are  not 
aware  of  the  number  of  Inspectors  who 
can  speak  Irish,  but  two  of  them  are 
qualified  to  do  so,  having  passed  an 
examination  in  the  language  when 
candidates  for  Inspectorships. 

THE  COLLISION  WITH  PORTUGUESE 
TROOPS  ON  THE  ZAMBESI. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  now  give 
the  House  any  information  respecting  the 
reported  collision  between  British  and 
Portuguese  forces  on  the  Zambesi  ? 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  : 
Before  the  hon.  Gentleman  answers  that 
question,  may  I  ask  him  whetbcr  or 
not  the  Treaty  gives  such  rights  to  each 
contracting  party  as  are  reasonable  and 
necessary  ;  whether  it  provides  for  the 
reference  of  disputes  to  arbitration  ;  and 
whether  there  was  a  difficulty  pending  at 
the  time  the  right  was  asserted  by 
force  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  I  should  be  glad  to  have  notice 
of  questions  as  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Treaty.  I  have  not  the  Treaty  here, 
and  it  is  not  desirable  I  should  in- 
accurately quote  it.  We  have  not  yet 
heard  definitely  what  has  happened  to 
give  rise  to  this  report  of  a  collision  on 
the  Zambesi.    Instructions   have,   how- 


ever, been  sent  both  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  anything  I  of   abuse   is   brought  before  me  I 

Mr.  W.  Field 


taken  place. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  :  Is  Mi 
Johnston  at  present  in  Nyassaland,  or  i 
he  on  his  way  home  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Mr.  Johnston  i 
coming  home  soon.  I  am  not  sure  whc 
ther  he  has  left. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  Are  we  to  undei 
stand  that  no  definite  details  bave  bee 
received  at  the  Foreign  Office  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  There  have  bee 
various  .ramours  that  a  collision  ha 
occurred,  and  certain  information  ha 
been  received  which  seems  to  make  i 
probable  that  something  has  happenec 
but  we  have  had  no  authentic  or  finrt 
hand  account  of  what  has  taken  place* 

THE  MANICA  PLATEAU. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER :  I  beg  fc 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  fd 
Foreign  Affairs  what  progress  the  nego 
tiations  with  the  Portuguese  Govern 
ment  have  made  in  regard  to  the  delimiti 
tion  of  the  Manica  Plateau  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  Portuguese  6c 
vemment  have  been  informed  that  th 
principle  of  arbitration  is  accepted  b 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

THE  LUNACY  LAWS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton] 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  ft) 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  i 
aware  that,  in  a  case  of  the  "  Commk 
sioners  in  Lunacy  r.  Sherrard  "  reeenll 
tried  at  the  Central  Criminal  Court,  3fi 
Justice  Grantham  stated  that,  in  onlc 
to  get  a  conviction  for  keeping  tw 
lunatics  in  an  unlicensed  house,  it  moi 
be  proved  that  the  two  persons  detainei 
were  not  only  of  unsound  mind,  but  thi 
they  were  treated  by  the  defendant  a 
persons  of  unsound  mind  ;  and  whethfl 
any  change  of  the  law  is  proposed  ii 
order  to  guard  against  the  danger  of  tfc 
confinement  of  persons  of  unsound  nuA 
in  unlicensed  houses  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  tha 
Mr.  Justice  Grantham  did  direct  tfa 
jury  In  the  terms  stated  in  the  questioB 
In  so  doing  he  followed  the  ruling  C 
the  late  Mr.  Justice  Stephen  in  "Th 
Queen  r.  Bishop,"  which  was  upheld  i 
the  Court  of  Crown  Cases  Reserved, 
am  not  aware  that  in  practice  the  Ifti 
has  been  found  defective,  but  if  any  oaf 
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consider  whether  ameudineut  is  desirable 
and  practicable. 

RESERVE  AUMY  STORES. 

Sir  STAFFORD  ^'0RTHCOTE 
(Exeter)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
Slate  for  War  if  he  cau  state  to  the 
House  whether  the  reserve  stores  of  gnus 
and  rifles,  small  arms,  clothing,  and 
iccootrements  have  been  increased  or 
ndocetl  iu  amount  during  the  past  12 
Booths ;  aud,  iu  eitlier  case,  to  what 
exient  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BAXNERMAN  : 
The  reserve  of  f^uns  remains  the  same 
a*  la»t  year.     Those  of  small  arms  and 

w 

•ecoQtremeuts  have  increased  to  a  con- 
iidenUe  extent.  As  to  the  reserve  of 
dochin^,  there  is  an  increase  in  absolnte 
•mooDt,  but  it  is  fair  to  add  that  the 
Axmr  Re!^erve  has  iucreoseil  iu  strength. 
Ketom^  will  be  furnished  at  the  end  of 
the  present  fluaucial  year  showing 
euetlj  how  we  stand  iu  regard  to 
nerre  stock.  Those  will  receive  our 
cweful  consideration,  and  steps  will  be 
tikeo,  should  any  be  necessary,  to  ])Iaec 
1^  reserve  clothing  on  a  thoroughly 
muid  footing. 

THE  LAW  OFFICERS  OF  THE  CUOWX. 
Mr.  HAXBURY  (Preston)  :  I  \>cg  to 
Hk  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche(iner 
vkether,  to  enable  a  comparison  to  lie 
Bade  between  the  old  and  the  present 
mtem  of  remuneration  to  the  Law 
Ofieers  of  the  Crown,  he  will  consent 
to  k  Return  showing  the  effect  of  (he 
Trevurv  Minute  of  December,  1892,  in 
itipeci  of  fees  received  by  each  of  tho 
Liv  Officers  during  the  year  1893,  on 
account  of  contentious  business,  compli- 
■entary  briefs,  fees  from  persons  nn- 
eoDDcvted  with  the  Public  Service  for 
bsfiness  other  than  contentious  done 
by  tbem  as  Law  Officers,  and  special 
it^  named  in  the  Minute ;  w lie- 
fer tho  arrangement  named  in  the 
UDute,in  consideration  of  which  the  new 
itstem  was  sanctioned  limiting  the  busi- 
BK5  in  which  a  Law  Officer  may  appear 
■■counsel  for  a  private  client  to  cases  in 
dK:  House  of  Lonis  and  before  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council, 
^bcen  strictly  observed  in  all  cases,  or, 
if  Dot,  iu  what  caites  has  it  been  departed 
bom,  and  what  were  the  reasons  for  such 
departure  ;  whether  the  abolition  of  the 
light  to  appear  for  a  private  client  is 


limited  to  appearance  in  Court,  or  in- 
cludes also  Chamber  practice  ;  whether 
the  al>olition  of  that  right  has  been  moili- 
lied  by  any  regulation  as  to  old  or  stand- 
ing retainers  ;  and,  if  so,  what  is  tho 
modification,  and  will  he  lay  the  terms  of 
it  upon  the  Table  ;  and  whether  it  is  true 
that  one  of  the  Law  Officers  has  been 
retnined  in  the  case  of  *'  Sutherland  v. 
Sutherland,"  or  in  the  Salt  Union 
case 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CFIEQUER  (Sir  W.Harcoi'ut,  Derby): 
I  have  Ikjcu  requested  by  the  Attorney 
General  to  give  the  following  answer  : — 
1.  There  are  no  longer  any  complimen- 
tary briefs  to  the  Law  Officers,  an<l  no 
fees  from  persons  uncounected  Avitli  the 
Public  Service  for  business  other  than 
couteutious  are  paid  to  them.  No  special 
fees  have  been  paid  to  the  existing  Law 
Officers.  The  figures  asked  for  were 
given  on  January  12,  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion by  the  hon.  Member,  and  there  ap- 
pears to  be  no  reason  for  a  Return.  2. 
The  arrangement  referretl  to  has  been 
strictly  observed.  3.  The  arrangement 
in  question  is  not  understood  to  forbid 
giving  opinions  in  Chambers.  4.  It  ex- 
cepts retainers  delivered  before  accep- 
tance of  office.  5,  The  answer  to  the 
last  question  is,  yes  ;  but  in  each  of  tho 
cases  a  retaining  fee  had  been  driven 
Ixjfore  the  acceptance  of  office,  and  with 
reference  to  the  litigation  referred  to  in 
the  question. 

Mk.  IIANIiURY:  Do  they  come 
strictlv  within  the  Trcasurv  Minute  ? 

SiK  \V.  HARCOURT  :'l  supimsc  so. 

Mk.  IIANBURY  :   Is  that  so  ? 

Siu  \V.  IIARCOURT  :  I  liave  given 
all  the  information  I  possess. 

Mr.  IIANBURY  :  Did  I  understand 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  say 
that  the  retainer  in  the  Sutherliunl  case 
was  iriven  before  the  Attornev  (General 
took  office  ?  If  so,  is  he  aware  that  tho 
late  Duke  of  Sutherland  dioil  since  the 
Government  came  into  office? 

Sir  W.  IIARCOURT  :  I  have  given 
the  information  as  I  have  it  before  nie  in 
the  absence  of  the  Attornev  (Icnoral. 
No  cross-examination  will  extract  from 
mo  knowledge  which  I  do  not  possess. 

BUSINESS   OF  THK    HOUSE. 
Sir  W.  IIARCOURT  :  1  said  I  wouhl 
mention   to-dav  what    the    intentions  of 
the  Government  were  with  refereuco  to 
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the  Business  of  the  House.  On  Thurs- 
day the  29th  instant  we  propose  to  take 
the  Civil  Service  Estimates  first,  and 
after  them  the  First  Readings  of  the 
Equalisation  of  Rates  (London)  Bill  and 
the  Conciliation  (Labour  Disputes)  Bill. 
On  Monday,  April  2,  we  propose  to  take 
the  Motion  for  the  appointment  of  the 
Scotch  Grand  Committee,  the  First 
Rending  of  the  Scotch  Local  Government 
Bill,  and  the  First  Reading  of  the  Facto- 
ries Bill.  On  Thursday,  the  5th  of  April, 
we  propose  to  take  the  First  Reading  of 
the  Electoral  und  Registration  Reform 
Bills. 

Mr.  a  .J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  With  regard  to  the  Business  for 
Thursday,  the  29th,  do  the  Government 
propose  to  adjourn  the  discussion  of  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  before  12  o'clock, 
or  do  they  only  propose  to  take  the 
First  Readings  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mentioned  if  the  particular  class 
of  Votes  taken  comes  to  an  end  before 
midnight  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  believe  they 
are  Bills  which  will  not  meet  with  oppo- 
sition on  the  First  Reading,  and  we  shall 
hope  to  get  them  both.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  body  of  gentlemen  on  either 
side  of  the  House  who  will  oppose  the 
First  Readings. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  correct  in 
assuming  that  there  is  not  the  slightest 
chance  of  their  being  opposed,  but,:  at 
the  same  time,  we  shall  desire  to  have 
statements  made  on  the  introduction  of 
the  Bills,  and  there  may  possibly  be 
some  discussion  on  those  statements. 
We  should  like  to  know,  therefore, 
whether  the  Government  intend  to  ad- 
journ the  business  of  Supply  at  some 
comparatively  early  hour  of  the  evening, 
80  as  to  give  us  time  to  discuss  the  state- 
ments. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  that 
would  be  quite  reasonable. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  :  When 
will  the  Railway  Rates  Bill  be  brought 
forward  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  At  present  I 
do  not  think  J  can  say  anything  with 
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That  they  have  come  to  the  following 
Resolution — namely — 

"  That  it  is  desirable  that  all  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bills  and  Clonsolidation  Bills  of  the 
present  Session  be  referred  to  a  Joint  Ck>m- 
mittee  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament." 

CROWN  LANDS    BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for 
Private  Bills  do  examine  the  Crown  Lands  Bill, 
with  respect  to  compliance  with  the  Standing 
Orders  relative  to  Private  Bills.- 0S?>  J".  T^ 
HibbeH,) 


PRI  VILE  G  E. 


regard  to  other  Bills. 


NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
The  Right  Hon.  Herbert  John  Glad- 
fitone,   for  tbe  Borough  of  Leeds  (West 
Division.) 

Sir  W,  Harcourt 


PRIVILEGE  (INTERVENTION  OF  PEERS 
AT  PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS.) 

•Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Padding- 
ton,  S.)  :  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker,  I  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  to  read  the  third  of  the  Election 
Sessional  Orders  passed  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session. 

The  Clerk  at  the  Table  read  the 
Sessional  Order  as  follows  : — 

**That  it  is  a  high  infringement  of  the 
liberties  and  priTilegcs  of  the  Commons  of  the 
United  Kingdom  for  any  Lord  of  Parliament, 
or  other  Peer,  or  Prelate,  not  being  a  Peer  of 
Ireland  at  the  time  elected,  and  not  having 
declined  to  serve  for  any  county,  city,  or 
borough  of  Great  Britain,  to  concern  himself  la 
the  Election  of  Members  to  serve  for  the  Com* 
mons  in  Parliament,  except  only  any  Peer  of 
Ireland,  at  such  Elections  in  Oreat  Britaia 
respectively  where  such  Peer  shall  appear  as  a 
Candidate,  or  by  himself,  or  any  others  be  pro> 
posed  to  be  elected ;  or  for  any  Ix>rd  Lieutenant 
or  Governor  of  any  county  to  avail  himself  of 
any  authority  derived  from  his  Commission,  to 
influence  the  Election  of  any  Member  to  serfe 
for  the  Commons  in  Parliament." 

•Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  Then,  Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker,  on  that  Order  I  pro- 
pose to  submit  to  the  House  the  follow- 
ing Motion  : — 

"  That  this  House  resolves  that  the  Earl  of 
Rosebery — 

[^Ministerial  laughter"] — 

"a  Peer  of  Parliament,  First  Lord  of  th^ 
Treasury,  President  of  the  Council,  Lord  Lieu.-^ 
tenant  of  the  County  of  Midlothian,  has  by  hl^B 
speech  on  the  17th  March  in  Edinburgh,  i&^* 
fringed  the  liberties  and  privileges  of  the  CoBoa* 
mons  of  the  United  Kingdom  by  concemiiB^ 
himself  in  the  election  of  a  Member  to  serv^ 
fot  the  Borough  of  Leith  for  the  Commons  in 
Parliament." 

My  Motion   was  greeted  with  a  Minis* 
terial  laugh.    As  I  have  great  conceni 
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for  the  dignitj  of  the  Ministerial  Beuch 
I  would  advlso  that  tho  laugh  be  de- 
ferred. I  fear  not  that  in  bringing  for- 
ward tbid  Motion  I  am  not  doing  a  per- 
fectly Parliamentary  act — an  act  that  is 
within  the  rights  of  Parliament — and  in 
briogiog  it  forward  I  am  putting  to  the 
House  the  question  :  "  Is  this  Sessional 
Order  a  reality  or  a  sham  ? "  I  do 
not  mean  to  put  the  matter  so  far  on 
thisoccasiom  as  to  assert  or  argue  that  the 
House  of  Commons  could  act  practically 
ordefiaitely  on  any  Breach  of  Privilege 
proved  against  Peers,  but  I  do  not  ask 
the  House  to  agree  that  it  can  and  will 
enter  a  protest,  and  a  protest  with  effect, 
tgUDSt  the  interference  of  Peers  in 
deetions.  Now  I  ask  whether  this 
Sewoul  Order  operates  or  not  ?  I 
addoee  from  that  that  it  is  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Rule  which  brings  about 
uit  wholesome  and  regular  practice 
wliich  prevents  the  interference  of  Peers 
•iGeaeral  Elections,  and  which  makes 
tbat  Rule,  which  Peers  have  invariably 
adhered  to,  that  thej  must  have  nothing 
lo  do  with  an  election  after  a  Writ  has 
heeu  issued.  1  ask  also,  and  I  hope  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  will  answer  this 
qiestioD  and  say  whether  there  was  any 
iBterferenee  bj  Lord  Rosebery  in  the 
Leith  election.  First  of  all,  I  would  ask 
vhatwas  the  absolute  necessity  of  fixing 
the  meeting  in  Edinburgh  on  the  17th  of 
llirch  ?  Could  it  not  have  been  delayed 
tai after  the  Leith  election?  Then  I 
voold  ask,  as  a  second  question.  Can 
tty  reasonable  man  suppose  that  Lord 
Kwebery  could  make  a  strong  Party 
9Keh  in  Edinburgh  which  would  not  in- 
iiwce  Leith  ?  Remember,  Leith  is  the 
port  of  Edinburgh,  and  is  situated  in  the 
County  of  Midlothian,  of  which  county 
Lord  iiosebery  is  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
it  is  impossible  that  a  speech  of  that 
^wty  character  could  be  delivered  in 
filinburgh  which  would  not  affect  tho 
^wliamentary  constituency  of  Leith.  I 
vill  digress  for  a  moment  to  notice  an 
legation  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  answering  a  question  last 
*cek.  He  said  that  Lord  Beaconsfield 
1^ taken  some  action  during  an  election 
">  the  Couutj  of  Buckingham.  Now,  I 
oave  been  to  the  trouble  of  ascertaining 
"*e  facts  of  w^hat  really  took  place  from 
^utLeutic  records,  and  I  find  that  Lord 
^^acousfield  certainly  did  speak  the  day 
^ore  the  Bucks  election,  and  that  he 
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spoke  at  Aylesbury — that  was,  I  think, 
in  the  beginning  of  the  month  of  August, 
and  the  election  was  not  until  the  20th 
of  September.  The  speech  was  deliveretl 
at  an  agricultural  dinner,  which,  it  is  well 
known,  Lord  Beaconsfield  consiantlv 
attended.  His  speech  on  that  occasion 
consisted  largely  of  reminiscences  of  the 
County  of  Bucks  ;  but  he  also  went  into 
the  Eastern  Question,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  could  be  argued  that  the  farmers  of 
Bucks  would  be  very  much  impressed  by 
the  details  of  the  Eastern  Question  as  it 
was  at  that  time.  At  that  time  there  were 
three  Members  for  Bucks,  which  then 
enjoyed  the  distinction  which  I  am 
glad  no  longer  exists  of  a  minority 
Member.  So  far  as  I  can  see  from  the 
records.  Lord  Beaconsfield  made  no  allu- 
sion to  the  coming  election.  Parliament 
was  not  sitting  when  that  speech  w^as 
made,  nor,  so  far  as  1  can  learn,  did 
Ministers  think  it  necessary  when  Parlia- 
ment met  to  bring  forward  the  question  • 
but  their  not  having  done  so  is,  1  submit, 
not  a  reason  which  can  damage  this 
Motion.  I  now  pass  on  from  these  facts 
of  history  to  the  Edinburgh  speech. 
Lord  Rosebery  has  muny  distinctions — 
ho  is  a  Peer  of  Parliament,  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  President  of  the  Council, 
and  also  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Midlothian, 
where  his  influence  is  admittedly  greater 
than  in  any  other  place.  Can  anyone 
reasonably  suppose  that  if  Lord  Salis- 
bury, who  is  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Hert- 
fordshire, were  to  go  down  into  any  one 
of  the  four  divisions  of  that  countv  and 
make  a  strong  Party  speech,  if  an  elec- 
tion were  pending,  such  a  speech  would 
have  no  influence  at  all  upon  the  coming 
election  ?  Or  do  you  suppose  that  if  tho 
Duke  of  Devonshire  were  to  go  down  to 
Derbyshire  and  make  a  speech  in  that 
county,  if  an  election  were  going  on  in 
any  other  part  of  the  county,  the  same 
could  not  be  said  ?  There  is,  fortunately, 
no  precedent  in  modern  times  of  any 
Peer  interfering  in  election  matters  or 
assisting  their  Party  by  making  speeches 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  boroughs  where 
elections  are  pending  or  actually  going 
on.  What  would  have  been  said  by  the 
present  niajority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons if  any  Unionist  Peer  had  done 
what  Lord  Rosebery  did  on  Saturday 
last?  I  do  not  believe  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian   himself    would  have  spoken  in 
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Midlothian  if  an  election  had  been 
going  on  in  one  of  the  other  divisions. 
He  would  have  known  too  well  that  it 
was  not  the  custom  for  Ministers  to 
interfere  in  bye-elections.  Lord  Rose- 
bery  arrogates  this  right  to  himself  alone 
among  the  Peers.  He  takes  upon  himself 
the  right  to  go  down  to  an  election  and 
make  a  strong  Partj  speech  in  Edin- 
burgh, which  is  not  onlj  near  to  Leith, 
but  to  Berwickshire,  and  where  the  influ- 
ence of  his  speech  must  have  extended 
also  to  the  Border  Burghs.  I  will  read 
you  what  Lord  Rosebery  said  to  excuse 
himself.     He  said  as  follows  : — 

"  I  see  it  also  reported  that  I  have  come  here 
on  an  illegal  visit,  for  the  purpose  of  influencing 
the  election  for  the  Leith  Burglis.  I  have  a 
very  p^eat  respect  for  the  Leith  Burghs,  and  I 
have  a  very  great  respect  for  their  Representa- 
tive, but  I  am  lx)unu  to  say  that  this  visit  to 
Edinburgh  was  planned  before  I  kiiew  that 
there  would  be  an  election  for  the  Leith  Burghs, 
and  before  I  knew  that  their  Bepresentative 
would  do  me  the  honour  of  forming  part  of  the 
present  Government.  I  believe  that  I  am 
strictly  within  the  limits  of  my  right  in  si>eak- 
ing  Tvithin  the  City  and  County  of  Edinburgh 
at  any  time  that  I  may  think  fit  when  there  is 
no  election  for  the  city  and  county  in  progress. 
What  are  the  disabilities  of  a  Peer  to  be  ?  I  am 
denounced  as  being  a  lonely  oligarch  in  an  in- 
accessible House  ;  but  I  begin  to  ask  myself  if 
I  am  not  a  sort  of  State  prisoner,  whose  move* 
ments  are  watched,  and  who  before  he  takes  a 
ticket  for  any  particular  place  must  consider 
within  himself  whether  an  election  for  the 
House  of  Commons  is  being  held  within  a  cer- 
tain radius  of  the  railway  station.  All  that  is 
nonsense,  and  the  Unionists  know  it  to  be  non- 
sense." 

So  you  see  Lord  Rosebery   said,  "But 

this  is  all  nonsense,  and   the    Unionists 

know  it  to  be  nonsense."     But  he  ought 

to  have  known  when  he  went  down  to 

Edinburgh  that  the  election  was  peuding. 
The  Writ  was  moved  for  on  the  first  day 
that  Parliameut  met — namely,  on  March 
12.  And  do  you  mean  to  say  that  Lord 
Rosebery  did  not  know  that  his  Friend 
Mr.  Muuro-Ferguson  had  been  appointed 
to  a  post  under  his  own  Governmeut  ? 
At  any  rate,  the  Cabinet  was  formed  on 
March  9,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose 
that  the  course  of  affairs  was  kuown  two 
or  three  days  before ^that  date.  I  cannot 
believe  such  ignorance  on  the  part  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  I  make  this  proposition 
— this  Sessional  Order  has  been  passed 
for  many  years  regularly.  Some  of  you 
say  that  it  is  obsolete,  and  the  necessity 
for  it  passed  away  with  the  old  days. 
This  Sessional    Order  has   been  passed 

Lord  R.  Churchill 


this    Session    with    the  assent   of   Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  therefore   I 
hold  that  they  are  responsible  for  it,  and 
I  hold,  further,  that  it  lies  with  them  not 
to  be  a  party  to  turn  that  Order   into 
ridicule.     In  order  to  show  how   close 
is    the    connection   between    Edinburgh 
County  and  Leith  Burghs,  I  must  refer 
for  a  moment  to  what  passed  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Fishery  Bill  for  Scotland. 
For  the  purposes  of  that  Bill  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  treated  Edinburgh  as 
part  of  the  County  of   Midlothian,  and 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  stated, 
in  answer  to  a  question  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Edinburgh,  that  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  Bill  the  City  of  Edinburgh  was 
included  in  the    County  of  Midlothian. 
The  progress  of  the  connection  between 
Leith  and  Edinburgh,  therefore,  seems  to 
have  become  a  great  deal   closer  ;  and  if 
a  Parliamentary   Division  like    Leith   is 
joined  on  to  the  County  of  Edinbnrgh 
for  the  purpose  of  rating  under  this  Bill 
I  say  that  there  is  a  very  strong  connec- 
tion between  them.     I  pass    now   from 
that  question,  and   I   ask  the  House  to 
consider    what    will  le  the  result  if  it 
abolishes    this    Rule ;    and    I    particu- 
larly address  my  observations  with  great 
respect    to    those     who     are     stronger 
Liberals  than  those  who  sit  on  the  Front 
Bench.     This  Rule  is  the  onlv  founda- 
tion,  the  only  barrier  for  the  exclusion  of 
Peers'  influence  from  Parliamentary  elec- 
tions.    If  you  abolish  it  the  Peers  might 
take  part  in  any  Parliamentary  election, 
and  in  all  the  details  of  it.     At  a  General 
Election  they  might  be  put  on  the  com- 
mittees of  candidates,   and   they   might 
also  make  their  agents  canvass  for  any 
candidate.       They    might     attend    any 
public  meeting,  or  show  themselves  on 
the   platform    of    any    public    meeting* 
They  might  take  the  most  complete 
most  perfect  part,  as  great  a  part  as 
Member  of  this  House,  in   an  election 
Parliamentary  candidates  if  this  Order  L 
made  a  dead  letter,  abolished,  or  treat 
as  you  are   now   treating   it — with  coifc^ 
tempt.      You   may    say    that   you  wiM 
abolish  the   House  of  Lords,    but  thak^ 
would  not  l>e  the  work  of  a  day   or  of   • 
year.     I  desire  also  to  ask  that  if  a  Ditf-* 
solution  takes  place  on  the  question  of 
the  House  of  Lords  having  thrown  oi** 
a  Bill  by  their  own  opposition  what  wil* 
be  the  result  ?     The  whole  force  of  th^ 
Peers,  with  all  their  speaking  resooioc* 
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— which  are  by  do  me&ns  to  be  Uespisod 
— ■ml  all  their  other  reeourcee,  will  sweep 
orer  liie  couutry  and   argue  iheir  own 
cue:  and  you  will  fiuU,  couaidoriug  the 
eflormous  disproportion  between  Unionist 
Peera  bdiI    Kadic^al   Peers,  that   I 
make  an    eiionnoui)    addition     to     the  1  between  the 
L'aiooist  forces.     You  may  uoutnuUct  it, 
but  I  defy  you  to  show  thnt  there  in  auy 
lav  of  any  kind,  if  this  Rule  is    abro- 
gated, to  preveut  tlietn  ;    and  I  do    uot 
think  that  you  could  pass  any   suoli   law. 
After  abrogating  your  ow 
eoald  not  turu  right  rooud  and  say  that  the 

power*   should   again   be   instituted   by  j  a  Peer  has  iufritigcd  the  libcrtio: 
lav,    I  have  been  speaking  seriously  on    House  of  Commons  ? 

tUwliject,   and  it  ia  not,  I  submit,  a  |      l„j(„  r.    CHURCHILL;  I    xiiid    it. 

nhieet  for  laughter,  as  the  Chancellor  of  |  „.^^  „  protest  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

Ih.  Exchequer  seemed  to  think  at  the  I      y^^^  y^  HARCOURT  :  But  n  protest 

^uiiiDg.      It  >8  "  7r?:,«^"«;'«  ""l^^;;  I  which  oomes  to  nothing  is  not  only  iu- 


House  of  Lords.  The  noble  Lord  bu 
said  that  this  particular  Peer  who  has 
litted  this  high  crime  and  mis- 
domeauour  is  not  to  be  summoned  to  the 
Bar  of  this  House.  I  thought  that  that 
the  partieular  fonn  of  collision 
of  Commons  and  tha 
House  of  Lnnla  which  the  Unionist 
Party  desired  to  bring  about ;  but  the 
noble  Lord  hnving  stated  that  ho  is  not 
goiug  to  lake  that  course,  I  should  like 
know  what  course  the  House  of 
nmons  is  about  to  take  when  they 
have  declared  that  a  Prime  Minister  1)eing 
of  the 


vUcfa  the  House  of  Commons  must 
4edde— that  is  to  say,  whether  they  will 
beat  this  Rule  as  an  obsolete  Order  or 
•iwther  they  will  treat  it  as  an  Order 
vpsatiug  with  great  benefit  to  the  prlvi-  I 
li^  of  tbe  Members  of  the  House  of  i 
Commons.  It  is  certain  thnt  if  it  dis-  I 
^pnrs  from  the  Order  Book  at  ihe 
Mfiooing  of  a  Session,  your  Piirliumcnt 
viil  be  exposed  to  new  election  iuftuunces 
vhieh  you  have  never  had  experience  of 
for  generations.  I  submit,  therefore, 
that  though  Lord  Rosebery  cannot  be 
tniiuDODed  to  tho  Bar  of  the  House,  1 
huist  upon  the  Constitutional  and  elcc- 
lofal  value  and  importance  of  this 
SeMional  Order  ;  and  with  these  remarks 
I  move  tbe  Uotion  which  1  have  sub- 
nillcd. 
Mr.     HANBURY     seconded      tbe 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
-  Hut  this  House  resolves  that  the  Earl  of  i     . 
Kaaeberr,  a  Lonl  of  I'arliaraent,   First  Lo^l  of     ^'    -" 
tbe  l^mauTj,  President  of  the   Council,  I^nl  i  League 


t,  but  undignified  ;  and  for  tho 
I  House  of  Commons  to  make  n  declara- 
I  tion  of  that  kind   wonld  bo   alioiit   the 
most  contemptible  position  to  take   up 
that  could  Im  imagined  and  to  ask  tho 
xanution  of  the  Houi>e  to  be  given  to.     I 
liave  no  interest,  and  tho  Party  on  this 
jide  of  tbe   House  have  no   interest,  in 
maintaining  tho  right  of  Peers  to  inter- 
fere   in  elections.     Quite   tho   contrary. 
At  present   there  are  about  500  Peers, 
who  arc  consluntly  every  week  anil  every 
day  interfering  in  elections. 
Loud  K.  CHURCIHLL  :  How  ? 
HARCOURT : 


On 


tenth  of  tho  number  of  Pei 
interfere,  and  I  do  not  think  their  re- 
jourccs  fire  in  proportion  ta  those  500 
who  take  such  a  large  interest  in 
election  procoeilings.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  noble  Lord  has  ever  hoiird 
ilution   called   tho    Primrose 

^  I    say   that  our    interest    is 

Uemenaot  of  the  County  of  MiUloihian,  has  |  quite  in  the  direction   of  fettering  if  we 
^'i^.'P**^''°?,.'''_=J_^''i?.'^V"'^'''"^f'f^:  could  the  iutcrferenco  of  Peers  in  elcc- 


iofhnpi  the  liberties  ami  privileges  of  the 
ComiBonii  of  the  United  Kingdom  by  concom- 
if  hiDuclf  in   the   election  of  n   Member 


tioua.     But    let 
Standing  Order 


Wrtfot  the  bai^hof  Leithfor  the  Commons    rggta  |,is  migo. 
a  Puliiment."— C^twrf  Ji-  Ckur  ' ""  ^  ' 

HARCOURT : 


which  the  noble  Lord 
First  of  ail.  It  says,  ' 
glftil  ti 


e  that 


I  must  con-    the   Prelates   are  among   them,  because 

gwtulate   the  Unionist  Party  ui>on  tbe  |  they  should  be  careful  on  other  days  than 


teU    they    have   chosen    for    tbe 
Uiack  in  force  upon   Her  Majesty's 


Go- 


nrament.  Thia,  apparently,  is  the  ground  i  bi 


hicb  they  might  have 

ly  possible  elections.     I 

Prelates   make   addresses 


«hichtbeyare  prepared  to  take,  and  I  ,  which  certainly  were    intended  t 

an  not  lorry  th»t  it  should  have  assumed  I  and  probably  bad,   a   good    deal    of  iu- 

•lie  pwticnUr  form  of^an  attack  on  the  j  flueuce  on  elections  on  particulur  quea- 
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tionB  nhi'^li  were  at  issue.     What  is  for- 
bidden lo  a  Peer  ? — 

"  To  eoni-cm  himself  in  an  election  of  Mem- 
beiB  Ui  Bcrve  for  the  Commons  Houee  of 
Pai' I  lament." 

What  does  "  coiicerD  himself  id  an 
election  "  for  any  Member  of  Parliameut 
mean  ?  Tlie  noble  Lord  has  suid  that 
there  has  heea  no  recent  example  of  euch 
an  iutcrference,  and  that  the  House  of 
Commona  would  certaiuly,  if  there  had 
bceu,  have  interfered  in  consequence. 
There  was  a  Motion  made  a}i:aJDat  the 
iuterfcreuce  of  Peers  tu  Parliameutary 
cicetious  on  July  11,  1887;  and  that 
Motion  was  founded  od  this  statement, 
.  which  appeared  in   The  Timet — 

"  There  Bcems  to  be  n  jilentiful  supply  of 
cnrriogcs  on  either  side,  though  the  Conserva- 
tives havu  the  pre[>oii<]erancc  ; " 
and  among  them  it  was  stated  that  there 
were  several  lent  to  Mr.  Aird  by  Lord 
Salisbury,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill 

LoKD  R.  CHURCHILL :  1  was  not 
a  Peer,  and  I    had   not   a   carriage   in 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  noble 
Lord  is  acquitted,  and  he  siiall  not  be 
charged  with  infringing  the  liberties  of 
this  House.  But  Lord  Salisbury,  Lord 
Rothschild,'  and  other  noblemen  and 
gentlemen  connected  with  the  Conser- 
vative and  Unionist  Party  were  men- 
tioned ;  and  on  that  statement  a  Motion 
was  founded  calling  attention  to  the 
tact  tiiat  Peers  were  concerning  them- 
selves with  an  election.  I  am 
not  quite  sure  that  the  lending  of 
carriages  might  not  have  a  more  potent 
effect  ou  an  election  than  speeches. 
I  have  known  many  people  carried  to  the 
poll  by  carriages,  but  very  few  have  been 
carried  there  by  speeches.  That  Motion 
was  very  properly  treated  by  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith,  the  then  Leader  of  the  House,  as 
a  matter  which  the  House  ought  to  re- 
cognise as  immaterial  and  as  absurd,  and 
the  Member  for  Paddingtgn,  whose  con- 
stituency was  as  near  to  that  one  as  Leith 
is  to  EdinI  urgh 

Lunw  R.  CHURCHILL  :  I  was  sit- 
ting for  it. 

SiH  W.  HARCOURT  :  Do  not  he  in 
a  hurry.  The  noble  Lord  treated  the 
Motion  as  a  proposition  which  n-as 
absurti,  and  laid  down  an  interpretation 
of  the  Sessional  Order  which  was,  1 
think,  very  reasonable.  He  said — 
Sir  W.  Harcourt 


VBS  not  tor  interference  of  this  kind  ; 
for  the  action  of  i'ecrs  in  forcing  their 
es  on  the  House  of  Coromont,  anW.  be- 
fore the  dajs  of  .the  ballot,  In  u»ing  their 
territorial  Influence  to  force  people  <)ependent 
on  them  to  support  tbcir  nominees.  Tbat  was 
tbe  action  of  tlie  I'cers  against  which  the  House 
of  Commons  hail  always  protested,  and  I  feel 
confident  tbat  tbe  lion.  Members  for  Northamp- 
ton and  Coikermouth  will  not  Rcrioaaly  argoe 
for  a  moment  that  for  all  leKilimate  electoral 
purp0)iee,  such  an  taking  an  interest  in  Parlia- 
mentary elections,  and  in  supuortinB  within 
reasonable  bounds  one  side  or  the  other,  Peers 
oaght  to  be  prohibited  from  allowing  sad) 
public  interest. 

There  is    the   reading  of  the  SessituiAl 
Order  by  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  I  adhere  lo 
every  word  of  it. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  It  almoat 
passes  the  bounds  of  the  ridiculous  when 
we  cone  to  the  cjuestion  of  the  Lord 
Lienlenant.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  may 
make  a  speech  in  the  county  on  election 
matters.  There  are  some  Lord  Lien- 
tenants  who  are  scrupulous  on  that 
matter  ;  but  theparticular  instance  which 
the  noble  Lord  gave  was  a  very  unfortu- 
nate  one,  because  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Derbyshire  came  to  make  a  speech 
against  the  unfortunate  representative  of 
the  City  of  Derby,  and,  in  order  to  pro- 
mote the  bringing  forward  of  the  candi- 
date who  was  intended,  but  did  not 
succeed,  in  turning  him  out.  I  will  give 
tbe  noble  Lord  such  an  example  as  will, 
I  think,  overthrow  his  theory  as  to  the 
reading  of  the  Sessional  Order.  Lord 
Lieutenants  canvass  their  own  counties 
in  their  own  interest,  and  sit  as  Memben 
of  those  counties.  We  have  knoirn 
many  of  them  in  this  House. 

Lord  K.  CHURCHILL:  That  is  » 
Commoner,     Not  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

SiTt  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Sessioiwl 
Order  says  nothing  alKiut  the  Loid 
Lieutenant  being  a  Peer.  It  is  the  Lofd 
Lieutenant  fi/a  Lord  Lieutenant;  and  I 
say  it  is  the  comroouest  thing  in  tha»- 
world  for  a  man  who  is  Lord  Lieuteiuuili^ 
and  who  is  told  that  he  is  not  to  use  the* 
authority  deri^'ed  from  his  commission  t^ 
iufluenco  ihu  election  of  any  Member,  y»* 
to  use  that  authority  in  order  to  KBA 
himself  elected.  \\'c  remoml>er  Sir 
Rolicrt  Anstrufher  in  this  House,  W^ 
remember  Lord  Kemtiugton,  we  reaen**' 
ber  Mr.  Biddiilph,  all  of  whom  wtf^ 
Lord  Lieutenants  of  the  counties  fo^ 
which  they  sat.    Therefore,  this  point  i» 
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ahnrd,  ani)  if  it  were  ue<!tw«»ry  to  aiW 
Hjlhiog  to  its  aliaurility  it  wiiiilil  lie  to 
suit  tliat  Lonl  H<iMcl<cry  U  not  Lonl 
LieuteDSDt  iu  the  plutM)  wlicro  he  spoke. 
1  MB  nol  going  to  argue  it[Min  tochiiicnl 
poJBls.  We  are  nrguiaj;  tliis  qiieMtion 
Mpon  Terj  mnch  broader  groHii(ii<.  The 
noble  Lord  challon^'il  mo  on  the  i<ubjcct 
«(  Lord  Beacon!* Relil'tt  !ii>ew-li  iit  Ajles- 
hnj. 

L««D  E.  CHURCHILL:  It  was  an 
■grieallDral  dJiiiipr. 

Sitiff.  HAHCOL'KT:  What  did  it 
Mpify  whAt  the  dinner  was  ?  It  was  iu 
&I:  principal  town  in  the  uuiinty,  where 
tbepollwas  to  take  p]a<-c  on  the  next 
4iT,tiul  the  noliie  Lonl  naiil  the  Eastern 
Quitioti  was  immaterial,  and  tlint  it  was 
wcii*hich  the  farmers  would  not  take 
uiiEcmt.  It  was,  however,  the  whole 
lamion  of  that  election.  It  was  ini- 
■»<huly  after  the  agitation  had  eom- 
anctd,  which  was  called  the  "Bul^rian 
ttwiries."  I  well  remember  the  hint 
^TCch  which  that  distinguished  m»u 
■ide  in  this  House.  It  was  in  answer 
■•  a  ipeech  which  I  had  made,  and  he 
Appeared  that  night  from  tho  House  of 
Conmnui  and  went  to  the  House  of 
U(di.  It  was  on  the  llth  of  August ; 
'  ad  iu  September,  when  the  Itulgarian 
•kwitj  agitation,  as  it  was  called,  was 
«  ita  full  height,  ami  when  the  whole 
wnoirr  was  in  a  state  of  fenneut  aluut 
<•— thsi  election  lurued  on  that  question, 
aid  on  Qo  other — Lord  Beacon stield  went 
to  Arlesburr  anil  made  a  very  powerful 
■odaneffcciiTe  speech,  which  I  have  not 
^  *li^hte:4t  douht  greatly  influenced, 
ndprohahty  decided,  that  election.  Let 
■^  therefore,  linve  no  cant  in  tliis 
mier. 

LoitD  R.  CHURCHILL:  It  is  not 
cut. 

Sil  W.  HARCOCRT  :  It  would  be 
^  extraordinary,  aud  I  should  be  ex- 
tieaelf  surprised,  if  tho  Leader  of  the 
Oppmitiau  is  going  back  to  £dinbiir|;h 
t4  Mr  that  he  endeavonrcd  to  persuade 
^  Party  to  moTC  a  Vote  of  Censure 
*|>M  Lord  EAsebery  going  last  Saturday 
■"Xdiabnrgh,  and  I  aboald  like  to  know 
•bether  he  expects  that  that  will  advance 
Ik  CanierratiTe  cause  in  Scotland  ?  I 
"J,  Sir,  that  this  is  a  trumpery  pro- 
««iiiij{ — a  proceeding  petty  and  cou- 
J^ptible.  I  am  only  delighted  if  tho 
vnioDiit  Fartj  are  going  to  adopt  tactics 
*(  thii  deKriptiou.    I  propose  myself  to 


meet  that  Motion  as  it  was  met  by  Mr. 
W,  H.  Smith  when  it  was  made  on  the 
subject  of  Lord  Salisbury  sending  his 
carriageH  to  carry  voters  to  tho '  ])ol). 
The  noble  Lord  has  said  that  Lcith  ia 
so  uear  to  Ktliubur;;h,  and  it  is  said  that 
a  Peer  cannot  make  a  Mpccrh  iu  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  when  there 
ia  an  election  goiu);  on  at  Greenwich, 
because  Greenwich  is  in  tho  nci;rhl>our- 
hood  of  London.  Is  that  the  duc[rine 
laid  down  ?  We  shall,  as  I  siiv,  treat 
this;  mutter  as  Mr.  W.  II.  Smith  did.  and 
I  move  to  omit  all  the  words  after  the 
woni  "'that,"  in  onlcr  toadd  "this  House 
do  now  pro<;ccd  to  the  Orilers  of  tho 
Day,"  so  that  wo  may  transact  some 
business  which  will  bo  worthy  of  tho 
House  of  Commons. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "That,"  to  end  of  the  Question, 
iu  on.ler  to  add  the  words  "  This  House 
do  now  proceed  to  the  Orders  of  the 
Day."— (TAc  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  tiie  words 
propose<l  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Mr.  Deputy 
Speaker,  the  ri;(ht  hou.  Gentleman  licgan 
his  speech  by  congratulating  himself  and 
his  Party  that  we  had  chosen  this  8ubjcet 
for  our  first  attack  in  force  upiui  tho 
Government  of  which  ho  is  a  Mcml>er. 
It  is  perfectly  true  that  we  have  uot 
hitherto  been  oceu|)ied  in  attacking  the 
Government.  Our  function  hitherto  has 
been  in  suii]>ortin;;  thcni ;  and,  so  far  as 
my  recollection  carries  me  back  [liniugh 
the  week  since  my  right  linn.  Friend  took 
Office,  it  appears  to  mc  that  it  is  upon  us, 
and  upon  us  almost  alone,  that  he  has  had 
10  rely  in  the  critical  Parliamentary 
momeuts  through  whii'h  ho  has  had  (o 
pass.  It  is  a  most  utigmteful  return  for 
the  services  which  wc  have  rendered  that 
he  should  make  this  sort  of  retort  upon 
the  Constitutional  address  of  my  noble 
Friend,  and  that  he  should  tnake  a  speech 
which,  though  it  began  jocosely,  ended 
in  a  storm  of  fiery  indignation,  the  cause 
of  which  I  could  not  very  eiusily  fathom. 
I  think  my  noble  Friend  has  been  ex- 
tremely well  advised  in  bringing  licforo 
the  House  of  Conimons  a  crucial  and 
L-ritical  example  by  which  we  may 
for  ever    test  the  doctrine  whether  a 
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Peer  may  or  may  not  take  part  iu 
Parliamentary  elections.  If  we  decide 
to-nigbt  that  the  action  of  Lord  Rose- 
bery  in  speaking  at  Edinburgh  during 
the  Leith  election  was  not  an  action 
which  comes  within  the  fair  meaning  of 
the  Sessional  Order,  well  and  good.  Let 
it  henceforth  be  known  that  every  Peer 
may  do  everything  he  likes,  may  speak 
where  he  likes  and  when  he  likes,  iu  re- 
gard to  any  election  whatsoever,  and  that 
the  Sessional  Order  which  we  still  go 
through  the  form  of  passing  at  the  be- 
ginning of  each  and  every  Session  is  not 
worth  the  paper  upon  which  it  is  printed. 
That  doctrine,  which  will  be  the  result 
of  the  decision  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wants  to  bring  us  to-night, 
may  be  a  good  or  a  bad  doctrine, 
but  I  maintain  that  at  all  events 
it  is  a  new  doctrine.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  the  trouble 
to  bring  forward  two  precedents  on 
his  own  side.  I  will  examine  those 
precedents,  and  bring  precedents  from 
the  other  side.  The  first  and  most  im- 
portant precedent  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  was  the  precedent  of 
Lord  Beaconsfield  in  1876,  when  he  had 
been  raised  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
when,  in  consequence  of  his  accession  to 
the  Peerage,  a  vacancy  was  created  in 
bis  county.  Lord  Beaconsfield  did  no 
doubt  go  down  to  speak  at  an  agricul- 
tural dinner,  as  was  his  wont,  while  the 
election  consequent  upon  the  vacancy 
was  going  on  ;  but  was  that  speech  a 
Party  speech  ?  Was  it  an  attempt  to 
interfere  with  or  to  influence  the  election 
which  was  going  on  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  it  was  such  an  inter- 
ference. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  said  it  was 
a  Partv  speech. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  He  bases  that 
statement  upon  the  fact  that  the  Bul- 
garian atrocity  agitation  was,  as  he  says, 
at  its  height,  and  that  no  man  could 
speak  upon  that  question  without  trench- 
ing upon  Party  politics,  and  without  in- 
fluencing those  who  had  to  determine  the 
issue  of  the  election.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemau^s  history  is  at  fault.  In  1876 
the  Bulgarian  agitation  was  not  at  its 
height.  It  had  begun,  but  it  was  not 
then  a  question  which  divided  the  two 
great  Parties  in  the  State.  On  the  con- 
trary, though  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Midlothian  had  no  doubt 

Mr,  A.  J,  Balfour 


even  at  that  date  taken  a  very  strong 
line  upon  the  subject,  he  was  not  the 
Leader  of  the  Party,  and  those  who  were 
the  Leaders  of  the  Party  had  not  at 
that  time  identified  themselves  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  views  on  foreign 
policy.  I  am  not  sure  that  if  we  examined 
the  8pee<;hes  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  at  that  time  we  should  find  he 
had  finally  given  in  his  adhesion  to 
the  movement  which  was  afterwards 
headed,  with  such  successful  electoral 
results,  by  the  late  Prime  Minister.  I 
have  not  been  able  to  personally  verify 
the  fact  that  I  am  now  going  to  state  to 
the  House,  but  it  has  been  given  to  me 
by  a  friend  in  whose  accuracy  I  have 
perfect  confidence.  He  informs  me  Uu4 
at  this  very  meeting  the  Liberal  M.P.  for 
Bucks  was  in  the  chair,  and  that  Lord 
Carrington  was  present  and  spoke* 
''Hear,  hear,"  says  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Why,  he  knew  it  !  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  this.  [Sir 
W.  Harcourt  :  Both  candidates  were 
there.]  I  am  sure  if  the  House  had 
known  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  that 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to 
say  that  Lord  Beaconsfield  alluded  to  the 
candidates  and  said,  '^  I  hope  the  best 
man  will  win." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  never  makes  a  greater 
Party  speech  than  that  when  he  takes 
part  in  a  contested  election,  I  am  sure  we 
shall  be  very  well  satisfied.  It  is  perfectly 
evident  from  the  facts  I  have  given,  from 
the  people  who  were  there,  from  the 
character  of  the  speeches,  and  from  the 
character  of  those  who  spoke,  that  the 
dinner  was  really  what  it  professed  to  be 
— an  agricultural  dinner,  not  a  Party 
meeting,  and  not  one  that  could  by  any 
possibility  be  sai  i  to  have  been  started  in 
connection  with  Party  politics.  The 
next  precedent  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
alluded  to  was,  that  in  1886  some 
carriages  of  Peers  were  used  at  an  elec- 
tion in  the  East  of  London.  Whether  it 
be  right  or  not  that  carriages  should  ^ 
used  in  that  way,  at  all  events  no  objec- 
tion has  ever  been  raised  that  I  know  to 
that  course.  "  But,"  says  the  right  hoD. 
Gentleman,  "  if  you  don't  object  to 
carriages,  why  should  you  object  to 
speeches  ?  Surely,  to  carry  voters  to  tb^- 
poll  in  a  couple  of  broughams  would  hav^ 
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more  effect  od  the  result  of  the  election 
than  all  the  speeches  of  all  the  Prime 
llinisters  in  the  world.'*     I  do  uot  know 
▼bit  estimate  is  formed  by  gentlemen 
oppojtite  of  Lord  Rosebery's  oratory.      I 
feel  it  is   not   my  business  to  put  any 
electoral  valaatiou  upon  it.     It  would  be 
qnite  out  of  place,  quite  out  of  order,  to 
sake  any  comments    upon    Saturday's 
epeecli — a  very  interesting    attempt   to 
explain  the  unexplainable,  and  possibly 
ooe    which    the     right     hon.     Gentle- 
■ao     is     right      in      thinking      could 
uot    have    influenced    a    votp.      Whe- 
ther   his      estimate     of       the      actual 
speech  of  Lord  Kosebcry  be  a  sound  csti- 
Bate  or  not,  my  objection  is  uot  to  the 
partieiUar  speech  or  the  particular  man, 
^  it  is  to  a    man   who  is  a  Lord  of 
Biriianeut,  and  uot   merely  a  Lord  of 
lUiament,  but  the  most  important  Lord 
of  Parliament  now  living,  inasmuch  as 
iteif  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
ftnog  down  to  make  a  speech  in  a  town 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
attempted  to  deny  cannot  be,  for  electoral 
porpoites,  regarded  as  unconnected  with 
thehargh  in  which   a  contest  was  going 
on  at  the  time.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
■aa  has  given  his  precedents  and  I  have 
dealt  with  them.     I  will  now  give  him  a 
precedent  on  the  other  side.     1  am  in- 
fonoed  that  the  late  Mr.  Wardle,  Mem- 
ber for  Derbyshire,  died  on  February  16, 
lSd2.    The  present  Duke  of  Devonshire 
iuul  recently  succeeded  to  the  Peerage, 
•nd,  long    previous    to    Mr.    Wardle's 
death,  had  Axed  a  date,  that  fell  during 
tbe  course  of  the  contest  for  the  vacant 
^  as  one  on  which  he  would  receive 
tt address  in  Derby.     The  receipt  of  an 
*UreM  in  Derby  did  not  necessarily  carry 
^tb  it  a  controversial    s^ieech,   but  so 
uzioiis  was  the  Duke  of  Devonshire  not 
to  infringe   what,  until    the  right  hon. 
Geotleiuan  spoke  to-night^  we  had  been 
iQ  liu:  babit  of  supposing  were  our  rights 
—the  rights  of  the  House  of  Commons — 
tliat  be  put  off  his   meeting  until  a  date 
vhen  the  election  was  over,  and  when  no 
^U-^picioD  could  : possibly   be  entertained 
that  be  was  using  his  special  advantages 
forniakiii^  a  s}>eech   within  the  county 
of  which  he  was    lord    lieutenant  at  a 
time  when  an  election   was  proceeding. 
|f  you  ask  me  whether  I  personally  and 
"wlividually  attach   very  great  value  to, 
orun  inclined  fo  fight  an  arduous  contest 
*'^tt  these  privileges  which  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  wants  to  give  up,  I  say  it 
does  not  appear  to   me  to  be  a  matter  of 
transcendent    importance.     I   confess   I 
watch   with  astonishment  the  action  of 
the  gentlemen  who  wish  to  extend  the 
privileges    of    the    Peerage.       I    have 
always  supposeil   up   to    this  time  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  desired  to  cur- 
tail,  uot   to   extend,    the    privileges   of 
Peers,  but  I   now  gather  that  is  not  so. 
I  learn  from  the  speech  of  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  that  he  desires  to  see  the  whole 
House   of  Lords  taking  an   active  part 
in  the  contests  in  the  various  parts  of  the 
country  with  which  they  are  connected. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  desires  that,, 
it  is  not  for  us  to  object.  The  Peers  are  by 
their  character  and  position  men,  in  the 
majority  of  cases,    w^ho   naturally  have 
considerable  interest  in  the  places  where 
they  live.     He  has  told  us    the  majority 
of  the  Peers  would  be  desirous  of   exer- 
cising their  influence  rather  on  our  side 
thau  on  his.     If  he  wishes  to  make  it 
easier  for  them  to  exercise  their  influence 
why  should  we  interfere  ?    This,  I  think^ 
I    ought   to   add.      Lord    Rosebery  has 
now   convinced  us  finally  that  the  Ses- 
sional   Order    we    pass   every   time    we 
assemble  must  l>e  acknowledged  to  be  a 
farce.     Many  of  us  have  long  suspected 
it  would  not  hold  water ;  now  the  thing 
is   conclusively  demonstrated.     I   invite 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  Leailer  of 
the  House,  to  put  a  Motion  on  the  Paper 
rescinding  it,  and  if  he  does  I  shall  con- 
sider that,  at  all  events,  he  has  acted  a 
consistent  and  logical  part — a  part  which, 
whether  it  be  or  be  not  for  the  dignity  of 
the  House,  is  for  our  interest  as  a  Party. 
If  there  be  a  general  consensus  of  opinion 
that  it  is  desirable  to  increase  the  privi- 
leges of  the   House  of  Lords,  and  that 
we  must  withdraw  from  the  position  we 
have  occupied — namely,  that  Peers  must 
refrain  from  interfering  in  elections,  we 
must  abandon  that  doctrine,  and  hence- 
forth it  will  l)c  the  right,  and  if  the  right 
then,    undoubtedly,    the  duty,  of  every 
Lord  of  I'arliaraent  to  do  what   he  can 
to  return  to  this  House   that   candidate 
who  happens  to  agree  with  him  in  general 
politics. 

•8iK  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
I  do  not  propose  to  enter  upon  the 
grounds  on  whicli  this  Motion  has  been 
made,  but  rather  to  discuss  it  in  the 
spirit  displayed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    tlie  Leader  of  the   Opposi- 
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tion,  and  to  ask  the  House  whether 
there  are  not  some  very  broad  Constitu- 
tional grounds  upon  which  we  ought  to 
come  to  the  conchision  that  this  Sessional 
Order  is  obsolete,  is  unfounded,  and 
should  not  be  put  forward  as  a  claim  of 
a  privilege  we  do  not  possess.  This 
House,  no  doubt,  has  some  inherent 
privileges  which  can  control  all  our 
aetions  within  the  House  ;  it  has 
also  some  privileges  which  can  control 
persons  out  of  it.  We  are  a 
High  Court  of  Parliament.  We  object 
to  be  libelled,  and  we  have  inherent 
power  to  punish  the  offenders  who 
are  guilty  of  contempt  towards  us.  But 
we  have  no  inherent  privilege  by 
which  we  can  punish  persons  by  mere 
Resolution  of  the  House.  The  right 
and  privilege  with  regard  to  con- 
tempt does  not  depend  upon  Reso- 
lution. No  Resolution  of  the  House 
enables  us  to  summon  anyone  here  unless 
we  have  a  legal  right  and  a  right  which 
will  be  sanctioned  by  a  Court  of  Law. 
If  we  summon  the  editor  of  the  paper 
who  has  libelled  this  House  to  the  Bar, 
wo  can  compel  him  to  appear ;  and  if  he 
is  brought  to  the  Bar,  a  Court  of  Law 
would  say  we  were  justified  in  our 
action,  because  it  was  alleged  he  had 
been  guilty  of  contempt.  But  such  a 
Resolution  as  that  we  are  dealing  with 
now  is  simply  inoperative,  and  there  is 
no  power  of  enforcing  it.  It  is  an  empty 
Resolution.  If  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Peers  refuses  to  come  here  we  cannot 
bring  him  here.  The  old  practice  was 
that  if  we  thought  a  Peer  had  offended 
we  communicated  with  the  Peers  ;  we 
made  complaint  to  the  Peers  to  deal  with 
their  Member  because  he  had  in- 
fringed our  rights.  But  it  is  simply  a 
mere  idle  form  we  go  through  when  we 
declare  there  has  been  a  Breach  of 
Privilege  and  yet  not  be  able  to  enforce 
any  punishment. 

Lord    R.    CHURCHILL:     I    said, 
"  I  would  not  summon  him  to  the  Bar.'* 

•Sir  H.  JAMES  :  With  great  respect 
to  the  noble  Lord,  let  me  say  you  cannot 
summon  Lord  Rosebery  to  the  Bar  or 
anywhere  else.  We  have  no  remedy.  All 
we  can  say  is  that,  in  our  opinion,  our 
Privileges  have  been  broken.  I  think 
the  House  will  see  there  is  no  substan- 
tial ground  for  saying  that  the  interfer- 
ence of  a  Peer  in  an  election  constitutes 
a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House. 

Sir  //.  James 


In  olden  times  there  was  a  statutory  en- 
actment that  no  great  man  or  other  should 
interfere  with  the  freedom  of  election. 
Men  with  feudal  power  came  to  the 
Court-houses  and  terrorised  their  retainers. 
Against  that  interference  Parliament 
protested.  Then  in  later  times,  in  1631, 
when  the  Peers  of  Parliament  held 
boroughs  in  their  hands  and  wrote 
letters  commanding  the  return  of  certain 
persons,  came  that  protest  upon  which  the 
Resolution  of  1802  was  founded,  that 
Peers  should  not  interfere  in  elections 
— that  is,  to  the  extent  of  domi- 
nating electors  so  as  to  prevent 
the  due  exercise  of  their  power. 
Then  Peers  had  such  power  ;  now  they 
have  not.  Interference  in  elections  is 
either  due  or  undue  interference  or 
it  is  not.  If  there  is  undue  inter- 
ference you  find  your  remedy  under 
the  law.  A  Prelate  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  lately  unduly  inter- 
fered in  an  election  and  the  law  set  him 
right.  The  Resolution  we  pass  every 
year  is  an  obsolete  and  a  meaningless 
Resolution,  and  the  time  will  come — ^next 
Session,  I  hope — when  the  House  of 
Commons  will  have  to  say  whether  the 
period  has  not  arrived  when  we  should 
cease  altogether  to  go  through  this  form 
of  protesting  without  foundation  and 
without  having  the  power  to  give  any 
effect  to  our  protests.  The  Resolution 
does  not  add  to  the  dignity  of  the  House 
or  to  the  protection  of  its  Members. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  nothing  gave  him  greater 
pleasure  than  to  come  forward  in  order 
to  defend  the  natural  and  profier  rights 
of  Peers,  and  particularly  those  of  Lord 
Rosebery.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
had  asked  whether  this  Sessional  Order 
was  a  reality  or  a  sham.  He  thought 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  realised  that  not 
only  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  but 
every  other  Member  in  that  House,  was 
convinced  that  the  thing  was  an  utter 
sham.  There  were  many  absurdities 
connected  with  the  House  of  Commons 
which  he  should  be  glad  to  see  swept 
away.  For  instance,  at  the  opening  of  a 
Session  the  Beefeaters  were  seen  walking 
about  the  Palace  of  Westminster  with 
their  lanterns,  and  people  were  told  that 
under  some  ancient  Order  of  the  House 
which  had  not  been  repealed — becauso 
no  one  had  taken  the  trouble  of  repealing 
it — they   were   looking   to   see   if    Guj 
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Fawkes    was    to    bo    found    upon    the 
premises.     The  Order  which  was  now 
under  discussion  was  precii^clv  as  absurd 
tod   ridiculous    as    that     directing    the 
search  for  Guy   Fawkes.      Any   Order 
of     the     House      was     absurd     when 
they   had    no    sort   of    power   to   give 
effect  to  it.     The  noble  Lord  had  drawn 
a  terrible    picture    of    Peers    sweeping 
throavh  the  country  and  carrying  Con- 
icnrttire  Members  at  every  election  by 
their  resistless  eloquence.     He  was  not 
afraid  of  this  ssiered  band  of  oOO  Peers 
appearing  on    public   platforms.     What 
be  was  afraid   of    was  of    Peers  using 
anneptitious  influeuce.  If  the  Peers  came 
ovtiato  the  open  he  should  be  delighted 
to  cee  them  on  election  platforms  ;  but 
it  vas  absurd  for  the  noble  Lord  to  con- 
tend that  when  a  Peer   appeared  on  a 
pnbiie  platform    everyone    would    fall 
doim  and  worship  him,  and  vote  for  his 
candidate. 

loBD  R.  CHURCHILL  :  Does  the 
hon.  Gentleman  deny  my  proposition  ? 

Mr,  LABOUCHERE  :  What  is  it  ? 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  That 
prapo^itiOQ  is,  that  Peers  may  appear  on 
pbtiforms  if  the  Resolution  is  done  away 
viih. 

Xr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  that  he, 
for  one,  had  not  the  slightest  objection 
to  the  Peers  appearing  on  every  public 
platform  in  the  country.  He  went  fur- 
ther than  that.  Three  Members  of  the 
CoQservative  Party  had  brought  in  this 
Session  Bills  to  enable  Peers  to  sit  in 
Ibe  House  of  Commons,  and  he  himself 
Ittd  brought  in  a  similar  measure  last 
year.  He  was  in  favour  of  Peers  being 
alloved  to  sit  in  the  Representative 
Hoose  provided  they  did  not  seek  to  pop 
OQt  of  one  House  into  the  other  when- 
erer  it  suited  them,  but  undertook  during 
their  lives  to  give  up  their  right  to  sit  in 
the  other  House  and  to  abide  their 
^oces  of  being  elected  to  the  Commons 
tt  the  polL  He  did  not  wish  to  impose 
^h  disqualifications  upon  the  Peers, 
hot  merely  to  remove  those  which  at 
pvesent  surrounded  them.  He  wanted 
them  to  have  the  fullest  rights  that  every 
^her  citizen  of  the  country  possessed — 
BO  less  and  no  more. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
K^)  said,  that  the  Chancellor  of 
^  Ezcheqaer  always  reminded  him 
^  the  Psalmist  because  of  the  vigour 
^  whbh  he  attacked  a  man,  turned 


his  way  upside  down,  and  broke  him  to 
pieces  like  a  potter's  vessel.  These 
qualities  had  been  strikingly  exhibited  in 
his  reply  to  the  noble  Lord.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  the  Motion 
was  contemptible — a  Motion,  be  it  ob- 
served, which  affirmed  one  of  the  most 
solemn  of  the  Sessional  Orders  passed  at 
the  beginning  of  each  Session  of  the 
House.  The  right  lion.  Gentleman  had 
also  said  that  sending  carriages  to  elec- 
tions was  of  more  importance  than  Lord 
Rosebery's  speech — in  other  words,  that 
one  Rosebery  was  not  worth  more  than  one 
or  two  broughams.  He  wondered  what 
the  admirers  of  the  Prime  Minister  would 
say  to  that.  Tha  only  explanation  or 
defence  that  had  been  put  forward  for 
the  appearance  of  Lord  Rosebery  at 
Edinburgh  was  that  the  meeting  had 
been  planned  long  before  the  election 
was  expected.  In  that  case  the  plan 
ought  to  have  been  altered,  and  Lord 
Rosebery  ought  to  have  pursued  the  same 
honourable  course  that  the  Duke  of 
Devonshire  had  done,  who,  finding  that 
an  election  was  coming  on  at  the  time 
fixed  for  him  to  address  a  meeting,  ex- 
cused himself  from  attending  the  meeting 
on  that  ground.  It  was  now  said  that 
the  Sessional  Order  had  no  validity  and 
ought  not  to  exist.  The  Conservatives 
had  heard  that  with  pleasure.  If  the 
Sessional  Order  forbidding  Peers  to  in- 
terfere at  elections  were  dropped  the 
Conservatives  would  gain  ten  to  one  by 
the  change,  for  there  were  10  Conserva- 
tive Peers  to  one  Liberal.  Therefore, 
when  the  next  Session  arrived,  the  ques- 
tion would  arise  whether  they  should  any 
longer  continue  this  Sessional  Order, 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  described  as  nothing  less  than  a 
sham. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  that  his  right  hon.  Friends  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  and  the  Member 
for  Bury  had  treated  the  matter  as  being 
of  really  no  great  importance,  and  in  that 
he  agreed  with  them.  He,  however, 
should  wish  to  guard  himself  against 
going  the  lengths  of  the  doctrine  that 
ha*]  been  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen.  In  former  times,  no  doubt, 
there  had  existed  a  jealousy  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Commons  of  Peers  in- 
terfering in  Parliamentary  elecitions  ;  and 
althougfh  Peers  could  not  be  summoned 
at  the  i^ar  of  the  House,  and  altlvou^\i  «^ 
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'age  to  the  House  of  XiOrds  comptwD- 
of  tlie  uouduct  of  their  Members 
,lit  be  illui^or^,  the  House  of  CommoDs 
Jiivs  goue  by  hud  complete  uoulrol  of 
i  matter  in  their  owu  bauds,  because 
.cy  (iGtermined,  through  their  Election 
ommittccH,  whether  «u  election  was  a 
,'ood  or  H  bftd  one.  There  might  he  a 
luestioii  whether  au  Election  I'etitiou 
could  not  even  uow  l>e  presented  against 
au  clcutiou,  iu  case  of  a  Peer  having 
exerctHcd  direct  ioflueuce  over  an  elec- 
tion. Ho  regarded  Lord  Kuscbcry's 
speech  at  Edinburgh  as  perfectly  im- 
matcriEil  ;  but  if  the  uoble  Earl  had  goue 
into  the  Lcitb  Burghs  and  had  appeared 
upon  the  platform  side  hj  side  with  Mr, 
Munru-Fergusou  during  the  election,  and 
had  iiindc  a  speech,  that  would  have  been 
uD  iulerfcreuce  with  the  election  which, 
in  the  event  of  Mr.  Muuro- Ferguson 
being  returned,  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  iu  the  old  days  might  have 
held  justified  them  in  setting  aside  the 
election.  In  these  circumstances,  the 
House  onght  not  too  jhastilj  to  give  up 
the  power  which  they  possessed  in  this 
matter,  for  the  Courts  of  Law,  followiug 
the  old  Common  Law  doctrine  of  the 
ineligibility  of  I'eera  to  interfere  in  elec- 
tions, might  void  au  election  so  affected. 
Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  said,  he 
hailed  with  pleasure  the  statement  of  the 
right  hoo.  G-entleuian  the  Member  for 
Bodmiu,  that  there  wasaprotectiou  in  the 
Common  Law  agiiiust  the  iulorfereuce  of 
Peers  in  eleclious.  He  did  not  intend  to 
press  his  Motion. 

•Mr.  KEARLEY  (Devouport)  said, 
that  mention  hud  been  modeof  the  historic 
occasion  ou  which  Lord  Beacoosfield 
addressed  the  Agricultural  AsHociatiou 
of  Bucks.  He  happened  to  have  been 
present  at  the  dinner,  ami  he  would  tell 
the  House  what  oceiirrod  there.  It  was 
perfectly  correct  to  say  that  the  Member 
for  the  county,  Mr.  Lambert,  was  in  the 
ohair ;  but  in  his  opening  remarks  he 
said  it  was  the  practice  to  exclude  poli- 
tical matters  on  such  occasions,  and  he 
hoped  that  (hat  pnKlice  would  be 
observed  ou  that  occajtiou.  Lord  Car- 
rington  replie<l  to  the  toast  uf  the  Houhc 
of  Lords,  and  udherctl  most  sirictly  to 
the  rule  excluding  politics  from  (he 
diirncrso!  ihc  .VgrJcnlturalSociety.  I^ater 
on  (he  IoH^<t  of  the  Prime  Minister  was 
given,  nud  Lord  IteiicousKeld  replic-d.  He 
' "  would  <-cr(aiDlv    not    bre*k  the 


rule  by  iutroductng  politics,  anu  4.. 
sure  the  company  did  iiot  wish  him  to 
break  it.  At  that  there  was  much  cheering, 
and  Lord  Besconsfield  asked,  did  the 
cheering  indicate  that  the  company  desired 
him  to  talk  about  politics,  which  was 
replied  to  by  still  louder  cheering.  Lord 
Beaconafield  then  proceeded  to  deal  with 
political  topics  ;  and  if  Lord  Carrington's 
features  were  any  BTidence  of  his  feelings^ 
he  certainly  regarded  Lord  Beaconsfield's 
action  as  a  breach  of  the  ruling  of  the 
ciiAirmaa. 

Question  put,  aud  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  Does  the 
Governmeut  intend  to  do  anything  about 
the  Standing  Order  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
If  the  House  passes  to  the  Orders  of  the 
Day,  that  expresses  the  opinion  of  the 
House  ou  the  matter. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  it  does 
not. 

Resolved,  That  this  House  do  now 
proceed  with  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEB. 
Order  for  Committee  read- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair." 

QOVKKNUEKT    EMPLOYfiS     IN    IHE 

DOCKYARDS.— RE80LDTI0S. 
•Mr.  KEARLEY  (Dovonport)  rose  to 


liojal  Uockyanli;  nnij  other  naval  establish- 
ncntH  wnp.-)!  ciiuivalciit  to  tlie  TniHea  Union 
ratm  of  waf^iw  ns  arc  ^nerally  nrcepted  m 
current  in  each  Irailc,  either  of  the  district 
or  of  ilistricls,  where  the  wurk  [icrfurmed  it  of 
auali^uB  character." 

In  moving  that  Amendment  it  would  be 
necessary  at  the  outset  that  he  should 
refer  to  the  Amendment  which  was 
moved  on  the  correapoudiug  occasion  las' 
year  by  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  th 
Member  for  the  University  of  Can 
bridge  Tlutt  Amendment  was  accept* 
by  the  Goverum^nl,  and  had  it  been  t 
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mioifltered  in  the  spirit  in  which  they 
were  Jed  to  think  it  would  be,  his  Motion 
would  DOC  to-day  have  l)een  uecessary. 
That  AmendineDt  provided  that — 

**Nopenon  should,  in  Her  Majesty's  naval 
ertablishments,  be  engaged  at  wages  insufficient 
for  a  proper  maiDtenance,  and  that  the  condi- 
tions of  labour  as  regards  huurs^  wages,  in- 
sonnce  against  accident,  provision  for  old  age, 
tc.,  sboold  be  such  as  to  afford  an  example  to 
prirate  employers  throughout  the  country." 

The  Goverumeut,  when  accepting  that 
Amendment,  clearly  defined  their  position, 
md  he  would  quote  from  the  speech  of 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Minister 
for  War,  who  was  the  mouthpiece  of  the 
Government  on  that  occasion.  He 
nid — 

**  With  reganl  to  the  question  of  setting  an 
eumple,  we  mean  the  Government  should  show 
tkanselves  to  be  amongst  the  best  employers  in 
the  country," 

iodthat — 

"They  should  be  in  the  first  flight  of  em- 
ployers." 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 

'^I  aooe;)t  in  the  fullest  sense  the  principle 
tltt  the  terms  of  Government  employment 
Aoiild  be  beyond  reproach." 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
InorB,  he  had  very  little  to  say,  as  he 
uderstood  the  Government  had  prac- 
tiddly  decided  to  concede  in  the  naval 
ttttblishments,  as  well  as  in  the  military 
Cit&blishments,  a  48  hours  week ;  but  it 
Vis  with  regard  to  wages  he  wished  to 
Address  his  remarks  more  especially.  lie 
Bsderstood  the  declaration  of  the  Govcru- 
Bent,  through  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
^ar,  to  mean  Trades  Union  wages.  During 
tbe  Debate  several  speakers  defined,  or 
expressed  it  as  being  their  opinion,  that 
tlttt  would  be  the  necessary  corollary. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  intro- 
duced the  Amendment  also  made  it  plain 
tlttt  that  would  be  the  natural  result ; 
ud although  some  of  them  at  the  time  took 
exceptiou  to  the  wonling  of  the  right 
1h>d.  Gentleman^s  Amendment,  yet,  after 
^  expression  of  the  intention  of 
^€  Government  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  they  felt  that  there  was 
00  doubt  as  to  what  the  e£fect  would  be. 
He  would  like  to  refer,  in  passing,  to  a 
l^v  reasons  which  he  thought  would 
justify  him  in  requiring  that  the  Goveru- 
^Qt  should  grant  Trades  Union  rates 
^^  pay  io  their  naval  establishments, 
"e  did  not  know  that  he  was  correct  in 


assuming  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Poplar,  in  the  Motion  which 
he  moved,  and  which  was  unanimously 
accepted  by  the  House  in  1891,  meant  to 
convey  that  the  Government  should  pay 
the  Trades  Union  rate  of  wages,  but  it 
certainly  laid  down  that  the  Government 
contractors  should  pay  rates  of  wages 
which  before  then  they  had  not  been  in 
the  habit  of  paying.  The  London 
County  Council,  at  the  outset  of  its 
career,  endeavoured  to  grapple  with  the 
question  of  wages,  and  they  at  first  laid 
down  that  *^  fair  wages  ''  should  be  paid. 
But  they  soon  found  out  that  their  con- 
tractors managed  to  evade  the  paying  of 
just  wages,  and,  therefore,  they  resorted 
to  the  expedient  of  making  a  definite 
condition  in  all  their  contracts  that  con- 
tractors should  pay  the  Trades  Union 
rate  of  wages.  But  they  went  further, 
for  they  drew  up  a  schedule  of  rates 
which  should  prevail  within  a  radius  of 
20  miles  of  Chariug  Cross.  Every  con- 
tractor who  undertook  work  under  the 
Council  was  bound  to  specify  that  he 
intended  to  maintain  these  rates,  which 
were  the  Trades  Union  rates  of  pay. 
He  had  only  to  refer,  to  show  the 
feeling  throughout  the  country  on  this 
matter,  to  the  resolutions  which  had 
l)een  passed  unanimously  at  the  last  two 
Trades  Union  Congresses ;  at  the  one  held 
in  Glasgow,  and,  more  recently,  the  one 
at  Belfast.  There  were  other  reasons. 
The  first  was  that  the  Government 
itself  was  the  largest  employer  of  labour 
in  the  laud,  its  employmeut  amounting, 
approximately,  to  250,000  employes^  and 
it,  therefore,  should  set  a  good  example. 
Secondly,  the  Government  was  not  sub- 
ject to  the  competitlou  of  private  em- 
ployers. He  was  quite  aware  that  it 
had  to  conserve  the  interests  of  the  tax- 
payers, but  it  was  not  subject  to  that 
pressing  competition,  which  might  be 
some  sort  of  excuse  to  a  private  em- 
ployer for  not  giving  the  fullest  and 
most  liberal  wages.  Then  there  was 
another  reason.  The  Government  ex- 
ercised, naturally,  over  its  employes  a 
greater  amount  of  dominance  than  could 
a  private  employer,  and  where  the 
dominance  was  greater  so  there  should 
be  the  consideration  a'so  greater. 
Further  than  these  reasons,  the  working 
classes  were  in  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment setting  a  good  example,  and,  as 
they    were    the    largest  taxpayers,  that 
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should  remove  any  hesitaucy  that  the 
Government  might  feel  in  coming  to  a 
decision  favourable  to  the  terms  of  his 
Amendment.  In  due  course,  after  the 
declaration  of  the  Government,  they  had 
a  scheme  presented  to  them  which  was 
intended  to  fulfil  the  undertaking  they 
gave  on  that  occasion,  and  he  would  like 
to  thank  them  for  what  they  had  done 
and  the  concessions  thev  had  made,  but 
he  was  sorry  not  to  be  able  to  congratu- 
late them  on  having  carried  out  to  the 
full  the  undertaking  they  gave  a  year 
ago  on  an  occasion  similar  to  the  present. 
When  the  scheme  was  presented  to  them 
there  was  a  long  Debate  in  the  House  on  it, 
and  the  general  consensus  of  opinion  was 
that  it  did  not  satisfy  the  conditions 
of  the  right  ihon.  Gentleman^s  Amend- 
ment ;  and,  whatever  it  might  have  done, 
it  certainly  did  not  satisfy  those  laid  down 
by  him  as  regarded  wages.  Several  of 
the  Members  who  took  part  in  that 
Debate  gave  expression  to  the  opinion 
that  the  only  solution  for  the  discontent 
that  prevailed  was  to  introduce  Trade 
Union  wages.  That  opinion  was  not  con- 
fined to  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  He  might  mention  amongst  these 
Members  the  Member  for  Preston,  who 
expressed  himself  in  favour  of  Trades 
Union  rates  of  wages,  subject  to  notice 
being  taken  of  the  privileges  which  Go- 
vernment employes  possessed. 

Mu.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  what 
he  did  say  was  that  he  was  willing 
that  the  Trades  Union  system  should  be 
adopted,  but  that  the  Motion  did  not  pro- 
vide for  the  privileges  of  Government 
employes  being  taken  into  consideration. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  pointed  out  that  his 
Amendment  provided  for  that.  He  only 
asked  that  these  men  should  receive  an 
equivalent  of  the  Trades  Union  wages. 
But  there  were  other  hon.  Members  oh 
the  other  side  who  expressed  themselves 
favourable  to  the  Trades  Union  wasres. 
Amongst  them  he  might  mention  the 
hon.  Member  for  Belfast,  who  was  so 
largely  connected  with  the  shipbuilding 
industry,  and  who  was  so  great  an 
aathority  on  the  subject.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
claimed  that  the  various  rates  of  pay 
had  been  fixed  in  accordance  with  local 
rates.  He  took  exception  to  that,  and 
he  thought  he  succeeded  in  proving  that 
in  many  cases  no  local  comparison  could 
ixi  made,  and  that,  moreover,  where  there 

Jfr.  Kearleif 


were  Trades  Union  rates  in  a  locality  they 
were  considerably  higher  than  those  paid 
inside  the  yards.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Civil  Lord  claimed  that  the  Government, 
with  the  assistance  of  a  DcpartmeDtai 
Committee,  had  fixed  the  rates  of  pay  on 
the  basis  of  local  comparison,  and  that  they 
had  the  advantage  of  the  services  of  Mr. 
Burnett,  the  Labour  Correspondent  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  (Mr.  Kearley)  had 
taken  exception  to  the  composition  of 
that  Committee  ;  and  he  said  that  while 
Mr.  Burnett  was  no  doubt  a  sympathetic 
member  in  the  interests  of  labour,  the 
rest  of  the  Committee  was  composed  of 
Admiral  Superintendents,  StafiT  Captains, 
and  Admiralty  private  secretaries,  and 
was  not  a  fair  tribunal  to  make  in- 
quiries, but  that  it  should  have  included 
certainly  some  represen^tives  of  this 
House  and  of  the  men  themselves,  so  that 
they  might  have  been  able  to  clear  up  any 
of  the  points  which  must  have  been  raised 
during  the  inquiry.  At  the  end  of  the 
Debate  the  Civil  Lord  promised  to 
receive  any  information  or  evidence 
that  he  (Mr.  Kearley)  might  be 
able  to  lay  before  him.  They  laid 
information  before  him,  but  they 
had  no  evidence  that  that  infor- 
mation had  any  influence  on  the  decision 
of  the  Admiralty  towards  enabling  them 
to  arrive  at  what  they  desired — namely, 
the  Trades  L^nion  rate  of  wages.  It  was 
in  the  interest  of  the  Government  that 
this  continual  agitation  should  be  avoided. 
Its  cessation  would  have  the  effect  of 
a  saving  of  Parliamentary  time,  and, 
in  addition,  it  would  serve  the  country 
very  largely  by  making  the  workmeui 
more  contented.  The  service  of  tbe 
State  won  Id  1)e  more  attractive,  an^ 
the  Government  would  then  sweep  in^o 
their  employment  the  very  cream  of  tlie 
workmen  of  the  country.  He  would 
like  to  give  some  details  of  the  rates 
of  pay  prevailing,  in  order  to  support 
his  contention.  It  was  arranged  under 
the  new  scheme  that  the  unskilled 
labourers  should  receive  a  minimum  wage 
of  19s.  per  week.  He  would  not  dilate 
upon  the  probational  periods  which  were 
complained  of,  as  he  understood  they  htd 
been  abolished.  But,  as  regarded  psjy 
it  was  decided  that  at  the  establishments 
at  Woolwich  and  Deptford  the  rate  of 
wages  should  be  20s.  a  week  in  considen^ 
tion  of  the  rent  conditions   there   being 


altogether  difiTerent  f  rom  anything  in  other 
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parts  of  the  country  where  the  Govern- 
ineQt  had  establishments.  He  was  not 
going  to  complain  that  the  20s.  at  Dept- 
ford  and  Woolwich  was  too  much  ;  but 
when  they  were  told,  as  they  were  told, 
by  the  Civil  Lord  that  this  decision  was 
made  on  account  of  the  rent  conditions 
prevailing  there,  he  thought  he  was 
follj  entitled  to  prove  that  the  rent 
conditions  which  prevailed  at  Devon- 
port  were  altogether  worse  than  those 
▼hich  existed  at  Deptford  and  Wool- 
wieh.  The  right  hou.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Forwood)  smiled.  He  knew  he  was 
aeeptical  about  this  ;  but  he  would  not 
aik  the  Committee  to  take  his  bare  word 
on  the  subject.  He  would  read  an  extract 
faoa  the  Census  Returns  which  were 
piUiibed  quite  recently.  Under  the 
heMiing  of  ^'  Percentage  of  Population  in 
Overcrowded  Tenements  "  the  Report 
foiDted  out  the  highest  and  lowest  per- 
mtaged  respectively.  In  Gateshead 
the  percentage  was  40*7  ;  Newcastle-on- 
TjBe,  35-8  ;  Sunderland,  32-85  ;  and 
fourth  on  the  list  of  the  towns  of  England 
«iw  Plymouth  with  26*27.  Plymouth, 
ifeoiir8e,as  the  House  was  aware,  included 
Dwonport.  At  the  very  bottom  of  the 
li*  was  Portsmouth  with  1*74.  The 
ficport  made  special  observations  on  the 
tference  between  two  such  apparently 
liinilar  towns  as  Portsmouth  and  Ply- 
Moth,  and  said  that  possibly  local  kuow- 
Uge  might  account  for  the  difference. 
The  explanation  was  the  system  of  land 
teoate,  which  at  Devouport  was  such  tiiat 
die  bnik  of  the  houses  were  let  iu 
*ttkly  tenements,  which  were  densely 
<^rowded,  as  many  as  12  families 
Kring  io  a  single  house.  The  Cen- 
w«  Returns  went  on  to  give  the 
•uunber  of  tenements  of  less  than  five 
'ooms,  and,  according  to  this,  the 
^ndition  of  Devouport  was  worse  than 
Won.  In  all  England  and  Wales 
^ere  were  47  per  1,000  dwellings  of 
^  room  only.  In  Loudon  there 
Jere  184  per  1,000  of  this  class,  while 
^Ijmouth  had  no  less  than  244  per  1,000, 
being  the  only  large  town  in  England 
^th  a  higher  ratio  than  London.  This 
F^ved  that  the  rent  conditions  in  Devon- 
poit  were  such  as  entitled  the  men  to,  at 
^  events,  the  same  consideration  as  was 
given  to  the  men  at  Woolwich  and  Dcpt- 
'<>id.  Then  he  came  to  the  local  rate  of 
^Ages  as  the  standard.  Deptford,  as  a 
■Matter  of  fact,   was    the  geographical 


centre  of  London,  and  he  was  informed 
that  the  employers  in  London  paid  6d. 
per  hour,  while  the  London  County 
Council  paid  a  minimum  rate  of  24s^  per 
week  ;  therefore,  if  they  were  to  be 
governed  by  local  considerations,  the  rate 
at  Deptford  should  be  about  24s.  per 
week,  but  it  was  fixed  by  the  Govern- 
ment at  20s.  per  week  for  unskilled 
labour.  At  Devouport  the  rate  as  fixed 
between  the  Master  Builders  Associa- 
tion and  the  labourers  was  od^  per  hour, 
which,  at  54  hours  per  week,  gave  about 
22s.  6d.  per  week.  This  reduced  to  dock- 
yard hours — namely,  51  hours — would 
mean  21s.  per  week.  Without  going 
into  detail,  he  might  say  that  the  recent 
Annual  Ke})ort  of  the  Medical  Officer  at 
Devouport  as  to  overcrowding  and  the 
insanitary  conditions  which  prevailed 
was  very  unpleasant  reading.  There 
was  a  large  body  of  men  engaged  in 
the  dockyards,  who  were  described 
as  skilled  labourers,  who  were  engaged 
at  such  work  as  ri  vetting,  iron 
casting,  drilling,  &c.,  and  who,  if  they 
were  employed  in  private  yards,  would  be 
classified  by  trades.  The  standard  rate 
of  wages  for  these  men  was  21s.  a  week, 
and  there  was  introiluced  among  chem  the 
objectionable  probation  period.  For  one 
year  the  men  were  probationers,  and  only 
receiveil  20s.  a  week  instetid  of  21s.  It  was 
stated  that  the  rate  of  pay  to  skilled 
labourers  rose  by  a  graduated  scale  from 
21s.  to  27s.  per  week,  but,  if  they  ex- 
amined the  true  facts,  what  did  they 
find  ?  They  found  that  no  less  than 
75  per  cent,  were  iu  receipt  of  wages  at 
the  rate  of  228.  per  week  and  under. 
As  an  illustration  of  the  wav  in  which 
skilled  labourers  were  treated,  he  held  in 
his  hand  a  specimen  of  the  work  per- 
formed by  one  of  these  so-called  skilled 
labourers  at  Devouport,  who  was  engaged 
in  setting  up  from  manuscript  and  ma- 
chining the  printed  instructions  put  on 
ammunition  cases.  lie  not  only  set  up 
type  from  manuscript,  but  made  ready 
the  machines  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Kearley) 
did  not  know  that  he  could  give  a  more 
forcible  argument  than  that  as  to  the 
unfair  rate  of  payment  of  these  men 
employed  under  the  term  of  ''  skilled 
labourers."  The  Trades  Union  rate  of  pay 
in  the  locality  for  this  work  was  30.s.  per 
week.  In  London  it  was  38s.  What  he 
contended  was  that  these  men  should 
enjoy  a  minimum  rate  of  6d.  per   hovxi.. 
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Before  going  into  the  quest ioD  of  the 
mechaDicd*  wages,  he  would  once  more 
refer  to  the  question  that  had  been 
debated  at  great  length  on  many 
occasions  in  the  House,  and  which,  he 
was  sure,  interested  manj  hon.  Gentle- 
men, and  that  was  the  subject  of 
classification  in  the  dockyards.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  late  Solicitor  General  (Sir  E.  Clarke) 
would  bear  his  testimony  as  to  the  appre- 
hensions of  the  men  in  regard  to  the 
amended  scheme  which  had  been  set  up  by 
the  Government,  and  which  professed  to 
abolish  the  detestable  system  of  classi- 
fication. The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, in  dealing  with  the  question  of 
classification,  had  made  some  very  strong 
remarks ;  and  if  he  (Mr.  Kearley)  read  a 
few  of  these  to  the  House,  he  should  be 
able  to  put  before  the  Committee  in  a 
nutshell  what  classification  was,  and  the 
feeling  that  existed  in  relation  to  it 
amongst  the  workmen.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said — 

"  I  come  now  to  the  second  great  ques- 
tion with  which  we  have  to  deal.  I  allude  to 
the  burning,  and  I  may  say  blazinjf,  question  of 
classification.  *  I  do  not  know  if  hon.  Members 
know  what  classification  is.  Chissification  means 
that  members  of  a  trade  are  sulj-dividetl  into 
classes,  and  receive  different  rates  of  wages,  the 
selection  and  classification  being  made  by  the 
dockyanl  officials  on  the  grounds  of  economy, 
ability,  and  service.  Mr.  Forwood,  in  1891, 
intro<luccd  the  system  into  certain  trades  in 
which  it  was  previously  unknown,  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  never  have  anticipated 
the  effect  which  it  would  produce.  The  outcry 
against  the  system  was  instantaneous,  and  it 
had  been  continuous.  The  objections  made 
are,  that  men  employed  on  ])recisely  the  same 
work,  and  pro<lucing  precisely  the  same  results, 
get  different  rat€s  of  wages.  Tliey  say  it  may 
be  that  a  Ixjtter  man,  producing  better  results, 
gets  the  lowest  rate  of  wages,  whilst  an  inferior 
man,  pro<lucing  inferior  results,  obtains  the 
higher  rate.  The  men  say  that  the  system 
opens  the  door  to  favouritism  on  the  part  of 
the  Superintendents,  and,  of  course,  the  mere 
suggestion  of  such  a  thing  is  most  objection- 
able. They  say  there  is  no  system  of  the 
kind  in  similar  trailes  in  private  yards. 
In  my  opinion,  there  is  a  substantial  justifica- 
tion for  the  line  these  men  have  taken.  And 
over  and  above  everything  else  you  have  this 
fact :  that  the  men  are  prejudiced  against  the 
system  of  payment,  and  are  utterly  discon- 
tented with  it.  If  you  are  going  to  have  peace  in 
the  dockyartls  you  must  do  away  with  the  sys- 
tem of  classification.  However  perfect  the 
theoretical  system  may  be,  there  is  no  good  in 
forcing  even  the  most  perfect  theoretical  system 
down  the  tliroats  of  men.  We  have,  therefore, 
<iecided  to  put  an  end  to  the  system  of  classifi- 
caiion/' 

Mr.  Kearley 


That  was  a  very  good  decision  if  it  had 
been  acted  upon  ;  but  the  Government 
had  not  only  not  abolished  classification, 
they  had  revived  it  in  many  ways,  and 
had  allowed  all  the  glaring  inequalities  to 
continue  to  exist.  He  would  give  them  one 
illustration.  The  most  powerful  trade  in 
the  yard,  numerically  speaking,  was  that 
of  shipwrights.  Under  the  present  system 
the  established  shipwrights  had  four 
rates  of  pay — 31s.,  d2s.,  32s.  6d.,  and  dds. 
Under  the  new  scheme  which  came  into 
operation  in  April,  which  professed  to 
abolish  classification,  32s.  was  put  as  the 
standard  to  which  all  men  below  it  were 
to  be  raised.  But  new  men  coming  in 
were  not  put  on  the  establishment  at  328. 
— the  standard  rate— but  for  some  reason 
which  he  could  not  fathom  they  were  put 
on  the  establishment  at  31s.  6d.  per  week. 
Thus  there  would  be  two  rate^  of  pay. 
But,  in  addition  to  this,  there  were  many 
who  would  be  in  receipt  of  rates  of  pay 
higher  than  the  standard,  and  it  had  been 
decided  that  those  who  were  in  the 
enjoyment  of  higher  rates  than  the 
standard  should  continue  to  enjoy  them. 
The  result  was,  that  there  would  be  two 
more  rates— one  32s.  6d.  and  the  other 
33s. ;  therefore,  we  had  arrived  at  this 
result — that  the  upshot  of  the  agitation 
was  that  the  Government  declared  that 
they  had  abolished  classification;  bat 
when  the  facts  were  analysed,  it  was 
found  that  there  were  four  rates  of  pay, 
and  so  the  outcome  was  practically  the 
same.  Precisely  the  same  thing  applied 
to  the  hired  men,  with  the  exception  that 
whereas  in  their  case  there  were  at 
present  four  rates  of  pay,  in  the  future 
there  would  continue  to  be  three  rates, 
and  so  all  the  old  objections  would  re- 
main in  free  force.  What  the  meo^ 
claimed  was  clearly  expressed  by  hi^ 
hon.  Friend's  statement — 

"  That  as  they  were  members  of  the  same  Xxvkjm. 
they  should  be  in  the  enjoyment  of  the 
rates  of  pay." 


Every  one  of  these  men  had  served 
apprenticeship  of  at  least  seven  years,  a 
every  single  man  had  had  to  pass,  to  tli6 
satisfaction  of  the  Government  officialfly 
a   practical   examination    and    practiosl 
test  with  his  tools  before  he  was  allowai 
to  be  enrolled  at  all  in  the  Government 
service.  Now  he  would  say  a  few  wordf 
with  regard  to  the  justice  of  the  rates  of 
pay.     The  Trades  Union  average  for  thft 
past  10  years  for  shipwrights  in  Trades 
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Union  jards    where    Government  con- 
tracts were  executed,  working  54  hours 
a  week,  was  378.  6d.,  and  those  figures 
worked  out  at    51    hours,  which    were 
dockjanl     houts,    at      358.      6d.      per 
week  in  the  Government  establishments. 
Instead  of  that,  the  average  paid  during 
the  whole  of  the  10  jears  to  established 
shipwrights  in  Her  Majesty's  yards  had 
been  at  the  rate  of  30s.  6d.  a  week.  And 
seeing  the  very  large  divergence  between 
the  rates  of  pay  current  in  private  yards, 
where  precisely  the  same  work  was  going 
on  and  where  Government  ships  were 
being    built    by     contract,    he     would 
point   out  it  was   scarcely  a  fair  com- 
puison  to   make   between    shipwrights 
in  the  Government  employment  and  ship- 
wrights in  private  yards,  for  this  reason 
— that  the  men  employed  by   Goveru- 
menthad  not  to  work  in  wood  alone,  but  to 
•dapt  themselves  to  the  new  conditions, 
and  work  in  iron  as  well  as  wood.     In 
prirate   yards    the   shipwright    was    a 
worker  in  wood  alone,  those  men  who 
were  workers  in  iron  being  termed  iron- 
shipbuilders,  and  having  a  much  higher 
lite  of  pay.     The  same  thing  applied  to 
shipjoiners.     The  Trades  Union  rates  for 
dkipjoiners  throughout  the  country  was 
sofetaotially  the  same  as  shipwrights.  But 
doring  the  past  10  years  the  Government 
workmen  had  been  in  receipt  of  298. 6d.  per 
▼eek.    He  took  occasion,  a  week  or  two 
•go,  to  make   a   trip  round  to  several 
dockyards,  and  took  the  opportunity   to 
inspect  the  quality  of  the  work  done  by 
joiners  in  Government  employment.    He 
ttust  say  it  was  work  of  a  very  high 
character,  and  he  failed  to  see  why  its 
ulue  should   not    be    recognised.     He 
Doticed    that     they    were    engaged    in 
panelling     expensive     woods,    and     in 
carving  in    the    Admiral's    and    Corn- 
Binder's  saloons,  also   in   turning    out 
Ubleg,    chairs,    sideboards,    and     other 
vticles    in    an  excellent  manner.      He 
W  stronger  arguments  to  urge,  if  neces- 
sary, against  their  existing  rate  of  pay. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  urged  that  in  all  cases 
local  rates  of  pay  were  always  taken  into 
^consideration.     He  failed    to    sec    why 
tliese  men  should  not  be  entitled  to  re- 
ceive a  wage  equivalent  to  that  prevail- 
ing in  private  yards  where  precisely  the 
ttme  work  was  carried  on,  but  the  local 
ite  of  pay  of  joiners  employed  in  the 
baiJding  trade  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Devonport  and  Poxtsmouth  was  7id.  per 


hour.  That  was  the  Trades  Union  rate 
of  pay  for  54  hours  per  week.  This  would 
give  at  dockyard  hours  31s.  6d.  per  week, 
but  the  Government  men  only  received 

29s.  There  were  mauv  trades  where  there 

ft 

were  no  local  rates,  and  for  these  men  he 
urged  there  should  be  a  comparison  drawn 
as  to  the  rate  of  pay  prevailing  in  the 
districts,  where  work  of  an  analagous 
character  was  performed,  so  that  they 
should  have  a  rate  equivalent  to  the 
work  they  did.  But  there  were  other 
trades  strictly  local  in  character  which 
he  would  quote.  The  local  Trades 
Union  rate  of  pay  for  carpenters 
was  32s.  per  week,  computed  on  a 
basis  of  51  hours  per  week.  The 
carpenters  in  the  works  department  got 
a  rate  of  pay  ranging  from  22s.  to  27s. 
a  week.  Take  masons,  again — precisely 
the  same  thing  applied.  The  Trades 
Union  rate  of  wages  for  masons  was 
32s.  per  week.  The  rate  of  pay  in  the 
works  department  ranged  from  22s.  to  278. 
per  week.  He  might  go  on  to  mention 
many  other  trades,  but  he  thought  he  had 
spoken  enough  to  prove  his  contention  that 
the  rates  of  pay  in  the  dockyards  did  not 
compare  with  the  rates  of  pay  prevailing 
in  the  localities,  and  that  the  rates  of 
pay  for  men  where  there  was  no  local 
comparison  did  not  compare  with  the 
Trades  Union  rates  in  the  shipbuilding 
yards  where  Government  work  was  put 
out  to  contract.  Now,  he  wanted  to 
make  one  or  two  observations  with  re- 
gard to  the  systems  which  prevailed  in 
Government  dockyards.  These  systems 
would  not  be  tolerated  by  any  Trades 
Union  body  of  men  in  private  yards. 
In  the  first  place,  men  were  called  upon 
to  work  on  piece  work,  but  it  would  be 
scarcely  credited  that  these  men  had  no 
knowledge  whatever  of  the  prices  at 
which  their  work  was  assessed  and 
valued.  He  had  noticed  in  the  Govern- 
ment statement  that  for  the  future 
this  was  to  be  abolished.  It  had  been 
protested  against  year  after  year,  but  men 
were  still  forced  to  work  on  terms  and 
scales  of  pay  which  were  concealed  from 
them  altogether.  He  had  stated  all  this 
to  his  hon.  Friend,  who  said  it  should  be 
altered  at  once.  The  hon.  Member  said 
that  seven  months  ago,  but  it  had  not 
been  altered  yet.  One  would  have 
thought  that  the  Government  would 
have  taken  immediate  steps  to  have  had 
this  simple  act  of  justice  done  to  \\i^\^ 
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own  employes.  But  he  was  satisfied 
by  his  hon.  Friend^s  statement,  that  in  the 
future  there  would  bo  no  further  cause  for 
comphiint.  Then  there  was  the  system  of 
check  measurement,  which  was  this : 
men  were  compelled  to  work  at  piece- 
work rates  of  speed,  but  were  not  paid 
at  the  piecework  rates  of  pay.  They 
were  harassed  by  the  measurer  per- 
petually coming  round  and  taking  stock 
of  their  work,  and,  after  all  this,  it  fre- 
quently happened  that  at  the  end  of  the 
week,  instead  of  keeping  up  their  weekly 
standard  rate  of  pay,  they  were  what 
was  called  ''  checked,^*  and  had  to 
accept  several  shillings  less  than  their 
standard  rate  of  pay.  He  had  become  a 
convert  to  the  view  that  piecework  in 
Government  establishments  ought  to  be 
discontinued.  [Cne*©/ "  Why  ?"]  He 
would  tell  them  why.  At  the  present 
moment  there  were  mechanics  in  many 
yards  working  at  piecework.  Of  course, 
they  put  forth  a  supreme  effort,  en- 
couraged by  the  prospect  of  earning  more 
money,  but  the  labourers,  who  by  reason 
of  the  scanty  pay  they  received  could 
not  have  too  much  stamina,  were 
on  day  pay.  These  day  labourers,  who 
had  to  wait  upon  these  mechanics  and 
could  not  feed  themselves  very  highly  on  a 
wage  of  19s.  a  week,  were  expected  to 
work,  if  he  might  use  the  expression,^'  full 
steam  ahead,"  but  they  were  not  entitled 
to  receive  any  additional  benefit  for  their 
enhanced  energy.  Then  there  was  the 
question  of  systematic  overtime.  The 
latest  statement  which  had  been  put 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  if  he 
might  say  so,  was  very  ingeniously 
contrived  in  view  of  the  charges  which 
had  recently  taken  place.  It  promised 
the  rectification  of  many  of  these  abuses 
of  which  they  had  complained.  It  said 
that— 

"  Pressure  is  to  be  met,when  practicable,  by 
entering  additional  men,  and  by  employing 
night  shifts  in  preference  to  resorting  to 
overtime." 

That  decision  had  been  arrived  at  at  a  very 
significant  moment.  Over  and  over  again 
they  had  contended  that  the  systematic 
overtime  which  had  been  worked  for  the 
past  two  or  three  years  was  discreditable  to 
the  Government  and  most  hurtful  to  the 
health  of  the  men.  The  constitutions  of 
the  men  were  being  wrecked  and  shat- 
tered by  the  fearfully  long  hours  they 
irerc  working.  And  all  the  while  thos^  men 

Jifr.  Kearley 


were  being  compelled  to  work  time  and  a- 
half  or  time  and  three-quarters  they  had 
thousands  of  men  in   the  country   who 
were    unemployed    and    were    starving 
for    the    want    of   work,   and   yet    the 
Government     had     not     opened     their 
doors      to       take       in      a       sufficient 
number    of    workmen    to    perform    the 
vast   accumulation   of    work    on    hand. 
It   was   not   a   question   of    mere    tem- 
porary pressure.    It  had  been  going  on  for 
the  last  two  or  three  years,  and  from  his 
knowledge  of  the  dockyards  he  was  per- 
fectly well  aware  that  the  torpedo  and 
machine   shops  would   be   compelled   to 
continue  working  overtime  unless  better 
machinery    were    introduced    and    more 
men  employed  in  the  works.     He  there- 
fore   entered    his    protest   against    this 
system  of  overtime,  and  unless  his  hon. 
Friends  would  give  some  assurance  that 
they  really  meant  what  they  said  in  their 
statement,  it  would  be  found  when  next 
year  came  round  that  overtime  was  still 
existing  as  it  had  been  for  the  last  two 
or   three   years.     His    hon.   Friend    the 
Member  for  Preston  had  made  a  remark 
just  now   as   to  how   he  would  regard 
Trades   Union   rates   of   pay,   and    had 
referred  to  the  privileges  of  the  Govern- 
ment employes.     With   regard  to  those 
privileges,  25  per  cent,  of  the  men  were 
receiving  pensions,  and  each   man  gave 
from  his  wages  what  was  computed  as 
being  equivalent  to  half  the  amount  of 
the  pension  provided  by  the  Government. 
The  ''  establishment,^'  as  it  was  called, 
was   not  brought   into  existence  at   the 
request  of  the  men,  but  because  the  Go- 
vernment wanted  to  make  sure  that  iik 
time  of  war  or  difficulty  it  woidd  have  a^ 
firm  control  over  a  certain  set  of  men  ic^ 
its  employment.     But,  whatever  the  ad — 
vantages    of    Government    employmea.'^ 
were,   he    contended    that    they    should 
be  actuarially  computed  and  their  exac^t 
value     ascertained.      His     AmendmeKiA 
simply  asked   that,  after   having   taken 
into    consideration    the    value   of    thesd 
privileges,     then     the     Trades     Unioo 
rates    of     wages    should     prevail.      Itt 
addition  to  pensions,  the  men  had  foiu* 
days'  holiday — Good  Friday,  ChristmM 
Day,  Coronation  Day,  and  Queen's  Birth-  , 
day — but  they  were  not  worth  anythiof 
more  than  6d.  per   week.     Then,  as  ^ 
hurt  pay,   it  was   right  to  remind  th» 
House   that  until  the   last    Employers* 
Liability  Bill  was  before  the  House  ths   . 


1 
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Gorerument  employes  were  always  ex-  to   notices   being   put  up  in  the  shops, 

eluded  from  the  benefits  of  all  preceding  Some  of  the  minor  trades  in  the  yards 

Acta.    Naturally,  then,  it  was  necessary  were  even  worse  paid  than  the  others  in 

that  some  provision  should  be  made   to  proportion  to  the  rates  of  wages  paid  in 

compensate  those  who  suffered  injury  in  "                                                         ~ 
the  Government  service.     It  was  urged 
that  the  men  in  Government  employment 

continued  at  work  in   the   slips,   being  for  establishment  men  and  278.  a  week 
sheltered  from  the  weather,  whereas  in  |  for   hired   men  ;  whereas  he  could   not 

jdvate  yards  men  were  subject  to  suspen-  find  that  anywhere  else  riggers  were  paid 

MOD  on  account  of  bad   weather,  and  so  less   than  30s.  a  week,  even  in  Belfast, 

OD.    But  many  ships  were  now  being  where  he  understood  the  rate  of  wages 

built  outside  the  slips,  and  the  men  were  was  lower  than  in  any  other  city  in  the 


similar  trades  at  other  works.  For 
instance,  riggers,  according  to  the  Go- 
vernment scale,  were  paid  2o8.  6d.  a  week 


exposed  to  all  sorts  of  Aveather.  He  had 
Men  men  at  work  on  the  new  ship  the 
Ua^itic  the  other  day  under  those  con- 
ditioiu. 

Hi.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Omis- 
kiik)iftid,  with  extra  pay. 


United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  said,  th^ 
hon.  Member  was  entirely  mistaken  in 
saying  that. 

Mk.  E.  J.  G.  MORTON   was  sayiug 

•Id.  KEARLEY  said,  the  men  could  ^^**'  ^l'*"?,  ^f ^^»  ^^^  '*«""^'  ^^»«  ^»^^««  ^^ 
hiidly  be  expected  to  work  without  pay.  ^^'fS®«  *"  ^^*^^f,*^  ^^^«  ^^^'^^  ^^^^  ^'^^^T 
That  was  why  he  said  the  argument  was  }  ^'^^''^  ^^«?:  V'*"'  "^""^^'^  ?PT^^'..  ""^ 
lot  fair  that  the  men  continued  at  work,  i  ^^"P^'  indirectly    on    the    shipbuilding 

Take  the  case  of  the  building  of  a  battle-  I  ^^^'^^'     ^"  «^"^^  ^^  ^^^  P^''^^  '''**e^**  ^®''® 

«hip.Howlong  wasitafterthekeel  was|"P   f   ^»   **»?^   *^,^   '^'i^'   per  week.     In 

W  notil  at  least  one  deck  was  covere<l  |  ^"other  small  trade,  the  sailniakers,  the 

in?    It  was  not  right  to  urge  that  the    ^^*^^^«   P*^^   ^"    ^^^    Government  dock- 

■en  had  continuous  work  irrespective  of 

weather  in  the  Government  dockvards, 

wthat  men  in  private  yards  had  not  the 

wne  privilege.     In  conclusion,  he  desired 

to  thank    the    House   for    the    patient 

hearing  they  had  accorded  him.     He  was 

quite  aware  that  it  was  not  an  attractive 

sobject— [Admiral  Field  :  Hear,  hear  !] 

—especially  to  naval  Members,  who  had 

ues  of  their  own  to  grind. 

Adxiral  field  (Sussex,  East- 
Wne)  objected  to  any  imputation 
being  made  that  naval  officers  had  axes 
to  grind. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  hoped  the  Admi- 
^tj  would  see  its  way  to  accepting 
ois  Amendment.  If  it  were  accepted,  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  ascer- 
^n  how  the  rates  paid  in  the  Govern- 
ment dockyards  compared  with  those  in 
pHvate  yards  where  Government  work 
of  a  precisely  similar  class  was  actually 
ueing  carried  out. 

.  Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  (Devouport), 

'0  seconding  the  Resolution,  said,  after  the 

'o&g  and  exhaustive   speech   which  his 

^OD.  Friend  had  just  delivered,  he  would 

flot  trouble  the  House  long.     He  urged 

DpoD  the  Admiralty  and  upon  the  Go- 

Teroment    the    extreme    importance    of 

carrying  oat  their  promiae  with  regard 
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yards  were  2os.  Gd.  for  the  establishment 
men  and  27s.  for  the  hired  men,  and 
again,  in  com])arisou,  in  private  yards 
the  rates  ran  up  from  30s.  to  40s.  a  week. 
Passing  on  to  the  minor  skilled  trades 
classed  as  skilled  labourers,  they  had'  one 
grievance  which  his  hou.  Friend  had  not 
mentioned.  These  were  described  as 
separate  trades.  In  particular,  he 
would  mention  the  hand  -  trimmers, 
who  were  paid,  under  the  Government 
scale  of  wages,  from  20s.  to  22s.  a  week, 
whereas  the  lowest  wages  he  could  find 
paid  them  in  private  yards  was  24s.,  run- 
ning up  to  39s.  a  week.  That  was  an 
enormous  diiference,  and  was  an  instance 
of  the  result  of  minor  trades  being 
classified  as  skilled  labourers  in  the 
Government  dockyards.  For  shipwrights 
in  the  various  shipbuilding  districts  where 
the  hours  were  in  some  cases  less  than 
those  worked  in  the  Government  dock- 
yards the  least  wage  paid  was  36s.,  as 
against  33s.  for  the  hired  meu  in  the 
latter.  As  regarded  the  ordinary  labourers, 
ho  and  his  hon.  Friends  were  met  with 
the  argument,  in  comparing  rates  of 
wages,  that  rents  were  higher  in 
northern  than  iu  southern  districts. 
But  he  believed  it  was  the  case  that  in 
the  towu  of  Devouport  a  room  could  not 
be  obtained  for  less  than  4s.  6d.  a  week^ 
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That  represented  a  condition  of  things 
as  bad  as  could  be  found  even  in  London, 
and  was,  of  course,  due  to  the  abomi- 
nable system  of  land  tenure.     In  that  re- 
gard,  therefore,    he    could    assure  hon. 
Members  that  a  grievance  existed  in  that 
district  as  bad  as  could  be  found  any- 
where  in   Ireland  or   the   East   End  of 
London.     Dr.  May,  the  Medical  Officer 
of  Health,  said  in  his  Report,  speaking 
of  the  houses  of  the  working  classes,  that 
the  rents  were  far  too  high  to  admit  of 
but  one  family  occupying  them,  although 
so  planned  as  to  give  proper  accommoda- 
tion for  only  one  family  ;  and  he  went  on 
to  mention  cases  of  10  families  living  in 
a  single  house,  and  even  more  than  one 
in  a  single  room  ;  adding  that  such  habita- 
tions were  the  plague-spots  of  a  town, 
and  were  centres  of  disease.     He  further 
said  that  in  many  instances  cases  of  in- 
fectious  disQase   were   found   where  the 
patients  were  kept  in  crowded  rooms — 
cases  which  certainly  should  have  been 
isolated.     That   was   something  to  take 
into    consideration    with    the   fact  that 
wages   in   the    South    of  England  were 
commonly  lower  than  in  the  North.    But 
the  real  reason  for  the  existing  low  rate 
of  wages  among  the   ordinary  labourers 
employed  in  Government  dockyards  was 
that  they  were  mostly  pensioned  men — 
thev    had    earned     those     rewards    for 
previous   public  service.     He  wished  to 
press  on  the  House  what  he  regarded  as 
a    matter    of    extreme    importance.     It 
should  be  recognised  that  when  a  man  was 
receiving   a   pension  he    had   earned   it 
by    work    already   done  ;    and  that   the 
rate   of  wages   offered   by  the   Govern- 
ment to  those    men    in  any  subsequent 
employment     ought    not     to    be    fixed 
upon   any  scale   in   which  the  pensions 
were  taken  into  account.     That  was  a 
matter  of  extreme  importance   to  the  in- 
habitants of  whole  districts,  because  the 
fact  of  men  having  received  only  16s.  6d. 
a  week  as  labourers  and  now  only  19s. — 
the  fact  that  that  wage  was  so  small  was 
owing  to  the  circumstance  that  the  men 
were  pensioners,  and  the  fixing  of  a  wage 
80  small  lowered  the  whole  rate  of  wages 
in  the  district  for  that  employment.     He 
therefore  trusted  the  Government  would 
get  out  of  the  rut  into  which  previous 
Governments  had  fallen  in  this  matter, 
and  would  boldly  say  that  in  future  they 
would  not  take  pensions  into  account  in 
fixing  rates  of  wages, 

Mr.  E.  J,  C.  Morton 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  ex- 
pedient that  the  Government  do  pay  in  the 
Royal  dockyards  and  other  Naval  establish- 
ments wages  equivalent  to  the  trades  unions* 
rates  of  wages  as  are  generally  accepted  as 
current  in  each  trade,  either  of  the  district  or 
of  districts,  where  the  work  ^wrformed  is  of 
analogous  character," — (Mr.  Kcarley^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee) 
said,  before  he  dealt  with  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
or  with  the  object  of  the  Amendment, 
which  was  to  issue  a  new  instruction  to 
the  Admiralty  with  regard  to  labour  in 
the  dockyards,  he  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  Admiralty  were  already 
acting  upon  two  former  instructions  of 
the  Government,  and  he  was  sure  it  was 
not  the  desire  of  the  House  that  they 
should  keep  adding  to  the  existing  in- 
structions unnecessarily.  The  House 
had  passed  two  instructions  recently,  one 
last  year  and  one  in  1891  ;  and  the  con- 
clusion at  which  he  should  wish  the 
House  to  arrive  was  that  it  was  not' 
desirable  to  multiply  instructions*  need- 
lessly. That  of  last  year  laid  down  that 
no  one  was  to  be  engaged  on  wages  in- 
sufficient for  proper  maintenance,  and 
that  the  conditions  as  to  wages  and  insur- 
ance against  accidents  were  to  be  such 
as  to  prevent  abuses  arising.  Every 
effort  was  to  be  made  to  secure  the  pay- 
ment of  such  wages  as  were  generally 
accepted  as  current  in  similar  trades  in. 
the  district. 

•Mr.   KEARLEY  asked   when    that 
Motion  was  accepted  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  that  wa» 
the  Motion  of  1891,  accepted  before  the 
present  Administration  came  into  Office^ 
It  was  not  applicable  in  terms  to  work 
done  under  the  Admiralty.  If  his  hoik 
Friend  had  proposed  to  make  it  00 
applicable  he  certainly  would  not  have 
had  a  word  to  say  against  it,  becaoflO 
they  regarded  that  principle  as  bindinff 
upon  them  just  as  much  as  it  coott 
be  on  any  other  Department.  Tta 
instruction  of  1891  was  directoi 
against  sweating    and  subletting.    H9 
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would  formulate  the  rule  followed  at  the 
Admiralfcjthns — and  he  had  the  authority 
of  the  First  Lord  for  so  formulating  it. 
The  fiulc  of  the  Admiralty  was  that  the 
remaoeration  of  their  workmen  should 
not  be  inferior,  taking  everything  into 
ooDsidcration,  to  that  of  outside  work- 
men in  analogous  employment,  and  that 
if  it  ooaid  be  shown  that  in  any  trade 
men  were  receiYing  less  than  they  ought 
to  receive,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Depart- 
ment to  supplement  that  wage.  Allusion 
had  been  made  to  the  Return,  showing 
how  far  the  Admiralty  had  gone  under 
the  existing  instructions.  The  revised 
ttheme  provided  for  the  ultimate  aboli- 
tion of  classification,  and  it  added  last 
Tttr  the  sum  of  £38,512  to  the  wages 
ptid  to  dockyard  men.  His  hon.  Friend 
tiikedas  if  by  doing  this  they  considered 
thej  had  exhausted  their  measures  ;  but 
be  protested  against  this  being  assumed  Xo 
be  a  complete  discharge  of  the  obligations 
of  the  Department  under  the  instructions. 
At  the  present  moment  there  were  before 
the  Department  154  Petitions  from  all 
dasies  of  workmen  in  the  yards,  raising 
|Robably  every  question  that  had  now 
been  mentioned  in  the  House.  In  the 
tttttideration  of  these  hon.  Members 
■ight  rest  assured  that  all  they  had  said 
▼oold  not  be  neglected.  The  lion.  Mem- 
Iw  who  had  moved  the  Amendment 
vrald  not  expect  him  to  go  into  the 
woos  figures  which  he  had  placed 
Wore  them  that  evening  for  the  first 
titte. 

Mr.  KBARLEY  remarked  that  the 
^  Gentleman  had  received  a  deputa- 
tioo  the  other  day  upon  the  question. 

Mb,  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  the  views 
of  the  deputation  should  be  considered 
*lwig  with  the  views  of  the  other 
pnitioners.  Much  that  the  hon.  Member 
bd  said  would  have  been  more  a  propos 
upon  the  Estimates.  The  Admiralty 
pud  in  the  Royal  Dockyards  and  other 
o^nil  establishments  wages  equivalent  to 
^current  Trades  Union  rates.  The 
Elation  as  it  stood  was  meaningless, 
^  would  have  to  be  recast  if  it  was  to 
k  adopted.  The  hon.  Member  asked 
^  to  enforce  what  he  called  the 
fides  Union  rates  paid  in  analogous 
*»de8  in  the  locality  ;  but  the  Mover 
W  himself  destroyed  the  possibility  of 
'^opting  the  local  Trade  Union  rates  of 
^^.  A  Report  bv  the  Labour  De- 
Pvtment  of  the  Bo»Td  of  Trade  on  the 


rates  of  wages  in  the  dockyard  districts 
showed  that  in  every  case  the  mean  rate 
was  lower  than  that  paid  in  the  dock- 
yards. Cabinetmakers,  for  example,  had 
from  29s.  to  42s.  in  the  dockyards,  and 
outside  30i.  to  -iOs.  for  54  hours  a  week, 
50  hours  forming  a  week  in  the  dock- 
yards. Moulders  in  the  dockyards  had 
from  32s.  to  42s.,  and  outside  from  32s. 
to  38s.,  also  for  a  54  as  against  a  50 
hours  week.  The  Trades  Union  rate  of 
wages  was  very  well  for  County  Coun- 
cils or  other  large  Local  Bodies  to  adopt 
for  their  own  locality  ;  but  it  was  a  very 
different  matter  when  establishments  over 
the  whole  country  had  to  be  dealt  with, 
ranging  from  Devouport  to  the  Orkneys. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  proposing  to  intro- 
duce a  new  criterion  and  standard  for 
dockyard  wages,  but  had  ho  satisfieil 
himself  that  the  dockyard  men  wanted 
that  standard  ?  Out  of  the  154  Petitions 
they  had  sent  in,  how  many  did 
he  suppose  asked  for  the  Trades 
Union  rate  of  wages  ?  Only  three. 
Some  labourers  at  Shcerness  asked  also 
for  Trades  Union  wages.  Ho  thought 
that  the  House,  which  had  not  yet  lost 
its  caution  in  dealing  with  public  interests, 
would  pause  before  adopting  this  Motion. 
The  adoption  of  the  Union  rate  might 
have  the  effect  in  some  cases  of  actually 
loweriuo:  wa<fos.  No  Trade  Union  could 
maintain  a  level  of  wages  always  ; 
powerful  as  Trades  Unions  were  they 
were  subject  to  reduction  in  times  of 
depression,  as  he  could  show  if  time  per- 
mitted. Then,  if  they  were  going  to 
introduce  Union  rates  at  all,  ho  hoped 
the  House  would  consider  the  proposal 
of  the  Member  for  Battersea.  He  was 
alluding  to  the  proposal  that  all  dockyard 
privileges  and  peculiarities  should  be 
swept  away,  and  that  a  plain,  straight- 
forward, ordinary  market  wage  on  Trade 
Union  lines  should  be  given.  \^Cheers,'] 
He  was  glad  to  find  that  received  with 
favour  on  both  sides  of  the  House  as  the 
logical  way  of  introducing  the  Trade 
Union  criterion.  He  did  not  believe  the 
House  would  do  it  by  piecemeal.  If 
they  did  it  at  all  they  would  do  it  on 
broad  lines,  and  he  was  sure  they  would 
first  of  all  consult  the  men.  There 
might  be  good  reasons  for  the  men  pre- 
ferring the  present  system,  and  there 
were  good  reasons,  too,  why  it  was  of 
advantage  to  the  Government,  for  it 
enabled  them  to  keep  together  a  great 
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Civil  annj  upon  which,  not  less  than 
upon  the  military,  the  prosperity  of  the 
country  depended.  T^e  hon.  Member 
for  Devonport  seemed  to  make  very 
light  of  the  value  of  the  permanence  of 
dockyard  employment.  He  regarded  it 
as  of  iucalculable  value,  of  inestimable 
value.  What  the  workman^s  family 
thought  of  was  not  so  much  the  weekly 
rate  hut  the  annual  income  actually 
earned  by  him.  Many  questions  had 
still  to  be  considered.  There  was  one 
great  question  of  surpassing  interest. 
Last  year  the  War  Office  decided  to  in- 
troduce the  eight  hours  day,  or  48  hours 
week,  in  its  various  establishments.  Last 
week  the  Secretary  of  State  declared  to 
the  House  the  satisfactory  results  already 
assured,  or  likely  to  be  obtained,  from 
the  new  system.  The  Admiralty  had 
watched  the  progress  of  this  great  ex- 
perkneut  with  the  keenest  interest  and 
sympathy.  The  naval  establishments 
were  not  in  all  respects  similar  to  the 
arsenals,  and  their  normal  hours  of  labour 
were  already  below  those  of  the  arsenals, 
and  in  fact  very  little  above  the  standard 
of  the  eight  hours  day.  The  Admiralty 
had  considered  the  whole  question  on  the 
light  of  the  instruction  received  from 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  had  decided 
to  introduce  the  normal  48  hours  week 
in  the  naval  establishments.  Some  little 
time  would  be  required  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  proposed  scheme.  The  con- 
ditions of  the  yards  varied  on  several 
points,  and  it  would  be  necessary  to  look 
carefully  into  the  details.  The  Admiralty 
expected  to  be  able  to  adopt  a  scheme 
on  the  lines  of  that  established  by  the 
War  Office,  with  such  modifications  as 
might  be  necessary  to  meet  the  special 
circumstances  of  the  various  dockyards. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  be  satisfied 
that  they  had  interpreted  its  instructions 
at  once  accurately  and  liberally,  and  that 
it  was  not  necessary  or  desirable  to  add 
another  instruction  at  the  present  time. 

Sir  J.  GORST  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty that  the  Amendment  was  a  very 
narrow  one ;  and  if  it  had  become  the 
main  question  he  should  have  endeavoured 
to  have  broadened  its  area  with  regard 
to  the  hours  of  labour  in  the  dockyards. 
The  announcement  of  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  however,  had  rendered  super- 
fluous both  the  Amendment  and  the  addi- 
tioD  to  it  which  ho  had  intended  to  propose. 

y^r,  £,  Hoierison 


He  mast  say  the  announcement  the  hon. 
Member  had  made  was  perfectly  satis- 
factory. He  could  not  say  he  thought 
the  Admiralty  were  under  two  instruc- 
tions from  the  House,  for  the  instruction 
of  1891,  to  which  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  referred,  was  an  instruction 
with  reference  to  contractors  only.  It 
was  an  instruction  specially  given  in 
consequence  of  the  revelations  of  the 
Sweating  Commission,  and  it  was  a 
Resolution  intended  to  prevent  the  Public 
Departments,  in  contracts  they  made 
outside,  giving  countenance  in  any  way 
to  under-paid  labour.  The  Admiralty 
had  adopted  it  as  an  instruction  to  them* 
selves  entirely  of  their  own  accord.  The 
statement  which  the  hon^  Member  read 
out  was  a  statement  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  as  to  the  interpretation  to 
be  put  on  his  own  policy.  It  was  a 
perfectly  sound  one,  and  as  long  as  the 
Admiralty  and  the  other  Departments  of 
the  Government  continued  to  act  in  a 
spirit  of  that  kind  the  persons  they  em- 
ployed had  no  just  ground  of  complaint. 
The  hon.  Member  had  been  able  to  add 
the  concession  which  the  Admiralty  were 
prepared  to  make  about  the  hours  of 
labour  in  the  dockyards.  They  must 
congratulate  him  on  being  the  Minister 
of  the  Crown  who  had  arrived  at  thai 
extremely  just,  and,  he  thought,  ex- 
tremely satisfactory  conclusion.  The 
Government  ought,  in  his  humble  opinion^ 
to  set  an  example  to  other  employers  of 
labour.  Every  week  they  found  large 
employers  reducing  the  hours  of  their 
men,  and  it  was  only  right  and  desirable 
that  Her  Majesty^s  Government  should 
take  part  in  this  movement,  which  was  a 
general  one  throughout  the  country.  la 
fact,  they  should  lead  the  way  io. 
limiting  the  hours  of  labour  to  such 
the  men  could  work  without  injury 
their  health,  and  which  gave  t 
a  sufficient  amount  of  leisure.  It  w 
most  satisfactory  to  hear  the  report  thu^ 
Secretary  for  War  was  able  to  giro 
them  as  to  the  effect  of  this  movemaot 
in  the  arsenals,  and  he  was  very  glad 
indeed  that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  hmd 
found  themselves  able  to  carry  the  sain^ 
principle  into  effect  in  the  dockyardf* 
It  was  quite  possible  that  hencefordi 
workmen  who  were  employed  regularif 
in  the  dockyards,  for  short  and  reasonable 
hours,  when  they  found  themselves  it 
the  age  which  had  hitherto  been  the  agi 
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of  snperannaatioD,   and   at   which   men 
had  fonnd   themselves   exhausted    and 
nofit  for  work,  would  be  strong  enough  to 
cootioDe  for  a  time  in  the  Government 
serrice.      He    would     suggest     to    the 
Civil  Lord   that   when    proposing   that 
48  hours    should    be    worked    in    the 
dockyards,  the  Government  should  raise 
the  »ge  at  which  compulsory  superannua- 
tion of  the  workmen  should  take  place 
AmiQ  was  now  superannuated  at  the 
age  of  60,  hut  it  was  quite  conceivable 
that  nuder  the   new    Regulations,   and 
when  the  hours  of  labour  were  shorter, 
a  man  on  attainiug  the  age  of  60  might 
find  himself  in  a  verv  much  stronu:er  and 
VMK  robust  condition  than  he   did    at 
yretnL    The  arrangement  he  proposed, 
therefore,  would  be  an  extremely  advan- 
tageoii  thing  for  the  men  tbemselvcs, 
who  Terj  often  wanted  to  continue  their 
Mipbjment  after  attaining  the  age  of  60; 
tod,  from  a  public  point  of  view,  it  would 
he  a  great  advantage  to  have  the  service 
«fahle  and   experienced  men  for  some 
tine  after  reaching  the  age  of  60.     It 
woald  give  a  greater  return  to  the  State 
far  alt  the  advantages    which  had    been 
«joyed  daring  the  period  of  service.  He 
did  Dot  approve  the  proposal  which  came 
fan  that  (the  Opposition)   side  of  the 
HoQfle,  to  sweep  away  the  privileges  of  the 
dockyards,  which   increased  the  attach- 
ment of  the  workmen  to  the  service  of 
4e  State.    If  these  privileges  were  abo- 
lished— such  as  the  superannuation  allow- 
••ees — and  the  employment  were  treated 
•9  a  merely  commercial  bargain  between 
employer  and  employed,  the  State,  in  his 
•piaion,  would  not  be  served  half  as  well 
*  ts  economicnlly   as   at   present.     A 
private  employer  had  not  nearly  as  great 
*itake  in  the  continuance  of  hisemploy- 
"^t  as  the  nation  had  in  the  continuance 
<rftheworkat  the  dockyards.     A  good 
^  of  sacrifice  might  economically  be 
**de  by  a  Public  Department  in  order  to 
f^core  in  skilled  trades  a  body  of  workers 
ui  whom  perfect  reliance  could  be  placed, 
^bo  eoQJd  be  depended  upon  to  serve  con- 
^Donaly   and   vigorously   in    cases    of 
^'^ergencjy  putting  aside  their  own  com- 
fort aod  convenience.      So   long  as   the 
vovenunent  were  attached  to  their  scr- 
ota in  the  dockyards  by  relations  like 
^bose  that  now  sabsisted,  he    thought 
^t  any  small  expenditure  beyond  what 
night  be    called    s    commercial    wage 
woald  be  money  extremely  well  laid  out. 
Oo  the  wholei  be  tbongbt  the  statement 


of  the  Civil  Lord  extremely  satisfactory, 
and  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Kearley)  would  do  well  under  the 
circumstances  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Mr.  baker  (Portsmouth)  said,  ho 
would  not  trespass  on  the  time  of  the 
House  for  more  than  a  few  moments 
after  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Devonport 

and  by  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
He  was  not  at  all  unmindful  of  what  had 
been  done  by  the  present  Government 
with  regard  to  improving  the  conditions 
of  labour  in  Her  Majesty's  dockyards. 
He  was  aware  that  last  year  a  sum  of 
nearly  £40,000  was  given  for  this  pur- 
pose, but  he  was  still  compelled  to  point 
out  to  the  House  and  to  the  Admiralty 
especially  what  might  possibly  have  been 
overlooked — namely,  that  there  was  a 
large  amount  of  dissatisfaction  existin«^ 
at  the  present  time  amongst  the  work- 
men in  the  dockyards  on  the 
ground  which  had  been  urged  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devonport  —  namely, 
because  at  the  present  moment  the  rate 
of  wages  paid  was  far  less  than  that 
which  was  laid  down  by  the  Unions  as 
the  standard  rate  through  the  country. 
It  was  quite  true  the  men's  Petitions  did 
not  all  specifically  mention  the  Union 
rate  of  wages.  But  if  anyone  would 
examine  the  Petitions  they  would  find 
that  while  only  three  referred  to  the 
Union  rate  of  wage  specifically,  nearly 
everyone  was  based  on  the  complaint  that 
the  men  were  underpaid  according  to  the 
Union  rate  of  wage.  With  regard  to  the 
increase  promised,  he  ventured  to  submit 
to  the  Admiralty  that  it  would  very  miich 
simplify  their  work  if  they  were  to  adop' 
the  Union  rate  of  wage.  As  to  the  mei. 
being  dissatisfied  with  it,  he  was  sure 
they  would  be  content,  because  it  was  the 
basis  on  which  their  Petitions  had  been 
formulated.  With  regard  to  the  temper 
of  men  in  the  Metropolis,  they  were  not 
discontented  to  the  extent  that  had  been 
suggested.  As  to  security  for  the  nation 
and  protection  for  themselves  being 
swept  away,  and  a  hiring  from  year  to 
year  substituted  for  it  without  the  cer- 
tainty and  continuity  of  employment 
they  were  now  afforded,  he  could  speak 
from  his  own  observation,  and  say  that 
that  was  not  the  feeling  in  the  dockyards. 
If  in  large  shipbuilding  yards  the  Union 
rate  of  wages  was  paid  in  spite  of  e^l^b- 
ViahmeDt  charges,  and  yards  vrYucYi  \i^^ 
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not  these  charges  could  not  pay  the  same 
rate  of  wages,  there  must  be  some  mis- 
management of  dockyard  labour.  Great 
battleships  had  been  built  in  the  Govern- 
ment dockyards  at  a  saving  of  £40,000 
or  £60,000  as  compared  with  ships  built 
by  contract.  So  the  Union  rate  of 
wages  was  not  asked  for  as  a  gift,  but  as 
a  return  for  labour  honestly  given.  With 
regard  to  the  advantages  that  wore  pro- 
mised, he  not  only  thanked  the  Admiralty 
for  what  they  did  for  his  coustituents 
last  year,  but  for  what  they  had  now 
promised.  It  had  been  given  generously 
in  a  way  that  would  be  most  acceptable. 
He  also  congratulated  the  Admiralty  ou 
the  outlook  which  they  had  afforded  of  a 
liigher  and  more  satisfactory  rate  of  wage 
beiug  given  in  the  future.  He  did  not 
at  all  look  at  the  question  as  establishing 
a  rule  which  would  act  either  prejudi- 
cially to  the  Government  or  to  the  men. 
If  the  men  could  obtain  the  higher  rate 
of  wage  after  reasonable  reductions  for 
the  privileges  they  enjoyed  aud  the 
bonuses  and  pensions  they  received — 
unless  they  died  before  they  were  entitled 
to  the  latter — they  should  continue  on 
the  scale  now  established  in  the  dock- 
yards. He  hoped  the  spirit  of  this 
Resolution  would  be  carried  out,  and  that 
a  fair  rate  of  wages  would  be  aiforded  to 
those  wlio  worked  so  well  for  the  Govern- 
ment. 

•Mu.  J.  BURNS  (Battersea)  said, 
whatever  might  have  been  his  views 
on  this  particular  question,  they  had 
been  strengthened  by  the  announce- 
ment of  the  eight  hours  day  for 
the  Admiralty  men.  Before  he  stated 
what  his  views  were  he  had  a 
right  to  remind  tiie  House  of  what  he 
pretlicted  last  year,  and  which  many 
Members  approved — namely,  that  unless 
the  Trade  Union  rates,  wages,  and  con- 
ditions were  observed  in  the  Governnient 
dockyards  the  Government  would  be  eon- 
fronted  every  year  by  long  speeches  from 
Members  who  were  driven  by  political 
pressure,  first,  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
House,  and,  secondly,  to  introduce  ideas 
and  inequitable  conditions  that  could  not 
be  applied  to  everyone  of  the  Govern- 
ment establishments  throughout  the 
country,  and  which  were  framed  mainly 
with  the  desire  of  pleasing  a  particular 
locality  which  was  strong  enough  to 
bully  the  local  Member.  He  ventured 
the  more  unreservedly  on  this  question, 

Mr.  Baker 


because  he  was  not  the  Representative 
of   a   dockyard   constituency,   aud  was^ 
therefore,    not    bound    to    look   to  the 
interest  of    a   particular  group   of    the 
community  ;  but  he  felt  that  he  had  a 
claim  to  speak  on  any  subject  directly 
affecting  the  labour  question  generally. 
From  this  point  of  view,  he  contended 
that  the  Amendment,  referring  as  it  did 
to  the  local  condition  of  one  particular 
trade  only — namely,  that  of  shipwrights^ 
and    exchisively     to      naval    establish- 
ments— was   too  narrow    in    its    scope. 
It  was,  if  he  might  so  describe  it^  a  one- 
eyed  Amendment,  and  one  which  could 
not  be  looked  at  from  the  standpoint  of 
national  uniformity.     It  ignored  the  con- 
ditions  in    other    Government   Depart- 
mental— besides  confining  its  scope  to  one 
district  alone,   and  it  did  not  apply  to 
the    conditions    of    labour    existing    in 
private    yards,  which    were   the   condi- 
tions formulated   by  the  Tradas  UniooB. 
If     the     House     settled     satisfactorily 
and  permanently  the  question  of  wages^ 
hours  of  labour,  and  conditions  of  labour, 
it   must    do    so    on    a   scientific    basis, 
and   from   the    point    of    view    of    na- 
tional   uniformity.      On   the  one  hand, 
the    Amendment    went    too    far    if    it 
was  intended  to  retain  under  it  the  emolu- 
ments, pensions,  and    privileges  of  Go- 
vernment employment  ;  and  it  did  not  go 
far  enough  if  all  the   Trades  Union  con- 
ditions were  to  be  conceded.     What  did 
the  Amendment  mean  ?     It  said  that  the 
wages  should  l>e  equivalent  to  the  Trades 
Union  rates  of  wages  generally  accepted 
as  current    in    each    trade.     What   did 
^^ equivalent''  mean  ?     It  meant  that  th^ 
Superintendent  of  Devonport  Dockyard^ 
should  say  that  34s.  per  week,  plus  holi- 
days  and  extras,  was  equal    to   3Ts.   w^ 
week    Trades    Union    wages    in    sook^ 
or    other    districts.      They   would    thexi 
have  a  conflict  of  opinion  as  to  the  intez^ 
pretation  of  "  equivalent,"  and  as  to  "tlie 
wages  current  in  each  trade."  He  maat 
say    that    nothing    hml    caused    greater 
friction    between   employers  and    work- 
men than  the  miscellaneous  wav  in  which 
the     words     "  fair    wages,"     *'  current     . 
wages," and ** equivalents"  had  been  inter-     ; 
preted.     They  were  rapidly  approaching     \ 
the   condition    of   things    when    the  oU     :j 
pension    system     with     privileges    ao^      i 
emoluments  must  be  swept  away.    Tli9 
system  was  disappearing,  and  the  sooiMT 
it  disappeareil  altogether  the  better.    If 
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the  eight  hours  day  would  help  its  aboli- 
tioD,  let  them  ask  the  Government  to  ex- 
teod  the  eight  hours  to  every  Depart- 
ment, and  when  the  eight   hours  system 
was  universally  applied  and  settled  let 
the  House  appoint  a  Committee  to   see 
that  the  system    of    classification    was 
really  aholished.     It  was  not  fair  while 
the  eight  hours    system  was  a  tentative 
experiment,  and  before  other  Departments 
had  secured  it,  for  the  Member  for  Devon- 
pon  to  speak  for  one  district  irrespective 
of  what  applied   to   the   whole   of   the 
70,000  or  80,000  in  all  Government  De- 
partments.    The  men  could  not  have  all 
the  benefits  of  the  Trades  Union  system 
plw  the  advantages,  emoluments,  and  pri- 
'ilcgw  of  employments  where  the  rate  of 
*»gt*  was  lower  than  the  Union  rate  in 
wwMquence  of  these  privileges.     There 
were  also  many  Civil  servants  and  Local 
Government   Bodies  who  would  find  it 
uesirable  to  terminate  the  pension  system 
•nd  to  secure  the  current  Trade  Union 
»te  of  wages,  which  it  was  hopeil  would 
be^ndicient  to  enable  the  men  to  make 
unngements  for  themselves  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  old  age.     lie  objected  to 
the    employment    of     men    under    the 
conditions   the   Member    for    Devonport 
W  described.     This  versatility  of  occu- 
pitioD  did  not  mean  excellence  of  work. 
A*  things  now  stood  shipwrights  could 
go  iu  and  work  for  a  week  on  wood,  then 
for  a  week  on  iron,  and  perhaps  the  next 
week  on  copper.     Work  turned  out  under 
ach  a  regime  could   not  be  satisfactory 
tither  to  the  employer  or  the  employed, 
*od  he  felt    confident    that    if    it    was 
tttmiued  into    mucb  of  the     weakness 
rf  the  machinery  of  our  ironclads  must 
Wattributetl  to  a  system   that  })re vented 
^t  sub-division  of  work   which  meant 
§ood,  reliable  machinery,  and  the  avoidance 
^Mwisters  which  would  be  sure  to  arise 
'henovera critical  time  came  for  the  Navy 
rf  ilie  present   system  continued.      The 
Programme    which    he  should  stand   by 
»ouM    Ue    '*  Hours    first,    classification 
^ew^ud,  and  wages  third."     As  sensible 
JHen  they  ought  to  deal  with  hours  first, 
'^^la&jification   second,  and    wages    third. 
"  they  dealt  with  the  matter  in  that  way 
^liej  \v«>uld  get  a   better  ship  and  better 
^''Jgines,   and    give    greater   satisfaction 
'^th  to  the  Superintendent  and  the  men. 
The  l»est   ship  would   be  that  on  which 
g&Dg^  of  specialist  workmen  were  em- 
I'ioytil  in  their  own  particular  work.    At 


Sheerness  the  most  delicate  and  complex 
electrical  engineering  work  was  being 
made  by  apprentice  shipwrights  but  12 
months  out  of  their  time.  It  was  simply 
absurd  to  think  that  these  apprentices 
were  competent  men  to  place  in  charge 
of  electrical  machinery  on  boanl  a  large 
ironclad.  He  wouhi  not  vote  in  that 
House  for  any  reconsideration  of  the 
wages  of  shipwrights  or  engineers  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dockyards  until  the  question 
of  the  overlapping  of  work  was  settled, 
either  by  experts  in  the  Department  or 
by  a  Special  Committee  of  expert  en- 
gineers from  the  House.  In  the  mean- 
time the  eight  hours  system  had  no  right 
to  be  vitiated  at  its  in(!ej)tion  by  mixing 
up  with  it  the  question  of  wages  and 
othe^  conditions  that  should  be  dealt  with 
when  the  shorter  day  was  generally 
applied.  When  this  happened  he  in- 
tended to  move  that  Trades  Union 
wages  should  be  paid.  Till  then  the 
present  Resolution  should  be  enforced,  and 
the  experience  gained  on  the  shorter  day 
would  enable  them  to  settle  wages 
once  and  for  all.  It  was  because 
he  wanted  to  be  fair  both  to  the  Depart- 
ment and  the  men,  because  he  wanted  to 
see  the  l>est  ironclad  turned  out  that  it 
was  possible  for  human  hands  to  turn 
out,  that  he  asked  the  Government  not 
to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport.  He  was  for 
uniformity,  discipline,  good  work,  and 
Trade  Union  hours  and  wages.  These 
the  Amendment  did  not  secure,  and  he 
should  vote  against  it. 

SiK  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  said, 
he  could  not  allow  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  pass  without  taking  notice 
of  it.  The  hon.  Member  had  violently 
attacked  the  hon.  Member  for  Devonport 
for  venturing  to  j>ut  this  matter  before 
the  House.  He  was  not  going  to  vote 
for  the  Motioii,  but  he  could  not  see  why 
Dockvard  Members  alone  of  all  Members 
of  the  House  were  not  to  be  allowed  to 
discuss  nuitters  of  this  kind  ;  and  he 
must  enter  his  j)rotest  against  such  au 
idea.  The  hon.  Member  for  Battersea 
contended  that  the  most  important  (jues- 
tion  was  the  proper  distribution  of 
work  among  the  dillcrent  classes  of 
artizans. 

•Mr.  J.  BURNS  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  entirely  mistaken.  I  said  that, 
the  Government  having  introduced  a 
reduction  of  hours  for  the  War  Office  and 
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Admiralty,  it  was  only  fair  that  the  men 
who  had  not  got  the  eight  hours  should 
be  iDcludet)  before  clasi^ificatiou,  over- 
lapping of  work,  nnil  reriaion  of  wages 
were  entered  upon. 

Sir  £.  CLARKE  said,  that  was  so; 
but  the  hou.  Member  weut  on  to  say 
that  the  distribution  of  work  was  a  more 
important  question  than  any.  That  might 
be  a  very  important  queatiou,  but  be 
would  point  out  tliat  the  work  done  in 
the  Government  Dockyards  bad  been 
found  equal  to  the  best  work  done  in 
private  yards.  If  there  bad  been  im- 
proper employment  of  persons  not 
quaURcd  todothe  work,  itwaa  avery  odd 
thing  that  no  fault  was  found  with  the 
work  turued  out.  As  far  as  bis  cod- 
stitucnts  were  concerned,  many  of  tliem 
had  told  him  that  they  cared  much  less 
about  the  hours  of  labour  than  tlie  wages. 
As  a  rule,  the  men  bad  not  felt  the  hours 
to  be  burdeneome,  and  many  told  him 
that  they  desired  rather  tu  press  the 
question  of  wages.  So  far  as  the 
Admiralty  were  coDuerned,  the  48  hours 
week  was  announced  for  the  dockyards, 
and  though  the  change  might  take  some 
time  to  work  out,  stilt  it  was  going  on, 
and  therefore  the  hours  question  was  out 
of  the  way.  Why  in  the  world  should 
they  not  go  ou  to  discuss  classification 
.and  wages  ?  He  should  not  have  taken 
part  in  the  Debate  but  for  the  speech  of 
the  bou.  Member.  He  felt  obliged  to 
-say  that  Members,  for  the  dockyards 
were  eutitled  to  speak  in  that  House 
without  the  imputation  being  cast  upon 
them  that  tbey  bad  been  bullied  by  their 
constituenls. 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  faversham)  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  imputation  mule  by  the  bou. 
Member  for  Battersea  that  the  Dockyard 
Members  were  actuated  by  unworthy 
.motives.  He  would  ask  the  bon.  Mcm- 
t>er  whether  he  never  spoke  for  the 
-gallery  outside  't  The  bou.  Gentleman 
«eemed  to  be  surprised  that  important 
work  was  done  by  young  hands  at 
Sheemeas.  But  he  did  not  say  there  was 
any  defect  in  the  work.  He  thought  it 
was  highly  Batisfa<;tory  that  the  work 
could  be  carried  out  so  well.  Although 
he  conid  not  agree  with  tlio  actnal  terms 
of  the  Resolution  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devonport,  it  was  his  in- 
tentioD  to  vote  for  it  should  a  Division 
Mr.  J.  Burnt 


be  taken,  >>ecau8e  it  was  in  favour  of  the 
views  which  be  had  always  upheld — 
namelj',  the  just  claims  of  the  dock- 
yard workmen  for  additional  payment. 
He  wished  entirely  to  dissociate  himself 
from  that  part  of  the  speech  of  the  pro- 
poser of  the  Motion  which  referred  to 
Trades  Unions.  He  denied  the  right  of 
Trades  Unions  to  dicUte  what  wages 
should  be  paid  to  workmen,  aud  he 
thought  that  their  action  of  late  had 
shown  that  they  were  animated  not  with 
a  desire  to  help  the  workmen,  but  with  a 
wish  to  forward  their  owu  ends  by  what 
he  could  not  but  call  tyranny  and  coercion. 
He  thought,  however,  that,  on  the  ground 
of  abstract  justice,  the  men  for  whom  he 
was  uow  speaking  bad  a  right  to  an  in- 
crease of  pay.  The  concessions  that  had 
been  made  by  the  Government  regarding 
rates  of  pay,  cUssificatiou,  and  other 
matters  had  not  given  aatisf action.  The 
Civil  Lord  of  tbo  Admiralty  (Mr. 
Robertson)  said  that  these  concesaioDB 
were  still  in  course  of  being  carried  out, 
but  the  complaint  of  the  men  was  that 
the  promises  made  by  the  Government 
were  not  acttid  upon.  All  classes  of  men 
employed  in  the  dockyards  complained 
that  they  were  not  paid  at  the  same  rate 
as  the  meu  employed  in  private  yards. 
They  contended  that  if  they  made  a  fair 
deduction  for  the  privileges  of  pensions 
and  continuity  of  work  they  were  still 
not  paid  at  as  high  a  rate  as  men  in 
private  employment.  He  believed  that 
the  dockyard  men  were  willing  to  abso- 
lutely forego  some  of  their  privileges  if 
they  conld  be  placed  on  the  same  level  as 
the  workmen  of  private  Rrms.  The  men 
were  very  much  disappointed  that  the 
hopes  that  had  been  held  out  to  them, 
notably  at  election  times,  by  gentlemen 
opposite  respecting  the  abolition  of  the 
system  of  classification  had  not  been 
justified.  Tbey  said  that  the  present 
system  of  classification  of  work  was  more 
objectionable  than  classification  of  men, 
and  they  pointed  out  that  everywhere 
except  in  the  Government  dockyards  all 
shipwrights  were  paid  at  a  uniform  rate. 
He  thought  his  constitncnts  would  be 
I  gratefnl  for  the  concession  of  a  48 
hours  week,  although  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  be  could  not  nnder  any  circnin> 
stances  support  an  Eight  Hours  Bill, 
which  bethought  would  be  an  unjust  and 
tyrannical  interference  with  the  right  of 
everyone  to  work  as  long  as  he  pleased. 
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He  wished  to  allude  to  the  claims  of  the 
engineer  officers  in  respect  of  pay. 

Mb.  deputy  speaker  :  That 
qoestioD  cannot  be  dealt  with  on  this 
ifotioD. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
bowed  to  this  ruling,  and  proceeded  to 
refer  to  the  grievances  of  the  engineer 
tftificers.     They  formed,  he  said,  a  most 
important  and  usefnl  body  of  men,  and 
th^  were  labouring  under  great  griev- 
iDces.    Although  the   class    was   intro- 
diced  in  1868,  there  had  been  up  to  this 
tiae,  be  believed,  no  increase  of  pay, 
lod,  what  was  more  astonishing,  the  men 
WW  ineligible    for    promotion.      Then 
Aere  was  the  question  of  pensions.    Men 
M  the  establishment  were  entitled  at  the 
■ge  of  60  to  a  pension  calculated  on  the 
BMber  of  years'  service  they  had  had ; 
htif  aman  died  just  before  attaining 
Att  age,  all    his  {)ension  fund,  half  of 
vUch  he    had   contributed   out  of   his 
wages,  was  forfeited,  and  nothing  at  all 
wat  to  his  widow.     During  the  past 
■opth  a  very  sad  case  had  occurred  at 
Sheernesfl,  where  a  most  excellent  work- 
■■B,  who  was  forced  to  retire  under  the 
age  of  60,  had  died,  with  the  result  that 
oleM  the  Government  made  a  grant  the 
^dow  would  be  absolutely  deprived  of 
Hf  ueistance.     He  called  that  a  cruel 
■■d  bitter  injustice,  and  he  was  surprised 
tbat  it  should  have    been   so   long  un- 
redressed.    In  the  case  of  the  hired  man 
it  was  almost  worse.     He  might  be  from 
8  to  10  years  working  as  a  hired  man 
Wore  be  got  a  place  on  the  establish- 
Best,  and  it  was  not  until  he  got  on  the 
Mblishment   that  he    began    to   count 
te  for  pension.     The  hired  man  was 
cetitled  to  a   bonus    at  the  end  of  his 
period  of  service  instead  of  a  pension, 
^  that  bonus  he  forfeited  if  he  came  on 
^  establishment.     It  appeared  to  him 
Best  reasonable  that  the  period  of  hired 
"erriee  should  be   counted   for   pension, 
and  that   the  bonus  should  not  be  for- 
feited. 

An   hon.    Member:     Do    they    get 
^ber  wages  as  hired  men  ? 

Mb.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
laid,  no  doubt  they  did,  as  they  were 
denied  the  advantages  possessed  by  the 
*eo  of  the  establishment.  But  the  point 
vutbat  the  men  when  thev  came  on  the 
,  ^bUsbment  should  be  able  to  count  the 
^le  of  their  service  for  pension.     He 


hoped  the  Government  would  be  able 
to  pay  some  attention  to  the  points  he 
had  ventured  to  bring  before  them. 

•Mr.  EGERTON  ALLEN  (Pem- 
broke, &c.)  said,  that  as  a  Dockyard 
Member  ho  was  not  at  all  ashamed  to 
sav  in  this  House  what  ho  said  in  his 
constituencv,  that  he  would  take  evcrv 
opportunity  ho  could  of  bringing  forward 
put)lic  questions  relating  to  his  con- 
stituents on  every  proj)er  and  reasonable 
occasion.  He  did  not  intend  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  by  bringing  forward 
the  grievances  of  individuals,  but  he  would 
be  wanting  in  his  duty  if  he  did  not 
bring  forward  public  grievances  relating 
to  the  administration  of  the  dockyards, 
concerning  which  this  House  was  called 
upon  to  give  a  final  decision  l>etween  the 
Admiralty  and  their  employes.  Here 
they  had  an  occasion,  on  moving  the 
Deputy  Speaker  out  of  the  Chair,  where 
the  pay  and  position  of  the  Government 
employes  in  dockyards  was  directly 
l)efore  the  House.  He  protested  against 
being  told  by  the  Member  for  Battersea 
that  he  was  driven  by  political  pressure 
to  waste  the  time  of  the  House.  The 
prime  grievance  of  the  Member  for 
Battersea  was  the  interference  of  the 
shipwrights  in  electrical  workshops,  but 
in  the  Return  published  by  the  Admiralty 
on  Saturday  one  of  the  provisions  made 
was  that  shipwrights  were  not  to  be 
employed  in  those  shops.  His  was  a 
grievance,  therefore,  which  was  provided 
for  by  the  Admiralty  themselves.  But 
the  matters  which  he  wanted  to  bring 
before  the  House  were  matters  which 
had  not  been  provided  for  by  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  which  formed  a  just  ground 
of  complaint.  If  the  Admiralty  were 
only  as  good  as  their  word  they  would 
have  little  to  complain  of.  They  spoke 
with  a  very  soft  voice  when  they  had  to 
meet  the  complaints  of  Dockyard  Mem- 
bers, and  they  were  told  that  everything 
that  could  be  done  should  be  done. 
Nothing  could  be  sweeter  and  clearer 
than  the  declaration  to-night  of  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiraltv,  but  was  it 
to  be  carried  out  ?  It  was  his  duty  to 
say,  on  behalf  of  his  constituents,  that 
the  classification  scheme  which  the 
country  was  told  was  to  be  alwlisho*!  was 
not  being  abolished,  and  would  not  be 
abolished  by  the  measures  which  the 
Admiralty  had  taken.  The  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiraltv  had  said  that  it  would 
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ultimately  lead  to  abolition,  but  '^  ulti- 
mately "  meant  from  10  to  12  or  15 
years  hence,  and  during  all  that  time  the 
claseification  would  subsist  and  exist  as  it 
had  done  in  the  past.  It  had  given 
rise  to  grievances  in  the  past,  and 
would  not  be  altered  by  the  present 
scheme  of  the  Admiralty.  What  length 
of  life  did  the  Admiralty  suppose  their 
new  scheme  was  going  to  have  ?  Was 
it  going  to  have  five,  or,  at  the  outside, 
10  years  ?  Did  the  House  suppose 
that  10  years  hence  the  Admiralty 
would  find  it  unnecessary  to  alter  the 
conditions  of  labour  in  the  dockyards — 
the  conditions  of  which  classification  had 
formed  one  in  the  past  and  would  form 
one  in  the  future  ?  If  the  present  ob- 
jectionable system  was  not  got  rid  of 
during  the  whole  length  of  the  life  of 
the  Admiralty  scheme,  what  benefit  was 
there  in  the  smooth  words  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, that  they  had  abolished  classifi- 
cation ?  They  had  done  nothing  of  the 
sort ;  and  not  only  had  they  done  nothing 
of  the  sort  at  present,  but  the  abolition 
would  not  come  in  for  so  many  years  in 
the  future  that  by  the  time  it  did  come 
in  they  might  fully  expect  a  new  scheme 
in  operation.  They  had,  moreover, 
started  a  brand-new  system  of  classifi- 
cation by  allocating  certain  extra  pay  for 
certain  extra  work,  which  had  raised  a 
storm  of  disapproval  from  the  men  in 
every  dockyard.  The  men  believed  that 
it  was  intended  to  give  local  officials  a 
loophole  for  choosing  one  man  more  than 
another  for  extra  pay,  and  they  all  said, 
"  We  will  willingly  give  it  up,  and  let 
us  have  the  money  which  the  Admiralty 
propose  to  spend  upon  that  part  of  their 
scheme  in  order  to  raise  the  all-roun<l 
rates  of  wages.^'  The  amount  of 
extra  pay  to  be  given  to  shipwrights 
for  special  work  was  upwards  of 
£3,000,  and  the  men  said  that  it 
would  1)0  much  better  to  spend  the 
money  in  raising  pro  tanio  the  weekly 
wages  of  the  shipwrights.  It  was  no 
use  the  Admiralty  attempting  to  bring 
in  a  new  scheme  for  the  benefit  of  the 
dockyards  if  the  dockyards  themselves 
did  not  consider  that  that  scheme 
was  of  acy  benefit  to  them,  and 
although  they  might  be  right  in 
theory,  in  practice  it  would  not 
work.  There  were  other  difficulties 
which  the  men  found  in  the  ad- 
ministration to   which  he  was   lK)unfl  to 
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call  attention.     The  Admiralty  did  not 
act  fairly  towards  their  men.     He  would 
adduce  two  instances.     One  was  the  case 
of  men  who  acquired  a  certain  position 
under  the  Admiralty  Regulations  in  the 
years  1881, 1882,  and  1883.     That  posi- 
tion was  connected  with  the  daughtsmen's 
work.     They  held  that  position  till  the 
year   1890 ;    then   a    new  scheme    waa 
brought  forward  by  the  Admiralty,  and 
in  1891    the  Admiralty  superseded  those 
men   without  the  slightest  reference,  of 
course,  to  them,  without  in  any  way  getting 
their  consent   to    the   supersession,  and 
in  1891  they  were  clearly  told  they  had 
lost   their  position.     Now,    no    private 
employer  would  dare  to  alter  a  contract 
entered  into  by  him  with  his  men  at  his 
own  will  i)nd  pleasure  without  reference 
to,  or  without  the  consent  of,  his  men.  A 
County  Court  Judge   would  not  for   a 
moment  allow  an  employer  to  do  such  a 
thing.      If  that  was  so,   he  challenged 
the   Admiralty  publicly  in  his  place  to 
deny  that  they  had  done  what  was  unfair 
and  unjust,  and  what  no  private  employer 
would   be  able  to  do   without    making 
himself    liable   to  an  action.      Another 
instance   of    unfair   treatment    was  the 
way     in     which     the    Admiralty     and 
Treasury  between   them    worked    what 
was    called    a    system    of  acting   pay. 
When  a  man  was  unable  to  do  his  work 
it  was  only  proper  that  a  person  who  did 
his  work  for  him  temporarily  should  be 
paid  extra,  supposing  he  did  work  which 
was  paid  higher  than  his  ordinary  worl^ 
And  it  was  also  right  and  fair  that  tha^ 
extra  pay  should  carry  no  fresh  privilegiQ 
with  it  beyond  the  extra  pay  for  extm 
work   and  for  a   higher   kind   of  woik* 
But   in   certain    circumstances   this   90r\ 
called    acting   pay   was   given   not  for 
temporary  but  for  permanent  work,  and 
in    those    circumstances    it    should    be 
treated  as  substantive,  not  as  acting,  pay* 
Men  were  wanted  in  larger  numbers  than 
were  available  for  doing  certain  work  Ml-   : 
the   dockyards ;    for    instance,   say  HM 
more   Inspectors   of    Shipwrights    war* 
wanted  than  were  in  the  yards,  the  Ad«,  J 
miralty  did  not  appoint  more  Inspeciflrf* 
of     Shipwrights,    but     ma<le     so-caltoi 
actuig   Inspectors  of   Shipwrights,  wjUfc 
were   not   men    who    acted    for  Qtliet^i 
but     who     were    brought     in     on   thj^ 
strength  of  Inspectors  of   Shipwrigb{% 
they   not  being    in    sufficient   numbed 
These   acting  Inspectors   worked  soinijp' 
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times  for  12  aud  14  years  cousecutively, 
and  tbey  ought;  to  have  all  the  advan- 
tages of  their  position.      When  a   man 
was  pensioned  bis  pension  was  a  certain 
proportion  of  the  pay  he  had  been  earn- 
iog.    Acting  pay,  as  it  was  called,  was 
not  pensionable  ;  that  was  to  say,  was  not 
takeu  into  account  when  the  amount  of 
the   pension   came   to    be    fixed,    even 
when  it    was    really    substantive    })ay, 
under  the  circumstances   al>ovc   stateil. 
Reasserted  that  that  was  a  monstrous  aud 
flagrant  injustice.     If  a  man's  pay  were 
ioereased  for  a  short  ]ierio<I,  clearly  he 
would  not  be  entitled  to  )>e  pensioned  on 
that  temporary  increase.     But  if  the  in- 
crease  had  been  going  on  for  years  as 
put  of  the  regular  needs  of  the  establish- 
■ent,   it     was    clear    that    that    acting 
piT  was   substantive    pay,    and   ought 
10  earry    with    it    pensionable    rights. 
Two  or  three  years  ago  he  brought  this 
■after  to  the  attention  of  the  Admiralty 
—not  once  nor  twice  ;  in  fact,  he  had  done 
never  since  he  had  had  the  honour  to 
beaMem1>er  for  a  dockyard  constituency, 
ad  he  was  iuforme<l  that  the  Treasury 
kid  a  Rule  as  to  what  class  of  pay  was 
M^iouable.       That    would   l>c    a    verv 
good  Rule  if  acting  pay  and  temporary 
pif  was,  as  it  professed  to  be  under  its 
Bsaie,  of  a  temporary  character,  but  it 
W  not  to  be  used  to  shut  out  men  who 
lor  rears  had  been  receiving  substantial 
pif  which   the  Admiralty  chose  to  call 
Win^r  pay.     The  Treasury  acte<l  to  the 
Admiralty  like  the  hard  man  in  the  city 
kled  to  the  benevolent  member  of  the 
inn,  who  was  not  allowed  to  do  what  lie 
•i^hed  on  account  of  his  partner.     They 
•we  told  the  Treasury  Rule  was  like  the 
li»8  of   tlie   Aledes  and    Persians — un- 
iheralile  ;   but   it  seemed  they  might  be 
wided  by   the  Atlmiralty.     The  Trea- 
■ry  Rule  for  acting  f)ay  did   not  ap[)ly 
to'* charge"  pay.    Call  it  **<!harge''  pay 
Wd  it   would    be    pensionable.       That 
Handed  reasonable,   so  far  as   the  men 
*ere  concerned  :  it  did  not  matter  to  them 
vbeilier    it    was    called    acting    pay  or 
"charge'*  pay  so  long  as  it  wtis  pension- 
^e ;  bnt  if  the  Admiralty  considered  the 
Tretdtiry  Rule  unjustifiable  and   unfair, 
th$y  should  insist  upon  having  it  altered, 
or  abolish  such  absurd  nomenclature,  and 
wase   to    call    the    men  "acting"    hi- 
•pwtors   when    they   really    were    per- 
*»neui.     However,    the    difficulty  with 
^   '•charge"    pay    was    this — that   a 


*' charge"  man's  appointment  was  very 
much  less  permanent  than  an  acting  In- 
spector's apjHjintment ;  therefore,  if  for 
the  sake  of  getting  pensionable  pay  the 
men  allowed  themselves  to  be  calleil 
"charge"  men,  the  officials  could  turn 
round  and  say  they  had  no  right  to  keep 
the  work,  and  they  would  give  it  to  some- 
one else.  Acting  Inspectors  could  not 
have  their  work  taken  from  them  in  this 
rough-and-ready  way.  It  was  right  that 
the  House  and  the  countrv  should  know 
that  the  root  grievance  of  the  dockyard 
men  against  the  AdminUt}-  was  the  system 
bv  which  the  local  officials  had  the  lives 
and  fortunes  of  the  men  in  theirown  hands. 
The  head  of  them  was  cither  an  Admiral 
or  Captain  Superintendent,  and  all  these 
officials  were  sat n rated  with  the  idea  of 
naval  discipline.  The  men  wore  told, 
if  they  made  complaint,  they  were  muti- 
nous and  insubordinate.  A  man  who 
made  a  complaint  to  him  was  had  up 
aud  reprimandeil  for  having  made  it. 
It  was  like  an  employer  who  wouhl  call 
up  and  reprimand  one  of  his  workmen 
because  he  wrote  to  a  Trades  Union 
Secretary.  He  (Mr.  Allen)  acted  as  a 
Union  Secretary  for  the  men,  and 
he  was  sorrv  to  hear  the  Civil  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  speak  of  these 
men  as  a  large  civil  army.  The 
grievances  of  the  men  were  very 
much  aggravated  by  the  fact  that  these 
local  authorities  htul  the  power  in  their 
own  hands  to  reward  subserviencv  in  a 
way  which  was  prejudicial  to  indepen- 
dence of  character.  And,  what  was 
more — and  lie  ilid  not  suppose  it 
would  for  a  moment  be  denied — 
favour  was  shown  in  the  nnitter  of 
selection  for  different  posts  and  u])point- 
inents.  From  the  point  of  view  of  the 
local  authorities  it  was  right  tliut  it 
should  be  shown  ;  it  kept  men,  as  it 
were,  in  hand,  bnt  it  was  this  as  much  as 
anything  that  led  to  all  the  grievances 
between  the  men  and  the  Admiralty. 
The  men  had  no  other  opportunity, 
excej)t  o<»casions  of  this  sort  whi-n  the 
House  sat  to  consider  the  question  of 
dockyard  employment,  of  bringing  their 
grievaiures  forward.  He  inid  not  brought 
forwanl  to-night  a  single  individtuil  griev- 
ance, only  those  relating  to  the  system 
of  administration.  The  system  of  ndniin- 
istration  had  to  be  decided  bv  this  House, 
an<l  in  this  House  the  inensubmittetl  they 
ought   to  be  heard  tiirough  their  Repre* 
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sentatives,  without  it  being  imputed  to 
those  Representatives  that  they  were 
wasting  the  time  of  the  House,  and  were 
merely  actuated  by  tenderness  for  the 
safety  of  their  seats  if  they  ventured  to 
bring  forward  the  grievances  under  which 
their  constituents  laboured. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  (Lancashire,  Orms- 
kirk)  said,  he  would  have  regard  to  the 
fact  that  they  had  before  them  much 
more  important  national  questions  than 
the  one  they  were  now  discussing,  and 
would,  therefore,  be  as  brief  as  possible  in 
his  remarks.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  of  discussion  that  evening  from  the 
working  men's  point  of  view.  He,  for  one, 
did  not  object  to  it ;  but  they  had  never 
heard  the  employers'  or  the  taxpayers' 
point  of  view  alluded  to,  and  he  thought 
the  superior  of  the  dockyard  labourer, 
through  the  taxpayer,  was  entitled  to  be 
heard  as  well  as  the  advocates  of  the 
workmen.  There  was  oue  feature  about 
the  present  controversy  which,  to  his 
mind,  was  most  unsatisfactory.  It  seemed 
to  have  become  a  perennial  question,  with 
no  settlement — no  ending  to  it.  As  the 
Estimates  were  brought  before  the  House 
so  year  by  year  did  these  various  points 
crop  up — the  same  questions  arose  and 
the  same  discussions.  He  sympathised 
very  much  with  a  great  deal  in  the  Civil 
Lord's  speech.  He  thought  that  the  two 
years'  experience  which  the  hon.  Member 
had  had  in  connection  with  the  dockyard 
work  had  made  a  serious  impression  on 
his  mind,  and  that  he  was  not  so  ready  to 
concede  everything  asked  as  he  was  at 
the  start  of  his  official  career.  It  was 
quite  clear  from  what  they  had  heard  to- 
night that  the  present  scheme  was  not 
regarded  as  a  complete  or  final  settle- 
ment, and  that  it  would  only  be 
used  as  a  lever  for  further  agitation. 
In  fact,  they  were  told  by  the 
Civil  Lord  that  already  he  had  received 
something  like  154  Petitions,  to  which 
he  was  going  to  give  his  careful  atten- 
tion. Many  of  these  petitioners  would 
make  further  requests  for  advances  in 
wages  and  other  modifications  of  the 
existing  system.  It  had  become  a  most 
serious  matter  for  the  House.  It  was 
now  three  or  four  years  since  the  ques- 
tion of  improving  the  position  of  the 
employes  of  the  dockyards  was  brought 
prominently  forward.  For  17  years 
nothing  had  been  done  in  connection 
with   an   advance   in  the  wages  of  the 
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men.  Four  years  ago  it  was  his  duty,  on 
behalf  of  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty,  to 
submit  a  proposal  for  an  advance  of 
wages,  and  that  proposal  increased  the 
wages  by  a  sum  of  £80,000  a  year.  The 
basis  on  which  that  advance  was  granted 
was  taking  the  main  rate  of  Trades 
Union  wages  at  the  different  private 
yards  in  different  parts  of  the  country, 
and  getting  at  the  average  between  what 
those  wages  were  in  good  times  and 
what  they  were  in  bad  times.  He 
thought  that  was  as  fair  a  way  aa 
possible  to  approach  the  matter.  Tbe 
present  Government  came  into  Office,  and 
he  understood  from  the  Civil  Lord  that 
in  April  last  the  scheme  brought  in  for 
advancing  the  dockyard  wages  added 
something  like  £28,000  a  year,  and  thk 
year  the  advance  would  be  £38,000.  He 
did  not  quite  understand  whether  the 
proposal  to-day  involved  an  advance  in 
£38,000,  in  addition  to  the  £28,000  ad- 
vanced in  April  last. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  One  Return 
includes  the  other. 

Mr.  FORWOOD  said,  he  understood, 
then,   that   the   advance   was    £38,000, 
making,   together   with    what   the   late 
Government  did,  an  advance  of  £118,000 
to  the  general  wages  of  dockyard  men* 
In  addition  to  that  direct  advance,  tbejr 
were  told  to-day  that  the  hours  of  labour 
had  been  reduced  from  50  hours  and  20 
minutes  per  week  to  48  hours  per  weak. 
He  should  not  be  doing  justice   to  tlMI 
character  of  tl^e  workmen  to  suppose  thai 
in  the  48  hours  they  were  going  to  do  at 
much  work  as  they  had  hitherto  done  ii--^ 
50  hours,  and  though  the  Civil  Lord  dM 
not  tell  them  so,  he  assumed  it  was  iMl, 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
any  modification  of  the  wages,   havii 
regard  to  the  reduction  of  hours  ;  in  ol" 
words,   the  same  would  be  paid  for 
hours  as  hitherto  had  been  paid  for 
hours.     He  had  made  a  calculation.  Mil 
if  that  were  so  the  cost  to  the  count 
in  the  small  loss  of  hours  as  it  ap] 
would  amount  to  £50,000  a  year,  so 
in  the  last  four  years  they  should  hai 
paid   in   meal   or  malt   the    substanl 
sum  of    £168,000   upon   a   pay   roll 
£1,000,000  sterling  a  year.  This  was 
setting  the  ball  rolling  for  further 
increased    agitation,    and    that  must 
unsatisfactory   to   all    Members   of 
House.     The  hon.  Member  for  Battendi^ 
(Mr.     Burns)     said     that     the     pro] 
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e  was  Trade  Union  wages  and 
>ii8.  He  would  say  at  once  if 
8  admitted  there  woald  be  an  end 
e  discussions.  The  Civil  Lord 
roperlj  took  up  the  question   of 

Unions,  and  asked  what  was  to 

guiding  spirit  of  the  wages 
)d  by  the  Trades  Unions.  They 
hat  the  wages  varied  very  con- 
j  between  good  times  and  bad 
He  had  a  statement  before  him 
showed  that  they  varied  to  the 
of  something  like  6s.,  7s.,  and 
(.  a  week  between  good  and  bad 
Then,  again,  they   had   a  great 

between .  one  district  in  the 
and  another.  Shipwrights  made 
age  of  30s.  in  one  place,  33s.  in 
,  and  as  much  as  37s.  6d.  in 
.  If  they  were  to  have  Trades 
rages,  which  of  these  places  was 
le  guiding  spirit  ?  If  there  were 
Trades  Union  wages,  all  the 
ges  dockyard  men  now  had  must 
the  board,  and  they  would  make 
kyards  the  rendezvous  of  all  the 
3yed  men  engaged  in  the  ship- 
;  work  in  the  country,  and  every 
>  went  to  the  yards  for  employ- 
as  as  much  entitled  to  obtain  it  as 
the  men  occupied  in  their  duties 
ard.  That  was  one  point  for  the 
-ation  of  the  Dockyard  Members, 
r  was  the  higher  they  raised  the 
shipbuilding  at  the  dockyards  the 
became  the  competition  with  the 
yards,  and  he  believed  that  this 
?as  not  going  to  allow  work  to  be 
he  dockyards  if  the  cost  of  perform- 
as  much  higher  than  would  be  the 
performing  similar  work  at  private 
1  the  Tyne  and  the  Clyde.  As 
^d,  this  scheme  put  before  them 
jot  be  a  settlement.  Much  had 
d  of  what  was  called  classified  or 
e<l  pay.  But  this  scheme,  except 
rded  shipwrights  and  joiners,  was 
cession  of  classified  or  graduated 
Take  the  two  first  headings  of  the 
— there  was  no  less  a  difference 
1  trimmers  and  stokers  than  from 

27s.  What  was  that  but  a 
ed  scale  of  payment  according  to 
kill  and  intelligence  ?  That  it 
classifioatioa  on   page  9  of   the 

the  Admiralty  said  they  could 
Diit  the  oeoessity,  but  seniority 
ilways  be  taken  into  consideration 
ling  seieciions  for  an  advance ; 


'  therefore,  it  was  idle  to  say  this  scheme 
did  away  with  any  grievances  of  classifi- 
cation. What  he  ventured  to  say  to  the 
House  was  this — that  there  ought  to  be 
an  end  put  to  this  constant  and  regular 
yearly  agitation,  and  this  constant  demand 
on  the  Government.  It  was  a  system  that 
was  most  demoralising  to  the  men  in  the 
yards ;  it  produced  an  unsatisfactory  state 
of  feeling  there,  for  each  of  the  men  in 
the  several  trades  were  trying  how  best 
to  obtain  some  advantage  from  the  next 
House  of  Commons  or  the  next  Govern- 
ment. His  feeling  was  that  they  should 
not  get  this  matter,  settld  unless  the 
House  took  it  up  itself,  and  he  thought 
the  best  course  would  be  to  refer  this 
question  of  the  men,  their  privileges  and 
emoluments,  to  be  considered  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House.  Let  the  Committee 
be  fairly  constituted,  having  upon  it  the 
Labour  Representatives  ;  let  them  hear 
the  men  from  the  dockyards,  the  officers 
of  the  Admiralty,  and  then  come  to  the 
House  and  say,  "  We  think  so-and-so 
should  be  the  scale  of  pay.'*  If  that 
were  done,  he  thought  they  would  have 
a  scheme  that  would  have  sufficient 
acceptance  to  prevent  this  constant  re- 
currence of  these  Debates  from  year  to 
year. 

Mr.  W.  ALLEN  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  thought  that  no  one  could  have 
heard  the  statement  of  an  intention  to 
adopt  the  eight  hours  day  in  the  Govern- 
ment dockyards  without  satisfaction ;  but 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  last  speaker^ 
that  it  would  mean  a  decrease  in  the 
amount  of  work  per  week  that  would  be 
turned  out.  The  experience  of  those 
who  had  already  adopted  the  eight  hours 
day  was  that  the  men  turned  out  as 
much  work  in  the  eight  hours  as  they 
formerly  turned  out  in  the  longer  period, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why  in  the  case 
of  the  dockyards  the  same  thing  should 
not  hold  good.  But  while  he  welcomed 
the  statement  of  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  and  thoroughly  agreed  with 
him,  that  was  not  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Devonport  (Mr.  Kearley)  asked  for  ; 
the  hon.  Member  asked  for  bread,  and 
the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had 
given  him  a  stone.  Far  be  it  from  him, 
however,  from  saying  the  stone  was  not 
of  as  much  value  as  the  bread,  for  he 
was  as  strong  an  advocate  of  an  eight 
hours  day  as  well  could  be,  but  it  was^ 
not  what  the  hon.  Member  had  asked  for. 
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What  the  hbn.  Memher  asked  for  seemed 
to  him  to  be  fair  aud  reasonable — namelj, 
that  the  Goverumeut  should  pay  the 
Trades  Uniou  rate  of  wages  in  their 
dockyards.  And  why  had  he  to  ask 
that  ?  Because  the  Resolutiou  that  the 
House  carried  last  year,  on  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Cambridge  University  (Sir  J. 
Gorst),  had  not  been  carried  out.  If 
that  Resolutiou  had  been  carried  out 
there  would  have  been  no  need  for  the 
hon.  Member  to  have  moved  his 
Motion.  The  hon.  Member  for  Batter- 
sea  (Mr.  Burns)  last  year  objected  to 
this  Resolution  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  too  wide  and  too  indeiiuite,  and  now 
he  objected  to  the  narrower  Resolution  on 
the  ground  that  an  eight  hours  day  was 
being  introduced,  and  that  the  two  issues 
ought  not  to  be  confused.  But  why 
should  it  confuse  the  two  issues  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Battersea  seemed  to 
him  to  take  up  a  line  that  he  was  not 
used  to.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
advocate  the  side  of  the  employer  of 
labour,  and  did  not  appear,  as  ho  usually 
did,  as  the  Representative  of  labour. 

•Mu.  J.  BURNS  said,  he  must  protest 
against  this  misrepresentation  of  his 
speech.  The  whole  of  his  contention 
was  that  they  wanted  a  Trade  Union 
wage,  aud  because  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devonport  (Mr.  Kearley)  did  not  ask 
for  that  but  its  equivalent,  whatever 
that  vague  phrase  meant,  he  protested 
against  it. 

Mr.  W.  ALLEN  said,  at  any  rate,  the 
hon.  Member  said  he  would  vote  against 
it,  whilst  they  who  supported  this 
Motion  said  they  called  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  a  Trade  Union  rate  of 
wages.  The  hon.  Member  for  Battersea 
might  not  agree  with  that,  but  if  they 
were  right  the  hon.  Member  was  voting 
against  a  Trade  Union  rate  of  wages  in 
the  dockyards.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
for  Battersea  asked  if  they  would 
advocate  the  labourers  in  the  dockyard 
giving  up  the  privileges  they  now  had 
if  granted  Trades  Union  wages  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Devouport  (Mr.  Kear- 
ley) practically  stated  that  the  employis 
were  willing  to  give  up  their  present 
privileges  if  they  were  granted  a  Trade 
Union  rate  of  wages.  It  seemed  to  him 
of  vast  importance  that  they  should  pay 
the  workmen  in  the  Government  yards 
the  current  rate  of  wages  in  the  trade, 

Jfr.  W.  Allen 


when  in  the  contracts  that  the  Govern- 
ment sent  out  for  various  things  they 
inserted  a  clause  that  the  employer 
of  labour  must  pay  to  those  who 
worked  on  those  articles  the  cur- 
rent Trades  Union  rate  of  wages. 
If  the  Government  did  not  pay  the 
Trades  Union  rate  of  wages,  then  it 
would  be  natural  for  the  employer  to 
turn  round  and  tell  them  to  put  their 
own  house  in  order.  But  if  the  Govern* 
ment  were  to  pay  the  Trades  Union  rate 
of  wages  and  at  the  same  time  give  con- 
tinuous employment,  the  conseqaences 
would  be  that  they  would  get  the  pick 
of  the  men,  and  have  their  work  better 
done.  Surely  it  was  not  unreasonable  to 
ask  the  Government  to  pay  the  Unicm 
rate  of  wages  ?  A  private  employer  bad 
to  make  a  profit,  or,  if  a  company,  to  pej 
a  dividend ;  but  the  Government  were 
under  no  such  obligation.  The  Beada- 
tion  asked  them,  in  the  first  place,  to  pay 
a  living  wage,  and,  in  the  second  place,  to 
set  a  good  example  to  private  employers. 
But  the  Government  were  not  doing 
either  one  or  the  other.  For  instance, 
the  coopers  at.  Devon  port  were  paid 
from  10  to  25  per  cent,  less  than  the 
prices  agreed  upon  by  the  London  masterg 
and  the  Coopers*  Trade  Union.  Sorely 
that  was  not  carrying  out  the  spirit  of  tM 
Resolution  adopted  by  the  House  ol 
Commons.  Surely  the  Government,  as 
a  large  employer  of  labour,  should  respeet 
the  agreement  come  to  between  the  Be* 
presentatives  of  the  men  and  the  masters. 
Again,  it  was  stated  in  evidence  beforo 
the  Labour  Commission  that  while  tlis 
average  pay  of  ship-riggers  in  the  Go* 
vernment  yards  was  4s.  4d.  per  day,  the 
average  pay  in  the  great  commercial 
centres  of  London,  Liverpool,  Hull  and 
Newcastle-on-Tyne  was  6s.  8d.  per  day. 
If  the  Government  had  carried  outthespirit 
of  the  Resolution  adopted  by  the  Hoiisa^ 
it  would  have  increased  the  wages  of  tbs 
ship-riggers  by  Is.  4d.  per  day  and  tlM 
wages  of  the  coopers  by  10  to  25  p0C 
cent,  per  week.  The  Government  wonlt 
only  treat  their  employes  in  a  fair  sni 
generous  manner  when  they  canirf 
out  the  wishes  of  by  far  the  largait 
majority  in  the  House.  It  was  ail  very  » 
well  to  look  at  the  question  from  the  tai* 
payers*  point  of  view  ;  but  the  workinff* 
classes'  point  of  view  was  clearly  ino- 
cated  during  the  recent  struggle  in  tte 
coal  trade,  when  all  working  men  suV* 
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Ecribed  largely  to  help  those  who  were  out 
of  work,  and  his  opiniou  was  that  the  tax- 
jfajers   would    not   object   to  this  small 
addition  to  the  taxes  when  they  would 
know  that  the  money  would  go  into  the  ' 
pockets  of  the  employes  of  tlie  Govern-  ' 
ment.     He  believed  the  Resolution  to  be  ; 
a  yni  and  fair  one,  and  if  his  hon.  Friend 
pressed  it  to  a  Division  he  would  cer-  < 
uinly  support  him  by  his  vote.  I 

Mb.  HAXBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
eoald  not  go  into  the   details    of    this  I 
dockyard  question  like  the  hon.  Members 
▼ho  represented  the  dockyards,  but  he 
vwdd  give  his  views  as  to  the  general 
priMiples   which   he   thought   ought  to 
gude  the    Government    in    fixing   the 
wigtt  in  the  dockyards  on  grounds  that 
woe  fur  and    right.     lie  entirely  con- 
eaned  ia  what  had  been  said  by  his  hon. 
FKend  the  Member,  for  Battcrsea.  There 
wu  very  little  in  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend  that  he  did  not  find  himself  in 
mnplete  agreement  with,  and  he  thought 
Ui  bon.  Friend  had  put  the  question  on 
ftiouud  and  solid  basis.     There  could  be  ; 
io  doubt  whatever   that   the   time  had  { 
mie  when  they  ought  to  put  this  quos-  < 
tioa  on  some  firm  and  definite  basis,  for 
tfaej  could  no  longer  tolerate  these  con- 
mt  appeals  to  the  House  by  Reprcsen- 
Wrres  of  the  dockyards.     From  the  tax- 
Were'  point  of  view,  he  heartily  sup- 
poneil  the  recommendation  of  the  hon. 
liaiber  for  Battersea.     The  Civil  Lord 
o(  ilie  Admiralty  had  said  that  in  a  great 
■ujr  respects  the  wages  of  the  dockyard 
*nwere  above  Trades  Union  wages,  and 
V^  the    hon.    Member    for    Devon  port 
^  that  his  constituents  were  to  have 
mcniIj  the  advantage  of  Trades  Union 
^H^  but  also  the  privileges  and  advan- 
^J»   which    they   enjoyed    under    the 
»iole  system.     {^Cries  of  "  No  !  "]     It 
*v  impossible  that  tliat  could  happen, 
lie  dockyard   men  could  not  have  their 
^  and   cat  it,   and   it  was  unfair  to 
^iog  men  in  other  parts  of  the  country 
dttt  dockyard   men   should   out  of  Go- 
^ment  money  be   paid  higher  wages 
^    other      working     men     received. 
That  was  an  utterly  impossible  position, 
ht  nodoubtedly  it  was  the  claim  made 
tf  tlic   hon.   Member    for    Devonport. 
[Mr.  Kearlet  :  No,  no.]    At  any  rate, 
Chat  was  the  view  he  took  of  the  Resolu- 
tion before  the  House.     He  thought  the 
establishment  system  in  the  dockyards 
a  h^\  one.     It  was  said  Ut  had  many 
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advantages,  but  ho  was  sure  that  it  had 
more  disadvantages.  For  instance,  a 
great  number  of  men  were  kept  upon  the 
establishment  who  would  not  be  retained 
in  private  yards.  There  was  also  too 
much  of  family  influence  in  the  dockyards. 
Jobs  were  frequently  done  owing  to 
family  influence.  What  was  worse,  there 
were  also  Party  jobs,  and  one  of  the 
worst  Party  jobs  was  committed  by  his 
own  Party  in  1878,  when  they  put  a  large 
number  of  men  on  the  dockyard  establish- 
ment previous  to  a  General  Election. 
But  both  sides  were  in  this  respect  tarred 
with  the  same  brush,  and  either  Party 
was  no  better  and  no  worse  than  the 
other.  He  would  like  to  see  the  establish- 
ment system  abolished  altogether,  because 
then  the  jobs  could  not  1x5  perpetrated. 
The  dockyards  ought  to  be  placed  more 
in  competition  with  the  private  yards, 
and  he  was  certain  that  much  of  tlie  work 
would  be  better  done  in  the  latter  than  in 
the  former.  He  was  sure  that  if  they 
did  away  with  the  establishment  system 
and  put  the  Government  yards  under  the 
same  conditions  as  the  private  yards  it 
would  be  much  better  for  the  countrv.  It 
was  said  that  there  were  privileges 
granted  to  the  men  by  employers  in 
private  firms.  Any  concessions  made  to 
the  men  in  private  firms  ought  (rertainly 
to  be  retained,  but  there  were  exceptional 
privileges  in  the  dockyards  which  ought 
to  be  al)olished.  The  fact  was,  that  tliey 
had  gone  on  long  enough  trying  to  work 
the  two  systems  side  by  side.  lie  would 
advise  the  Government  to  give  up  the  old 
establishment  system  and  pay  Trades 
Union  wages.  The  Secrclary  to  tiie 
Admiralty  had  said  they  were  trying  to 
give  wages  which  represented  tiic  average 
of  Trades  Union  wages.  But  that  system 
would  not  work,  for  they  wouhl  have  the 
Dockyard  Representatives  coming  to  the 
House  and  insisting  that  the  men  should 
be  paid  the  highest  point  reached  in  wages 
by  the  Trades  Unions.  The  proper  thing 
was  to  pay  Trades  Union  wages  pure  and 
simple.  He  did  not  complain  of  the  action 
of  the  Dockyard  Representatives,  but  he 
should  say  that  the  pressure  which  was 
brought  to  bear  upon  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment by  dockyard  men  and  by  Civil 
servants  had  become  intolerable,  lie  once 
served  on  a  Commission  where  every 
member,  regardless  of  Party,  was  so 
impressed  with  this  fact  that  they  were 
inclined  to  recommend  that  Civil  i&<^Tvv!k.\x\.% 
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should  be   disfranchised.      He    believed 
that  was  what  would  happen  if  they  had 
year  after  year   this   constant  pressure 
brought  to  bear  on  the  Dockyard  Mem- 
bers, and  then  those  Members  using  their 
political  influence  with  the  Government, 
especially  when  majorities  were  small,  in 
order   to   raise   the   wages  of  dockyard 
employes.     It    was   a   form    of   bribery 
which     ought     not      to     be     tolerated. 
Private   bribery   was   bad   enough,    but 
bribing  constituencies  for  the  Member's 
own    private    advantage     with     public 
money   was  the   worst   possible  sort  of 
bribery.     There  was  another  matter  to 
which  he  would  like  to  call    attention. 
He  was  afraid  one  of  the  tendencies  of 
this  system  would  be  to  drive  out  of  our 
dockyards  and  Government  factories   a 
great  many  old  soldiers  and  sailors.     He 
thought  this  House  ought,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  find  employment  for  these  men. 
He  had  never  been  able  to  see  why  these 
men,  if  they  were  good  men  and  able  to 
do   the    work — and    if    otherwise    they 
ought  not  to  be  employed  at  all — should 
have  their  pensions  practically  deducted 
from    their  wages.      A   man's    pension 
earned  in  the  service  of  the  State  was 
his  own  property,  and  he  ought  to  have 
the  same  wages  as  if  he  had  not  the  pen- 
sion.    He  did    not   believe   the  remedy 
suggested  by  the  late  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty — namely,  a  Committee  of  this 
House,  would  stop  the  evil  for  a  single 
year.     At  least  it  would  very  soon   be 
argued  that  the  circumstances  had  altered 
since  the  Committee   had   met.      What 
they  wanted    was    some    self-adjusting 
arrangement  like  Trades  Union   wages, 
and  for  that  reason   he   heartily  agreed 
with  the  suggestion  of  the  hou.  Member 
for  Battersea. 

Sir  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  said,  that  if 
this  Motion  was  put  to  the  House  he 
should  record  his  vote  against  it,  and  he 
should  do  so  in  the  interests  of  the  dock- 
yard workers  themselves.  There  could 
be  but  one  outcome  from  this  perpetual 
movement  in  behalf  of  the  dockyards — 
and  although  it  might  not  be  a  very  near 
one,  it  would  come — and  that  was,  to 
give  a  vast  deal  more  work  to  the  private 
establishments,  and  to  bring  about  a 
great  reduction  in  the  construction  staff 
of  the  dockyards.  He  shoiild  not  be 
sorry  to  see  that  take  place,  because, 
looking  to  the  spirit  which  animated 
these  Debates,  and  seeing  the  dockyard 
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men  were  so  excessively  dissatisfied 
with  their  lot,  he  saw  no  reason 
why  this  House  should  maintain 
the  dockyards  in  a  stronger  position. 
Why  were  the  establishments  set  up  and 
maintained  ?  Entirely  because  they  had 
a  body  of  workmen  working  under  very 
considerable  privileges  such  as  constant 
employment  and  constant  income.  But, 
if  the  dockyard  men  came  to  the  House 
and  asked  that  the  differences  between 
them  and  men  employed  outside  should 
be  removed,  then  the  very  ground  on 
which  the  dockyard  establishments  were 
set  up  was  taken  away,  and  there  was  no 
reason  why  ships  required  for  the  Public 
Service  should  not  be  constructed  in  the 
private  yards  of  the  country.  He  agreed 
very  much  with  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  had  said.  This  question  had 
taken  such  an  acute  form  that  it  seemed 
impossible  in  the  House  of  Commons  to 
give  attention  to  any  adequate  and  liberal 
scale  to  the  great  naval  affairs  of  the 
country  because  of  this  eternal  cropping* 
up  of  dockyard  grievances. 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

Notwithstanding  that  this  discussion  has 

lasted  perhaps  as  long  as  time  will  very 

conveniently  allow  for  it,  it  may  not  be 

out  of  place  if  I  say  a  few  words  before  _ 
we  come  to  a  conclusion  on  the  matter. 
Although  I    have   no  direct   connectioo 
with  the  Admiralty  and  its  workers,  jet 
as  last  year  I  was  the  mouthpiece  of  the 
Government  on   the  question  raised  bj" 
the   right   hou.    Gentleman   opposite,  L 
can  say  a  few  words  with  some  degree  of 
authority  on  the  part  of  the  Governmeot. 
There  are  two  subjects  connected  with  thiia 
matter,  upon  neither  of  which  I  intend  to 
say  anything.  First,  as  to  the  conduct  scmI  .■ 
position  of  the  Dockyard  Members.  There 
may  be  a  good  deal  to  be  said  on  both 
F»ides  of  that  question,  but  it  is  not  a 
pleasant  question  on  which  to  embaiif 
and  therefore  I  will  leave  it  aside.    The 
other    subject  lis    the  question    of   tlii 
grievances  which  workmen  in  the  dock- 
yards com  plain  of.  That  would  be  a  propSf'j 
question  to  deal  with  on  the  Navy  EalKj 
mates,  but  it  has  no  immediate  connectlBft, 
with  the  Resolution  before   the  Homft^j 
That  Resolution  asks  the  House  of  CopF»c^ 
mens  to  determine  that  the  men  emplojfii.1l 
in  the  dockyards  shall  receive,  accor&| 
to  some  vague  sort  of  definition,  Trtdsi 
Union  rates  of  wages.     There  is  OM 
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condition  which  ought  to  attach  to  any 
sacb  BesoIutioD  as  that  before  the  House, 
and  that  is  that  it  should,  if  possible, 
Qoanimouslj  commend  itself  to  the  Mem- 
ben  of  the  House.     The  two   previous 
Instmctions  that  have  been  passed  by  the 
HoQse  have  been  agreed  to  unanimously, 
u  it  is  very  desirable  that  such  Instruc- 
tioiis  should  be.  But  it  is  apparent  that  tbis 
Besolation  cannot  be  carried  unanimously. 
The  Motion  has  been  strongly  supported 
bfiome  hon.  Gentlemen  who  represent 
doekjanl  constituencies,  but  it  has  been 
ittuked  by  others.     It  has  been   by  no 
•ne  more  forcibly  opposed   than  by  my 
hm.  Friend  the  Member  for  Battersea  ; 
udl  venture  to  think  that  on  a  question 
Uke  Uus  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Btttenea  is   a  great   authority,  even  a 
^mter  authority  than  some  of  those  who 
SiTe  found  fault  with  what  he  has  said. 
My  hon.   Friend   pointed   out   that   the 
Sesoiation  is  at  once  vague  and  luirrow 
n  its  effect.     I   do   not   thhik   myself, 
ipeiking  frankly,  that    it    is   a   Motion 
irhich  the  Government  of  the  day  should 
be  justified  in  accepting.     Wo  have  fully 
iec«pted  the  principle  that   the  current 
Bte  of  wages  in  a  district  ought  to  be 
pud  both   in  the  Government  workshops 
ad  by  its  contractors.     The  Civil  Lord 
rf  the   Admiraltv   cited   the   carefully- 
ttDsidered  terms — which,  I  think,  I  nmy 
qwtea^in — stating  the  present  view  of 
fc  Admiralty's     position     under     the 
bitructions  of  the  House.     The  words 
Me:— 

•That  the  Admiralty  shouM  remunerate  Its 
Jrkmen  on  a  scale  which,  takinj?  overythinfj 
■0  ooDaiileration,  in  not  inferior  to  that  of  oiit- 
jjfc  workmen  of  the  same  or  an  aiialofjous 
^;  and,  if  at  any  time  it  be  shown  tliat  any 
We  or  section  of  a  trade  is  receivin;^  le^s  than 
••ight  to  receive,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Dcpart- 
*at  to  9et  the  matter  right." 

W,  how    have    we  carried   out   this 

^tion  ?     I  challenge  any  Meml>er  of 

^  House  to  mention  a  case  in  which, 

vlten  the  Departments  have  been  informed 

flower  wages  than  those  stated  are 

teig  paid  by  the  contractor,  the  matter 

hi  not   been   immediately   investigated, 

ttd,  if  it  has  been  found  a  fair  complaint, 

ku   not  been  at  once  set  right.     This 

ttanie  has   been   carried  out  with    the 

pBatest  fidelity  by  every  Department  of 

the  Government.     The  workmen  directly 

•iployed  by  the  Government  have  from 

me  to  time  received  a  considerable  in- 
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crease  of  wages,  and  we  have  in  that  way 
given   proof  that  it  is  our  desire  to  do 
exactly  what  is  prescribed.     If  we  were 
to  accept  a  Union  rate  of  wages  we  should 
have  to  know,  as  has  been  abundantly 
pointed  out  to-night,  whether  it  is  to  l)e 
the  Union  rate  in  the  locality  or  a  general 
average  Union  rate,  the  payment  of  which 
would   probably  cause  as   much  discon- 
tent as  if  you  were  to  put  Union  rates  of 
wages  aside  altogether.     This  being  the 
way    in   which   the    Government    have 
carried  out,  and  will  continue  to  carry 
out,  the  Instructions  of  the  House,  is  it 
desirable  to  fetter  their  hands  by  passing 
this  vague   Resolution  ?     I   agree    with 
the    hon.  Member  for  Cardiff  that   the 
men  in  the  dockvard,  and  those  who  here 
plead  their  cause,  ought  to  take  care  that 
they  do  not  push  matters  a  little  too  far. 
We  are  all  ready  to  maintain  these  great 
establishments  in  full  efficiency.     At  the 
same  time,  our  principle  is  to  ^ive  a  fair 
shareof  work  to  private  workshops  and  the 
great  shipbuilding  yards  in  other  parts  of 
the  countrv  ;  and   if  the  establishments 
in   the    South   of   England   bcM^omo   too 
costly  or  make  work  difficult  jiikI   incon- 
venient, there  is  an   easy  reniiMly,  which 
is  to  transfer  the  larger  part  of  the  ship- 
building to  the  private  yards.     I   do  not 
sav  it  would  be  desirable  to  do  this  to 
too  large  an  extent ;  and   it  is  certainly 
not   the    policy   of  the   Government,  or 
likely  to  be  that  of  any  Government,  to 
displace  large  quantities  of  labour  in  the 
Government    establishments  ;    but    it   is 
worth  the  while  of   the  workmen    con- 
cerned to  take  to  heart  the  warning  given 
to-night  that  if  repeated  efforts  arc  made 
under  Parliamentary  pressure  to  raise  the 
scale  of  wages  to  an  undue  extent,  there 
is  always  a  simple  remedy,  which,  how- 
ever, I  believe  the  House  of  Commons 
would  be  reluctant  to   adopt.     There  is 
another  reason  why  I  think  the  Govern- 
ment   may    be    trusted    to    act    reason- 
ably in  this  matter.     The  hon.  Mcml)cr 
for  Battersea  took  that  line,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle-under-Lvnie,  I  ob- 
serve,  from  his  greater  knowle<lge  and 
wider  experience,  proceedeil    to   lecture 
my  hon.  Friend  and  to  ])oint  out  the  line 
he  ought  to  have  taken.     But  we  have 
done  more  than  this — we  have  acted  in  a 
remarkable  manner  in  other  respects  than 
in  regard  to  this  matter  of  fair  wages. 
The  Announcement  that  my  hon.  Friend 

2  E 


655       Government  Employes       {COMMONS]  in  ike  Dockyards.  656 


has  made  to-night  as  to  the  introduction 
of  a  48  hours  week  is  a  very  remarkable 
and  siguificaut  announcement.  No  one 
lias  had  a  larger  share  in  pushing 
forward  that  question  than  my  hon. 
Friend  and  countryman  who  sits 
below  the  Gangway.  I  was  able 
some  time  ago  to  announce  this 
policy  in  connoction  with  the  War  OfBce. 
I  was  not  surprised  that  the  Admiralty 
hesitated  ov  delayed  a  little  in  following 
that  example,  because,  as  is  well  known, 
the  factories  with  which  I  have  to  deal 
are  the  very  kind  of  factories  or  shops 
that  lend  themselves  easily  and  without 
much  complication,  to  the  adoption  of 
shorter  hours,  whereas  the  establishments 
of  the  Admiralty  are  more  scattered 
and  various,  and  render  necessary  great 
circumspection  and  careful  inquiry.  The 
hon«  Member  for  Preston  has  spoken  of 
the  conditions  we  have  had  to  impose  in 
introducing  shorter  hours.  I  think  he  a 
little  exaggerated  what  has  happened. 
In  making  concessions  of  this  kind  the 
Government  have  a  right  to  ask  from  the 
men  in  their  employment  some  concession 
in  return.  There  is  no  denying  the  fact 
that  in  Government  factories  there  is  a 
little  more  indulgence  and  laxity  than 
there  is  in  private  yards.  There  are  little 
indulgences  and  irregularities  allowed  in 
Government  establishments  which  are  not 
permitted  in  private  yards,  and  all  that 
has  been  done  is  to  reduce  those  little 
privileges  which  the  workman  can  very 
well  give  up  when  so  much  is  being  done 
for  him  ;  and  I  am  glad  to  say  that,  to 
the  best  of  my  information,  there  has 
been  no  substantial  complaint  whatever 
from  any  of  the  men.  Of  course,  when 
the  question  of  wages  is  deal  t  with,  we  come 
at  once  to  the  whole  question  of  establish- 
ments. I  am  of  opinion,  and  have 
never  faileil  to  express  the  opinion  in 
this  House,  that  establishments  are  the 
greatest  mistake  in  the  world.  The 
country  would  be  much  better  served  if 
there  were  no  establishments  at  all,  if 
there  were  no  established  men  —  no 
men  going  on  for  pension-*ftnd  if  the 
whole  of  the  men  could  be  treated  in  the 
same  way  as  they  were  in  private  yards. 
But  there  would  be  a  great  deal  of  diffi- 
culty in  introducing  a  new  system  and 
discontinuing  the  old.  There  would  be 
a  loner  time  during  which  there  would  be 
men  under  each   system.    If,   however 
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there  is  a  strong  feeling  in  the  direction 
of  a  uniform  arrangement,  I  can  see 
no  objection  to  carrying  further  the 
movement  towards  what  I  should  call 
the  liberation  of  labour  in  public  dock- 
yards. I  have  only  one  word  more  to 
say.  With  regard  to  the  employment  of 
old  soldiers  and  sailors,  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  referred  to,  I  very  much 
sympathise  with  the  desire  to  employ 
them,  and  am  also  opposed  to  counting 
their  pensions  as  any  part  of  their  pay, 
but  in  many  cases  they  are  not  fit  to 
perform  the  ordinary  day's  work  of  an 
able-bodied  man.  The  work  will  be  very 
loyal  and  honest  work  so  far  as  it  goes, 
but  old  soldiers  and  sailors  are  not  fitted 
for  every  kind  of  employment.  There- 
fore, much  is  not  to  be  expected  in  that 
direction,  but  I  should  be  very  sorry  if  any 
trade  movement  should  have  the  effect  of 
making  the  employment  of  such  men  in 
Government  establishments  impossible. 
Having  said  this  much,  and  after  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Civil 
Lord,  and  the  general  expression  of  the 
opinion  of  the  House,  I  would  appeal  to 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Devon- 
port  to  withdraw  his  Motion.  He  has 
gained  the  advantage  of  having  the 
matter  discussed  at  great  length,  and,  on 
the  whole,  I  think  in  a  sympathetic 
spirit.  I  would  venture  to  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  whether  it  would  not  be  better, 
in  the  interests  of  those  for  whom  he 
acts,  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  should  not  have  taken  any 
part  in  this  protracted  Debate  if  it  had 
not  been  for  one  or  two  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down.  He  sounded  what  I  thought 
a  timely  note  of  warning  to  the  dockyard 
employes.  He  said  that  if  the  pressure 
to  which  the  House  is  year  by  year  sub- 
jected becomes  intolerable,  there  is  a  very 
simple  remedy — namely,  to  gradually 
reduce  the  Government  establishments 
and  put  the  work  out  elsewhere.  Some 
six  or  seven  years  ago,  in  conjunction 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me,  I  had 
to  face  the  very  difficulty  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  anticipates.  I  was 
suddenly  called  upon  to  undertake  the 
affairs  of  the  Admiralty  at  a  time  when 
the  dockyards  were  in  much  disfavomr. 
Their  work,  though  good,  was  costly  and 
dilatory,  and  there  was  a  strong  move 
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ment  made,  particularly  among  those  to 
whom  I  am  politically  opposed,  to  bring 
about  the  abolition  of  the  dockyards  as 
bnildin^  establishments,  and  their  main- 
tenance for  repairs  only.       I  want  the 
dockyard  empioySs  clearly  to  understand 
that  if  sach  a  proposition  is  ever  made, 
for  every  political    vote   the  dockyard 
employes  can  command  the  shipwrights 
in  other  parts  of  England  c^n  command 
10.    Therefore,  if  any  attempts  are  made 
j>y  political   pressure  and   influence    to 
im|MX)ve  the    position  of   the   dockyard 
emploifh  at  the  expense  of  the  rest  of  the 
community,  it  is  very  easy  to  see  that 
there  ig  a  practical  and  effectual  remedy. 
Mj  right  hon.  Friend  and   I  had  a  very 
nnpleasant  task   to  try  and  reform   the 
dockyards  and  place  them  on  such  a  basis 
« would  enable  them  to  compete  with 
■odern  appliances  in  private  yanls.     I 
•m  bound  to  say  that  the  results  of   the 
wfonns  we  have  carried  out  have  l)eon 
oost  remarkable.      The   work    of   the 
^kyards  during  the  past   five   or   hIx 
y«w«  has  been  such  that  it  holds  its  own 
^ell  with  that  of  the  best  private  yards 
in  the  country.     But  dockyard  employes 
■wt  not  presume  too  much  on  the  good 
^*k  they  have  done  in  the  past.       I 
■pee  with 'everything  the  Minister  for 
"«  has   said.       The   Government   as 
•■ployers   of    labour  ought   to   set    an 
*^Dttple.  I  am  glad  the  hours  have  been 
'Muced.      I  believe  that  where  proper 
•openrijijon   is    exercised   and   men   are 
^"^  to  do  their  best,  eight  hours  are 
»hoQt  aR  much  as  an  able-bodied  man  can 
*w;  hut,  of  course,  under  the  exigencies 
<«  the  Public  Service  overtime  has  been 
»nd  may  be  necessary,  and  the  ])resent 
'Unction  ought  to  be  associated  with  the 
"nderstauding  that  overtime  may  occa- 
^looallj  have  to  be  worked,    though  it 
0"ght  not  to  be  the  chronic  condition  of 
Jhe  Public    Service.       The   right   hon. 
^Dtleman     went    on    to    say    that   he 
J**^ught  establishments  were  a  mistake. 
"d  that  the    opinion   of   those   in  the 
employ  of  the  Admiralty  must,  to  a  large 
^^^ent,  1)0  consulted,  and  almost  all  the 
20,000  employed  are  in    favour  of   the 
<5ontimion8    employment    the    establish- 
wents  afford.       I  believe   it  would  be  a 
roistake     to    att-empt     their     reduction. 
There  is  no  desire  on  the  part   of   the 
great  majority   of    the   House   to  treat 
otherwise  than  fairly  all  those  employed 


in  the  dockyards  ;  but  I  hope  the  moral 
of  this  Debate  will  be  taken  to  heart  by 
the  Dockyard  Representatives  and  those 
they  represent.  What  is  wanted  is  a 
little  more  luickbone  in  Parliamentary 
candidates.  I  think  the  results  of  the 
Debate  will  be  to  this  effect — that  whilst 
the  dockyard  employes,  whom  I  am 
bound  to  look  upon  as  amongst  the  pick 
of  the  artizans  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
will  be  fairly  dealt  with,  if  their  Repre- 
sentatives yield  unduly  to  political  pres- 
sure, the  House  will  be  stiff-backed 
enough  to  pay  no  attention  to  them. 

Mr.  KEARLEY  said,  that  after 
listening  attentively  to  the  remarks  of 
the  Secretary  for  War,  which  he  under- 
stood to  be  practically  a  repetition  of 
what  the  Civil  Lord  had  said — for  he 
was  unfortunate  enough  not  to  be  able 
to  catch  the  full  purport  of  his  remarks 
— he  ifelt  the  undertaking  given  by  the 
Government  to  have  these  matters, 
whenever  they  might  be  proved  to  be 
worthy  of  reconsideration,  thoroughly 
inquired  into  perfectly  satisfactory.  He 
did  not  abate  from  the  position  he  had 
taken  up — that  it  would  be  beneficial  that 
Trades  Union  wages  should  be  introduced. 
But  he  felt  satisfied  with  the  undertaking 
given  by  the  Secretary  for  War.  He 
asked  to  be  allowed  to  withdraw  his 
Motion,  and  he  took  the  opportunity  of 
thanking  the  Government  for  their  great 
concession  so  far  as  regarded  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  hours  of  labour  to  48  was 
concerned. 

Mr.  WOLFF  (Belfast,  E.)  said,  that 
in  successive  years  he  had  heard  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Kearley)  and 
his  Colleagues,  and  the  Members  of  the 
Government,  make  the  same  identical 
speeches,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that, 
unless  some  step  was  taken  to  bring 
about  a  fixed  arrangement  with  the 
dockyard  men,  they  would  every  Session 
waste  at  least  one  dav  over  these 
matters.  It  depended  upon  how  pliable 
the  House  was,  or  how  much  Imckbone 
it  exhlliited,  whether  wages  were  raised 
or  were  continued  as  at  present.  He 
thought  that  the  system  in  operation  in 
the  dockyards  was  a  bad  one — altogether 
out  of  date  according  to  present  ideas  of 
labour  and  relations  >>etween  employers 
and  employed.  Public  shipbuilding  yards 
might  have  been  absolutely  necessary  at 
1  one   time,  when  there   were  no  private 
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yards  to  compete  with  them,  and  when 
men,  if    thev  left  the  Government  ser- 
vice,  could  not  bo  replaced  ;  but  now  the 
work  in  the  private  yards  was  done  quite 
US  well  n8  that  carried  out  in  the  dock- 
yards.     He   saw   no    reason    why    the 
reKulations    in    force   in    private   yards 
sliould  not  be  adopted  in  the  dockyards. 
If  a  man  did  a  certain  amount  of  work 
why  not  pay  him  for  it  accordingly  ?     If 
the    votes    for   candidates    in    dockyard 
constituencies  were  to  be  given  acconling 
to  the  number  of  gratuities  obtained  for 
the  men  these  Debates  would  take  place 
every  year.     80  long  as  money  could  be 
squeezed  out  of  the  Public   Exchequer 
by  Parliamentary  pressure,  so  long  would 
the   dockvard    men    remain    dissatisfied. 
As  for  classification,  no  doubt,  theoreti- 
cally, it  was  a  good  thing,  but,  practically, 
it  could  not  be  carrietl  out.     The  practice 
of  paying  men  on  a  different  scale  on  the 
ground  that  some  were  more  skilled  than 
others  was  fast  dying  out  in  private  yards, 
one  universal  rate  of  wages  being  paid. 
He    would    abolish    the     establishment 
system  altogether,  and  pay  the  men  the 
rates   customary  in  the  Trades   Unions. 
He  had  had  many  fights  with  the  Trades 
Unions,  sometimes  having  beaten  them 
and  sometimes   having  been  beaten,  and 
he  had   no  doubt  he  should  have  other 
fights  with  them.     Generally  speaking, 
however,  he  got  on  very  well  with  them  ; 
and  if  he  had  any  influence  at  the  Admi- 
ralty he  should  advise  the  adoption  of 
the  system  whereby  men  would  be  taken 
on    when    they   were  required,  paid  the 
Trades  Union  rate  of   wages,  and  sent 
away  when  they  wore  not  wanted.    That 
system  worked  well  in  the  private  yards, 
and   he  did  not  see  why  it  should  not 
work    equally  well  in    the  Government 
dockyards. 

Majok  RASCH  (Essex,  8.E.)  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  had 
talked  about  employing  old  soldiers  in 
the  dockyards,  but  he  had  not  meant 
decrepit  individuals  of  70  or  80,  such  as 
were  in  the  mind  of  the  Secretary  for 
War,  but  Reservists  averaging  from  25  to 
30  years  of  age.  Such  men  were  as  fit 
for  employment  in  the  dockyards  as  any 
workmen  could  l>e. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 
Jfr.  Wolff 


THE  ROYAL  NAVAL  RESERVE. 
Commander  BETHELL  (York,E.R^ 
Holderness)  said,  before  referring  to  the 
condition  of  the  Naval  Reserve,  he  would 
Bay   a  few  words  upon  Lord  Spencer's 
Memorandum.     It  was  a  new  departure 
for  the  Admiralty,  which  would  have  a 
great  and  lasting  effect,  in  manning  the 
Navy  to    introduce    seamen   from    the 
Merchant  Service  for  the  Reserve.     He 
was  not  one  of  those  who  clung  to  the 
superstition  that  no  one  could  ever  make 
a  good  seaman  for  the  Navy  who  bad  not 
been   brought  up  to  it  from  a  boy.     It 
was  now  proposed  to  introduce  800  men 
from  the  Merchant  Service,  and  what  he 
wanted  to  know  was  on  what  terms  thej 
would  enter  the  Service.     Probably  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  tell  them 
when  he  introduced  the  Estimates  what 
he  intended  to  do  in  that  respect.  Would 
they  enter  on  the  same  terms  and  eondi« 
tions  as  the  men  already  in  the  Senricei 
or  would  they  be  considered  as  short  ser- 
vice  men  only  passing  through  the  Servioe» 
in  a  few  years  to  form  the  nucleus  of  a 
further    considerable  and  very  valuable 
Reserve  ?     In  considering  this  question 
of  the  Naval  Reserve,    three   questions 
arose  :  First,  what  number  of  men  were 
enrolled    for    that    purpose  ;    secondly, 
what  was  the  quality  of  the  men  when 
they  were  obtained  ;  and,  thirdly,  were 
the    men    nominally    in   reserve    really 
available  ?     Nominally,  the  Reserve  at 
present  consisted  of  three  portions :  the 
first-class,     10,000    men  ;    second-class^ 
roughly*  10,000  ;  and  then  the  pensioners 
and    firemen,    about     6,000 ;    in    round 
numl>ers  about    26,000,  including    boys. 
How  many  of  these  men  could  be  counted 
u|>on  in  time  of  war  ?  Sir  George  Tryon^s 
Committee  inquired  into  the  subject  some 
years  ago,  and  came  to  the  conclusion  in 
their  Report  that  10,CXX)  men  might 
obtaiual    immediately,    though    it    Wi 
rather  difficult  to  judge  upon  what  basi 
they  formed  their  opinion.      That  esti 
mate,  of  course,  had  reference  to  the  earl 
|K)rio<l  of  a  war,  and  for  ascertaining  ho 
many  might  Ik*  got  as  time  went  on,  sa 
in  a  year  or  so,  no  figures  were  availabl 
but  as  far  as  he   was  able  to  see,  di 
counting   the   pensioners,  if   out  of  tls-^ 
26,000  men  20,000  could  be  got,  we  migfca  t 
consider  ourselves  lucky,  say,  after  w«ar 
had  been  going  ou  for  a  year.     Was  tkmc 
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!€>y9\  Naval  Reserve,  then,  sufficieut  for  i  There  was,  first  of  all,  the  Mercautile 
XM.r    requirements  ?      That   was  a   very    Mariue  ;  hut  the  Committee  to  which  he 
AfKcult  qaestloD,  as  the  Committee  he  ,  had  refcrreil  thought  we   could   hardly 
Ukd  just  referred  to  had  evidently  found.  ,  expect  materially  to  increase  the   10,000 
Ht«»    own  rough  estimate  was  that  our  \  men  already    drawn   from   that   source, 
aeameu,  including  coastguards  and  men  '  The    second-class    lleserve,    also   num- 
eaiployed  in   harhour   duties,   would  l)e  '  hering  approximately   10,000  men,  wore 
enough   to   man  the   Fleet   in  ordinary  1  mainly  drawn  from  the  fishing  population, 
limes.    But  in  time  of  war  the  ordinary  !  and  that  seemed  one  of  the  most  likely 
strength  would  have  to  be  increased  by  \  and  desirable  fields  from  which  additional 
at  least  10  per  cent.,  or  6,000  men.  Then  •  lieserves  might  Imj  drawn.     The  condi- 
tbe  question  of  waste  in  war  time  arose.  I  tions  under  which  the  second-class  lie- 
That,  again,  was   extremely   difficult  to  '  serve  men  were  invited  to  join  were  not 
gauge,  and  the  only  way  to  arrive  at  it    very  favourable,  but  he  hoped  that  cer- 
woald  be  from  the  Admiralty's  figures  in    tain  changes  in  these  conditions  being 
former  wars,  assuming   that   the  duties  i  made,  a  few  thousand  more  men   wouhl 
would  be  roughly  the  same.     Taking  10  |  be  obtained  from  the  fishing  population, 
per  cent.,  another  6,000  men  would  be    Probably  firemen  could  not  be  obtaine<l 
reqaired,    leaving    8,000     men    in     the  |  from  any  other  source  than  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine,  but  they  might  be  recruiteil 
in  considerably  larger  numbers.    Another 
source  whence  men  might  l)e  secured  was 
to  be  found  in  the  bluejackets  and  marines 
who  had  loft  the  Service  at  the  end  of 


Reserve  for  the  expansion  of  all  kinds 

required  to  be  provided  for  in  time  of* 

wv,  which  would  be  very  large.     We 

should  probably  find  ourselves,  after  we 

bad  been  at  war  for  a  year  or  so,  in  the 

old  difficulty  and  straits  from  the  want  of  j  their  first  10  years'  engagement.     Those 

■en.     After   the   last    great    war    the    men  were,  on  an  average,  about  30  years 


ftrength  of  the  Navy  fell  to  50,000,  and 
is  war  time  it  had  been  rapidly  raised  to 
120,000.  It  was  obvious,  therefore,  that 
a  BQch  larger  increase  than  the  8,000  he 
W  given  would  be  required.  For  both 
•^y  and  Navy  all  soldiers  and  sailors 
■MBt  recognise  the  necessity  of  having  a 
^i^ined,  or  semi-trained.  Reserve  to  fall 
^  upon.  Right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
^  sides  of  the  House  had  done  a  great 
^  to  improve  the  condition  of  the  Navy  ; 
^tthe  attention  of  the  Admiralty  was 


of  age  when  they  left  the  Service,  and 
he  thought  that  about  5,000  of  these 
men  could  be  obtaiue<l  for  service,  and 
that  they  would  constitute  one  of  the 
l>est  classes  of  the  Reserve  obtainable. 
He  should  like  to  know  what  were  the 
objections  of  the  Admiralty  to  make  an 
offer  to  these  men  for  another  15  or  20 
years  of  service  ?  As  far  as  the  (juality 
of  these  men  was  concernetl,  he  thought 
every  one  would  agiee  that  it  was  good, 
but  the   system  of   drill    was    not    very 


•Wl  further  required  to   increasing  the  ,  favourable- for  getting  well-drilled  men 

"••erve,  an   important   measure   which    when  the  time  came  to  call  them   out. 

^  be  carried  out  at  very  snuill  cost.  .  Too  much  reliance  should  not  be  placed 

^^  26,000  men  cost  something  like    upon    the   pcMisiouers.      Many    of   them 

^,000,  as  against  the  cost  of  50,000  j  were  men  getting  on  in  years,  though  of 

"**»  employed  in   the  Fleet.     If  it  was    course   they  were  nominally  available  for 

Pw«ible  to  get  even  a  semi-trained  body  ■  service.     With  regard  to  the  5,000  men 

oUen  to  fall  back  upon  it  was  well  worth  '  who  might  be  obtained  on  leaving  the 

'oe  Admiralty 's  while  to  consider  whether    Service  at  the  end  of  their  first  10  years' 

^•^y  should  not  extend  the  endeavours    engagement,  many  people  objected  to  any 

||^ev  had  already  made  in  that  direction.  ,  proposal  which  would  hold  out  induce- 

*be  conclusion  he  had  arrived  at  was  '  ments  to  men  to  leave  the  vService    and 

piatthe  nominal  Reserve,  at  present  num- ;  become  Reserve  men  at  the  end   of  10 

'^ering  about  26,000  persons,  in  reality  '  years — that  we  should    be  losing    even 

^^h  ouly  about  20,000  men  available,  a    more    of  our  good   men  than  we  do  at 

'^Qmber  hardly    likely    to    supply    the  ;  present.     At  the  same  time,  predominant 

^iuary    waste  which  would   occur   in    weight  ought  to  be  given  to  the  consider- 

^Une  of   war.     That  being  so,   it   was    ation   that  we  ought  to  have  large  and 

^Qcesaary  to  cast  about  for  possible  fields    well-drilled  Reserves,  such  as  existed  in 

^^tMn  which  to  draw  additional  Reserves.  •  all  other  Armies  and  Navies,   formed  by 
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passing  men  more  rspidlj  throagh  the 
Service.     He  urged  the  right  hon.  Gren- 
tleman,  therefore,  to  secure  these  valu- 
able men,  who  would  form  the  backbone 
of  the  Naval  Reserve.      The  advantage 
in  getting  marines  as  well  as  bluejackets 
was  that  they  also  were  well-drilled  men, 
and  used  to  ships.     The  system  pursued 
at     present     was      not     calculated     to 
obtain     well-drilled     men     when     the 
time  came  for  calling  them    out.      No 
doubt,  a  fair  number  of  the  men  came 
up  for  their  annual  28  days*  drill.    From 
a  variety  of  causes,  taking   the  whole 
Naval  Reserve,  they  were  by  no  means 
so  proficient  in  their  drill  as  the  official 
Reports  would  lead  people  to  suppose. 
The  Admiralty  deserved,  he  must  say, 
much  credit  for  the  proposals  in  refer- 
ence to  the  training  of  the  men,  which 
were  very  valuable,  and  he  congratulated 
the   right    hon.    Gentleman  upon  them. 
He  should,  however,  like  to  have  some 
assurance   that   the  Admiralty  felt   the 
necessity  of  providing  a  large  and  full 
reserve — one    upon    which    they   could 
count,   and    that    they   should   have   it 
well    drilled.       If    that    were    so,    the 
country     generally    would     feel     much 
greater  satisfaction.     Having  concluded 
this  part  of  his  remarks — and  he  must 
say  that  he  had  not  hostilely  criticised 
the    Reserve — he    would    pass    on    to 
another    question    of    reserves — not    of 
men,  but  of  ammunition.     He  was  sorry 
to  say   that  upon   that   point  there  was 
some  reasonable  fault  to  find.     But  he 
was  in  the  difficulty  that  he  could  not 
very    well    give   the   details   he   might 
happen  to  know  about  the  quantities  of 
ammunition  at  disposal.     As  a  matter  of 
fact,  he  thought  his  right  hon.   Friend 
would  admit  that  the  reserve  ammuni- 
tion had  been  allowed  to  fall  considerably 
below  the  mark  at  which   it  ousrht  to 
stand.     He  believed  that  in  the  last  year 
or  18   months  some    increase    had   been 
made  in   the  stocks  at  MaltA,  Gibraltar, 
and  other  places,  but  a  short  time  ago 
they    were   certainly  below   what   they 
ought    to    be.       He   would   not    ^o  into 
details  upon  thij^  matter,  but  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  ex[)eet  them  to  pass  over 
in  silence  so  significant  a  matter.     What 
did  it  mean  ?    It  meant  that  when  action 
took  place  abroad,  and  ships  went  to  get 
their  stores,  they  would  find  nothint?  like 
the   quantity  they  wanted.     Let   them. 

Commander  Bethel! 


for  goodness  sake,  whatever  else  they 
did,  keep  a  good  reserve  of  ammunition  ! 
The  supplies  of  ammunition  and  of  coals 
should  alike  be  looked  after.  Ships  were 
of  no  use  without  ammunition  and  coal. 
He  would  not  pursue  that  question 
further,  but  cherished  the  hope  that  the 
Admiralty  were  folly  alive  to  the  urgency 
of  the  matter. 

Admiral     FIELD     (Sussex,     East- 
bourne) said,  that  at  this  hour  of   the 
night   he   did   not  intend  to  make  any 
remarks  at  great  length.     He  was  quite 
willing  to  be  amiable  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  only  meet   him,  b,M 
would    be     briefer     than    he    intended 
if  he  would  only  listen  to  a  logical  argu- 
ment.    They   had    been  for   five   hours 
listening  to  dockyard  grievances  and  dis- 
cussing dockyard  matters.     He  ventured 
to  think  that  the  dockyards  existed  for 
the   good  of  the   Service,  and  not  the 
Service  for  the  good  of  the  dockyard ; 
but  measuring  their  relative  importance 
by  the  length  of  discussion,  one  would 
imagine    that    the    dockyards    were    of 
paramount  importance,  and  the  Navy  of 
very     second-rate    importance     indeed. 
Why  did  the  Government  listen  to  dock- 
yard grievances  ?       Because  there  was  a 
concentrated  voting  power.      He  and  his 
brother  officers   had  brought  grievances 
before  the  House  over   and  over  again. 
Last  year  he  did  so,  and  had  done  so  so 
often  that   he  was  sick  of  doing  it  any 
more.     They  had  been  given  a  hearing, 
and  sometimes  a  smile  from  the  Treasury 
Bench,  but  that  was  all.     The  next  year 
came,  and  they  went  over  the  same  pro— 
cess.     Now  if  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaim 
would   say   that  these  things  should 
referred   to  the  Committee  now  sitting 
presided  over  by  the  late  Sea  Lord,  h^ 
would  sit  down  at  once,  l>€canse  hea^ 
that  that   was  not  the  place  to  ventila'fc:^* 
their  grievances  in  detail.       The  men  "■.  n 
the  Coastguard    complained    that    th^^v 
were  not  given  the  2d.  per  day  re-engage  ^ 
ment  money  after  10  years  ;     officers     ^^ 
the  Coastguard  and  chief  boatmen  w^re 
not     given     the    sum    to    which    tlfc  ^/ 
thought  they  were  equitably  entitled  ^or 
new  uniforms;    to   second-class  leadi-f^ 
stokers   the   2d.    per  day  re-engagem«»D^ 
money   was    refused,    nor    did    leadiff 
stokers  get  an  increase  of  pay  of  3d.  p^ 
I  day  at  the  end  of  four  years  ;  chief  engine 
room  artificers    claimed   that  a    limitw 
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namber  amongst  them  ought  certainly  to 
ba?6  warrant  rank ;  warrant  officers 
wished  to  be  granted  the  titles  of  fleet 
gunner,  fleet  bcMitswain,  or  fleet  carpen- 
ter. These  were  all  grievances  which 
might  all  be  referred  to  the  Committee  if 
the  right  hon.  Grentleman  would  only  say 
80.  With  regard  to  the  transport  service,  a 
verj  delicate  question  had  been  asked  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Ormskirk 
Division.  He  knew  what  the  right  hon. 
Member  was  aiming  after.  It  was  to 
abolish  the  Indian  troopships  and  to  get 
the  troops  carried  in  hired  transports, 
and  he  would  fij?ht  the  hon.  Gentleman 
npon  that  by-and-bye.  He  would  venture 
to  suggest  a  solution  of  that  difficulty. 
It  was  to  take  the  man-of-warsmen  out 
of  troopships  and  All  up  their  places  by 
Rojal  Naval  Reserve  men.  Then  they 
wonld  have  their  Naval  Reserve  always 
inilable,  and  the  best  school  for  the 
traioiDg  of  stokers  would  still  be  kept 
going.  The  officers  would  also  benefit, 
for  the  troopships  were  coming  and 
|oing  in  bad  weather^  and  there  was 
plenty  of  experience  to  be  gained  on 
board  of  them.  There  was  another  point. 
He  had  asked  for  a  Return  of  the  waste 
of  teamen  of  the  Royal  Navy  at  the  end 
^  10  years,  but  he  was  told  it  would 
^e  up  too  much  time  to  prepare. 
Ther^ore,  he  had  to  guess  what  became 
^  them.  One-third  of  them  returned, 
OBe-third  went  into  civil  life,  and  they 
boped  the  other  third  went  into  the 
^^▼bI  Reserve.  He  strongly  impressed 
^  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
*W8sity  of  looking  after  these  men,  so 
^  they  should  not  be  lost.    Whether  it 

'^  500  or  1,000  a  year  or  less  it  was 
^  necessary  to  look  after  them,  for 
^  were  the  most  valuable  men  that 
^  had  leaving  the  Service  at  the  end 
^  10  years.  There  was  no  reason 
^^J  they  should  not  be  induced  to  enter 
^  Fleet  Reserve.  It  was  very  hard 
^nat  the  men  whose  grievances  he  had 
'^  ventilating  should  have  a  deaf  ear 
*^n»ed  to  those  grievances  merely  be- 
muse they  could  not  concentrate  their 
J^tes  in  a  dockyard  town.  On  their 
^jlialf  he  ventured  to  appeal  to  Her 
^jesty's  Government,  and  he  hoped  he 
^onld  not  appeal  in  vain. 

Mr.  J.  H.  WILSON  (Middlesbrough) 
^id,  he  spoke  as  a  Naval  Reserve  man 
^bo  had  senred  his  time  in  the  Royal 


Naval  Reserve  and  might  claim  to  have 
some  slight  knowledge  of  the  Reserve. 
He  wanted  to  point  out  some  reasons 
why  British  seamen  wonld  not  enrol  with 
the  Reserve.  They  had  been  told  of  the 
necessity  of  building  more  ships,  but  his 
experience,  as  a  practical  seuman,  was 
that  before  they  built  more  ships  they 
must  have  more  men,  and  they  must  be 
practical  men.  Before  they  could  begot 
to  do  so  they  would  have  to  bo  convinced 
that  in  times  of  peace  there  would  be  a 
reasonable  probability  of  their  obtaining 
employment.  So  far  from  this  being  the 
case  at  present,  the  best  men  in  the 
Mercantile  Navy,  which  was  the  back- 
bone of  the  country,  were  being  ousted 
by  foreigners.  Only  last  week  he  read 
of  one  patriotic  British  Arm  who  had  dis- 
charged 400  men  and  employed  Lascars 
in  their  place  simply  because  the  Govern- 
ment tried  to  give  them  protection  under 
the  Employers'  Liability  Act.  That  was 
the  case  of  Smith  Bros.,  of  Glasgow, 
who  received  a  largo  subsidy  from  the 
Government  under  a  mail  contract ;  and 
by-and-bye  he  should  have  to  say  some- 
thing as  to  why  the  Trades  Union  rate  of 
wages  were  not  paid  to  the  Lascars  they 
employed.  In  addition  to  these  Lascars 
large  numbers  of  foreigners  were  em- 
ployed on  board  ship,  and  he  wanted  to 
know  how  dare  the  Government 
ask  the  British  seamen  and  firemen 
to  enrol  in  the  Naval  Reserve 
to  protect  their  property  in  the 
time  of  war  when  they  would  not  give 
them  employment  in  times  of  peace, 
because  they  asked  for  a  living  wage  ? 
Of  course,  they  were  told  that  preference 
was  given  to  the  foreigner  Injcause  he 
was  more  reliable  and  more  steady. 
Then  why  did  not  they  man  the  Navy 
with  foreigners  ?  There  wore  plenty  of 
unemployed  Germans,  Swedes,  Italians, 
and  Greeks  who  would  l>e  glad  to  take 
the  place  of  the  British  seamen.  He 
was  surprised  that  any  sailor  or  fireman 
could  be  induced  to  join  the  Reserve  at 
all  under  the  conditions  imposed.  The 
three  months  which  must  now  be  served 
at  sea  every  year  interfered  with  the 
good  employment  which  the  best  men  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine  could  obtain  on 
land.  A  s^lor  would  not  lose  his 
seamanlike  qualities  because  he  had  not 
been  to  sea  for  a  year  or  two.  He 
would  be  prepared  to  go  on  board  ship 
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to-morrow  and  do  his  work  as  well  as 
ever  he  did.  The  Admiralty  had  re- 
cently been  enrolling  a  largo  number 
of  stokers  for  the  Reserve,  and  these 
were  actually  paid  3s.  a  week  more  than 
the  able  seamen  who  had  gone  through 
five  years*  training.  The  wages  should  be 
equal,  though  the  stol^ers*  wages  should 
not  be  reduced.  It  was  a  miserable 
pittance  enough  for  the  men  on  whom 
the  Governmeut  must  rely  in  time  of 
war,  because  they  had  not  got  enough 
men  by  10,000  to  man  present  ships  if 
they  were-  put  into  commission.  They 
might  make  their  ships  in  three  years, 
but  they  could  not  make  their  men  in 
that  time.  Therefore,  they  would 
require  an  additional  5,000  or  6,000,  and 
he  wanted  to  know  where  they  would 
get  them  from  if  they  were  not  drawn 
from  the  Mercantile  Marine  ?  We  were 
not  making  sailors  in  the  Mercantile 
Marine.  Very  few  ships  carried  appren- 
tices. He  thought  the  Government 
could  alter  that  state  of  affairs  ;  they 
could  pass  a  law  compelling  shipowners 
to  carry  a  certain  number  of  apprentices 
on  board  their  ships.  Probably  there 
were  not  more  than  5,000  apprentices  in 
the  whole  of  the  Mercantile  Marine 
drafted  over  or  stolen  from  foreign  ships 
by  the  aid  of  the  crimps.  There  would 
not  be  enough  men  even  to  man  the 
Mercantile  Marine.  Another  reason 
which  deterred  men  from  entering  the 
Reserve  was  that  the  privilege  of  pension 
was  not  ensured  to  them  until  they  were 
60  years  of  age  and  after  20  years  of 
service,  and  the  pension  itself  was  a  very 
small  one.  Few  Reserve  seamen  lived 
to  get  the  pension,  and,  at  the  present 
time,  although  the  pension  scheme  had 
existed  26  years,  not  more  than  100  men 
were  now  in  the  enjoyment  of  it.  It  was 
difficult  for  any  man  over  45  years  of 
age  to  get  employment  on  British  ships 
at  all.  When  he  showed  the  sign  of 
grey  hairs  he  was  told  he  was  not 
wanted.  The  Government  would  not 
suffer  much  by  the  reduction  of  age,  for, 
after  all,  it  was  only  a  question  of  £12  a 
year.  He  thought  if  the  Government 
refused  to  enter  into  mail  contracts  with 
Any  company  except  they  carried  a  cer- 
tain number  of  apprenticQS  it  would  be  a 
useful  step  to  take.  He  thought  the 
Government  might  also  give  further  en- 
couragement to  Naval    Reserve  officers, 

Mr.  J.  H.  Wilson 


who  would  be  very  useful  in  case  c 
Then,  again,  if  they  wanted  to  enc* 
seamen  to  join  the  Navy,  they  mi 
prove  the  conditions  existing  i 
Navy.  If  they  compared  the  lif( 
sailor  with  that  of  a  soldier,  he  ve 
to  say  that  the  soldier's  coi 
was  much  better  than  that  oi 
seaman  in  the  Royal  Navy, 
was  not  so  much  tyranny  pra 
for  one  thing,  upon  the  soldier  a£ 
the  sailor.  They  would  have 
prove  the  condition  of  the  men 
Navy  all  round  before  they  would  1 
to  induce  the  men  to  come  from  th 
cantile  Marine  into  the  Navy.  Tl 
supply  also  wanted  to  be  improve 
now  it  is  far  from  being  satisfactoi 
thought  the  question  of  promotion 
to  be  equally  considered.  The  r 
the  Navy  had  not  the  same  opport 
of  promotion  as  in  the  Army,  and  i 
it  was  about  time  that  in  this  e 
it  became  possible  for  a  man  on 
ship  to  go  from  the  lowest  rung 
ladder  to  the  highest.  He  hop 
Government  would  do  their  best  tc 
about  reforms  with  a  view  of  encou 
employment  for  the  British  scai 
times  of  peace.  The  seamen  for  o 
years  had  been  agitating  outsid 
House  of  Commons  for  the  pensi 
to  be  reduced  from  60  to  50,  1 
attention  had  been  paid  by  cither  ] 
or  Tory  Government  to  that  d< 
Now  that  they  had  a  Liberal  G 
ment  in  power  which  was  doing 
to  Government  employes^  he  wn 
the  claim  of  seamen  would  not  | 
heeded,  and  that  what  could  be 
would  be  done  on  their  behalf. 
•Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  ( 
pool,  Kirkdale)  said  he,  in  commo 
many  Members,  had  been  much 
pointed  by  the  speech  he  had  just 
because  he  had  hoped  that  from  a  pi 
seaman  they  would  have  had  som 
better  than  a  speech  which  was 
theoretical  and  in  the  clouds.  Th 
Member  had  spoken  of  the  empk 
of  foreigners  in  the  Mercantile  ^ 
He  spoke  in  evident  ignorance 
facts,  and  did  not  know  that  ship 
had  stated  over  and  over  again  th^ 
were  often  obliged  to  employ  fore 
because  strikes  were  fomented  in 
in  other  industries,  not  in  consequ( 
the  industrial  necessities  of  the  sit 
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bnt  .because  professional  agitators  chose 
to  interfere  in  order  to  make  money  for 
thenuelres.  Alludiog  to  other  equally 
%ttm^  statements  in  the  hon.  Member's 
speech,  he  said,  the  fact,  however,  re- 
mained, that  at  the  present  moment  more 
men  were  offering  their  services  as  sea- 
men and  firemen  in  the  Royal  Navy  than 
could  be  taken  on. 

Mr.  J.  H.  WILSON  :  The  seamen 
are  not  ofibring  their  services,  but  the 
superintendents  in  the  Mercantile  Marine 
offices  are  being  paid  so  much  for  every 
man  they  can  entrap  into  the  Naval 
fieserTe* 

Sib  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  am 
certain  that  is  not  the  case. 

Mb.  J.  H.  WILSON  :  I  say  it  is 
true. 

•Sib  G.  BADEN-POW^ELL   said,  it 
was  a  very  grave  accusation    to   bring 
against  any  Government  that  they  entrap 
men  for  any  purpose  whatever,  and  he 
voald    leave     the     Representative     of 
the    Government     to    deal     with     that 
accusation.      What   he  wanted  to  come 
to  was    the    actual   condition    of    tbe 
Bojal    Naval   Reserve,    and   he   hoped 
tfaej  would  pass  from  this  cloudy  discus- 
ttoo  of  theory  to  the  facts  of  the  case. 
For  many  years  past  he  had  taken  an 
uterest  in  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  and 
aQ  his  life  he  had  had  much  to  do  with 
••amen.     It  was  probably  not  very  well 
b»wn  that   in  yachts    there  were  em- 
pk)yed  something  like  25,000  to  28,000 
*ea  who  were  capable  seamen — a  class  not 
jetdrawn  upon  as  reserves,  and  who  ougbt 
to  be  most  useful  in  the  Navy.     There 
^ere certain  grievances  of  the  men  which 
•^t  to  be  remedied.     The  present  Ad- 
i^tetration  had  carried  to  a   successful 
^  some  reforms  initiated  by  the  pre- 
^  Administration.    There  were  one  or 
^0  points  in  respect  to  the  firemen  now 
P^^ssiug  for  consideration.     One  was  the 
^tiouof  certificates  of  discbarge,  which 
W  to  be  signed  by  the  engineer  before 
^  men   could   receive   their   retaining 
^     He  tbought  it  would  be  a  great 
•^provement  if  these  firemen  could  re- 
^ve  the  fee   on   the  Board   of   Trade 
^'^ftificate  of  discharge  instead  of  having 
to  Wait  for  the  engineer.     Another  point 
*^  tbat  the  firemen  desired  to  become, 
••  f ar  as  possible,  on  a  level   with  the 
'^^batant  men   on  board   ship.     They 
^oold  also  like  in  the  different  ports  to  I 
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have    a   representative    appointed    who 
should    look    after   their    interests,  and 
look  after    both    the    registrations  and 
applications  and  the    money    affairs   of 
those  already  in  the  Service.     Much  ob- 
servation and  experience  had  strengthened 
him    in    the    opinion    that    the    Naval 
Reserve  seamen  were  not  so  well  treated 
as  tbey  ought  to  be.    He  ought  to  be  put 
more  on  a  par  with   the  bluejackets  of 
the  Royal  Navy.     He  had  himself  some- 
thing to  do  with  the  fight  for  the  reten- 
tion   for   them  of    the    uniform    of    the 
Royal  Navy,  and  they  managed  to  retain 
the  jumpers.     That  might  seem  a  small 
matter,  but  it  had  a  considerable  effect  ; 
and  the  more  they  could  do  to   put  the 
men  on  a  level  with   the  bluejackets  the 
more  grateful  they  would   be.       There 
was  one   great  grievance  this   valuable 
Force  had,  and  this  was  one  which  had  been 
piit  by  the  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke, 
and  that  was  the  question  of  pensions. 
That  affected  them  very  seriously.  Many 
a  young  man  hesitated  to  join  the  Force 
because  he  knew  his  pension  was  very 
doubtful  in  the  future.      The  one  main 
point  which  militated  against  the  present 
policy    in    regard    to    the    Royal    Naval 
Reserve  was  the  totiil  inadequacy  of  the 
numbers   of   tbe   Reserve   to    meet    the 
exigencies  of  the  future.  The  Admiralty 
in  their  Memorandum  said  that  the  men 
came  forward    "  in    sufficient  numbers," 
but  this  meant  merely  that  the  numbers 
were    sufficient    to  reach  an  inadequate 
limit.       Any  Admiralty  tbat  wished  to 
face  the   difficulties  of   the  near  future 
must  create  a  larger  Naval  Reserve,  and 
he  trusted  that  the  matter  would  receive 
tlie  anxious  consideration  of  the  present 
Ministry.     He   himself  would  never  let 
the  question  drop,  and  he  had  nodoubtthat 
he  would  be  supported  by  many  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House.     As  to  the 
officers  of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  he 
had  seen   how   much   they   benefited  by 
going  to   sea  for  prolonged    periods    in 
men-of-war,  and  his  experience  was  that 
the    same  remark    applied    to    the  men. 
Men  who  served  a  considerable  time  in  a 
man-of-war  acquired  habits  of  discipline 
and  got  to  understand  the   routine  and 
the  mechanism  of  a  battleship.     He  was 
perfectly    convinced    that   in    the    naval 
battles  of  the  future  the  place  where  the 
nerve,  the  coolness  and  the  courage  would 
be  most  needed  would  be  below  decks, 

2  F 


671 


The  Royal 


{COMMONS} 


Naval  Reserve. 


672 


in  the  midst  of  a  mass  of  machinery. 
The  work  must  be  properly  carried  on 
below  decks  during  an  engagement  as  it 
i^as  carried  on  in  the  eugine  room  of  the 
Calliope  during  the  celebrated  hurricane 
at  Samoa  in  which  every  vessel  but  she 
was  driven  ashore.  When  one  remem- 
bered how  largely  it  would  be  necessary 
to  depend  upon  the  men  of  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve  below  decks  one  saw  at  once  how 
necessary  it  was  that  they  should  serve 
for  considerable  periods  on  board  men- 
of-war.  He  was  convinced  from  what  he 
had  seen  of  the  officers  of  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve  that  if  the  officers  of  our 
Mercantile  Marine  were  favourable  to  the 
Reserve  the  men  would  follow  them  into 
it.  Some  of  the  very  best  seamen  now 
living  were  the  officers  of  groat  merchant 
ships.  These  men  if  they  would  enter 
the  Royal  Naval  Reserve  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  the  very  best  class  of  seamen, 
and  he  thought  that  everything  that  was 
possible  ought  to  be  done  to  promote  the 
popularity  of  the  Reserve  with  the 
officers.  He  was  sorry  that  the  action 
which  had  recently  been  taken  in  giving 
precedence  to  the  officers  of  the  Indian 
Marine  over  those  of  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve  had  produced  a  bad  effect  on  the 
Reserve,  and  he  hoped  that  the  just 
grievance  felt  by  the  officers  of  the  Re- 
serve on  the  subject  would  be  done  away 
with.  He  would  say  no  more  at  present, 
but  intended  to  do  all  that  lay  in  his 
power  to  promote  the  interests  of  that 
most  necessary  portion  of  our  Naval 
Forces,  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  he  was  entirely  in  accord 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  in  regard  to  the  pensions  of  the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve.  lie  himself 
brought  the  matter  forward  last  year, 
and  strongly  urged  that  the  pensions 
should  be  given  at  an  earlier  age  than 
60.  The  suggestion  was,  however, 
airily  and  loftily  dismissed,  as  probably 
it  would  be  again  dismissed  to-night,  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  An 
hon.  Member  had  put  to  himself  the 
question  why  seamen  would  not  join  the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve ;  but  noiie  of  the 
answers  the  hon.  Member  had  given  to 
the  question  were  of  any  service,  because 
at  the  present  moment  seamen  did  join 
the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  which  was 
practically  full.     The  same  observation 

Sir  G.  Baden^Powell 


applied  to  the  Navy.  The  Admiralty 
could  always  get  more  candidates  for  the 
Navy  than  they  could  get  into  it.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Commander 
Bethell)  had  suggested  that  there  would 
be  a  difficulty  in  filling  up  the  Navy 
from  the  Mercantile  Marine  in  time  of 
war,  inasmuch  as  the  rate  of  wages  in 
the  Mercantile  Marine  would  at  such  a 
time  be  considerably  advanced.  He 
(Mr.  Bowles)  believed  that  the  contrary 
would  be  the  case.  Under  the  Declara- 
tion of  Paris  we  should  be  bound  in  case 
of  war  to  give  up  our  carrying  trade,  and 
the  whole  of  our  trade  would  necessarily 
nave  to  go  into  neutral  bottoms.  The 
result  would  be  that  our  vessels  would 
have  to  be  laid  up,  and  our  seamen 
instead  of  getting  more  employment  and 
higher  wages  would  get  none  at  all. 

Commander  BETHELL  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  his  hon.  Friend  had 
misunderstood  his  point. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  went  on  to 
say  that  he  should  like  some  explanation 
as  to  how  it  was  proposed  to  draft  800 
seamen    direct     from     the     Mercantile 
Marine  into  the  Royal  Navy.     He  saw 
with  some  apprehension  and  dismay  that 
it    was    proposed    to    commence  seven 
battleships  all  of  which,  as  he  understood, 
were  to  follow  the  lines  of  the  Magni" 
ficent  and   the  Majestic,       These  were 
ships  of  15,000  tons,  390  feet  long,  and 
having   a  draught  of  21\  feet.     These 
large     ships    were     copied     from     the 
foreigners.       The   whole   of   our   naval 
history  showed    that  the  best  ship  did 
not  increase  in  power  relatively  to  her 
size.     A  ship  of   15,000  tons  was    not 
twice  as  good  as  a  ship  of  7,000  tons.  In 
all  probability  two  ships  of  7,000  tons,  if 
properly  bundled,  would  capture  a  ship  of 
15,000  tons.      Thi«  was  the  history  of 
the   Spanish    Armada,   and   of   many  a 
fight  in  which  British  seamen  in  small 
vessels      had      captured      large      ships. 
Another  advantage  of  having  small  ships 
was   that  two    ships    could    be    in   two 
places  at  the  same  time,  whilst  obviously 
one    ship,    however    large,    could    not. 
Then  as  to  the  draught,  27 i  feet  were 
close  upon  five  fathoms,  and  a  ship  of  such 
draught  would  be  unable  to  undertake  a 
very  large  number  of  services  that  migh* 
be  required  of  it.    It  would  l)e  prevented 
from    approaching    any    shallow    coast 
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whatever,  and  it  would  be  unable  to  go 
through  the  Suez  Caual. 

Mb,  J.  H.  WILSON,  rising  to  Order, 
atked  whether  the  question  of  ships  or 
that  of  men  was  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  deputy    speaker    called 
upon  Mr.  Bowles  to  proceed. 
•Mb.  GIBSON   BOWLES    said,  he 
was  discussing    the    general    question, 
which  he  had  a  right  to  do,  as  the  hon. 
Member   would    learn    when     he     had 
acquainted  himself  a  little   further  with 
the  Rules  of    the   House.     The    hon. 
Member  went  on  to  say  that  the  Secre- 
tiij  to  the  Admiralty  had  learnt  from  his 
predecessor  the  very  bad  habit  of  increasing 
the  Contract  Vote  by  something    like 
£200,000  beyond  the  amount  that  was 
to  be  spent  in  order  to  apply  it  either  to 
the  relief  of    other   Votes    or  to  pur- 
poses for  which  no  Vot«  was  made  by 
P^liament.      He  observed  that  it  was 
proposed  to  obtain  the  sanction  of  Par- 
Inunent  to  the  commencement  of  seycml 
large  works   at   Portland.       He  under- 
wood that  what  it  was  proposed   to  do 
viB  to  build  out  a  breakwater  from   the 
Weymouth  side  towanls  the  end  of  the 
diitiog  Portland   breakwater,  and  that 
tbe  works  would  last  for  10  years  and 
«wt £1,000,000.  [SirU.KAY-SHUTTLK- 
▼OKTH  dissentedT]       He    was   glad   to 
^^^Kerre  that   his    information   was    in- 
^cearate,  but  the  statement  was  published 
in  The  United  Service  Magazine,  over 
rtidi  he  understood  the  right  hon.  Geii- 
*^n  exercised  the  supervision    of   a 
«»ref«l  editor.     At  all  events,  the  works 
*we  to  be  undertaken  to  protect  vessels 
*8w»t  torpedo  attacks.       There    were 
*fee  objections  to  the  proposal.      The 
"Jrtwas  that  it  would  interfere  with  the 
•wbility  of  the  ships,  which  would    bo 
BQtWe  to  get   out   of  or  into  Portland 

«*d»  with  the  same  ease  as  at  present. 

1*1. 

iney  would  be  boxed  up  under  the  brcak- 

^er ;  and  would  form  a  splendid  mark  for 

•  vessel  which  might  be  itself  below  the 

«»rizon.     The  second   objection    to  the 

I^opoHiil  was  that  if  the  breakwater  were 

'•ttilt  up  to  high-water  mark  they  would 

"c  unable  at  low  water  to  fire  their  guns 

^^er  the    breakwater,   as   the   tide  fell 

25  or  30  feet  at  Portland.     Whilst  the 

"^kwater  wouUl  act  as  a  defence  against 

•|tackg  of  the  present  torpedoes,  it  would 

^^e  DO  defence  against  aerial  torpedoes, 

*Q'ch  were  now  being  developed  in  so 


extraordinary  a  manner.  A  third  ob- 
jection to  the  proposal  was  that  it  would 
necessitate  land  defences.  Lord  Spencer's 
Memorandum  stated  that  the  system  was 
being  further  resorted  to  of  putting  sea- 
men in  barracks  on  shore.  This  was  a 
very  bad  system  indeed.  A  practised 
seaman  who  went  ashore  very  soon  lost 
the  seaman's  habit.  His  view  was  that 
seamen  ought  to  live  on  ships  and  acquire 
and  maintain  seafaring  habits.  He 
admitted  that  the  system  of  housing  men 
in  barracks  was  convenient,  and  that  it 
was  rather  good  for  the  health  of  the 
men ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  first  thing 
that  was  required  of  a  seaman  was  that 
he  should  be  a  seaman,  and  a  seaman 
soon  ceased  to  be  one  if  he  lived  on  shore. 
He  was  glad  that  the  Government  had 
recognised  the  necessity  for  increasing  the 
naval  armaments,  but  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Middlesbrough  (Mr. 
J.  IL  Wilson)  that  their  first  object 
ought  to  be  to  get  men,  because  the 
Admiralty  could  build  ships  more  rapidly 
than  they  could  obtain  men.  Unless 
they  had  men  ready  to  man  the  ships 
when  they  were  built  they  would  be  so 
much  useless  ironmongery  on  their  hands. 
That  being  so,  he  trusted  that  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  would  be  able  to 
tell  the  House  that  he  had  ma<le  some 
arrangement  to  provide  men  for  the  new 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  wish  to 
consult  the  convenience  of  the  House  as 
to  the  conduct  of  this  Debate.  I  had 
hoped  to  get  the  Deputy  Speaker  out  of 
the  Chair  to-night  ;  but  I.understand  that 
it  is  not  likely  that  that  will  be  accom- 
plished, and  I  want  to  come  to  some 
arrangement  with  reference  to  concluding 
the  Debate  and  taking  the  Vote  to- 
morrow. It  is  essential  that  this  should 
1)0  done  if  we  are  to  adjourn  the  House 
at  the  j)eriod  named.  If  the  House 
agrees  with  me  I  shall  not  be  disposed  to 
press  for  the  continuance  of  the  Debate 
now. 

Loud  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  arrange- 
ment, as  I  understand,  that  was  arrived 
at  by  mutual  consent  was  that  to-day 
and  to-morrow  were  to  be  given  to  the 
discussion  of  these  Estimates,  and  that 
to-morrow  Vote  A  and  Vote  1  wore  to  be 
given  to  the  Admiralty  with  such  oppor- 
I  tunity  as  may  Ikj  required  by  the  Admi- 
■  ralty  for  making  a    statement  on   those 
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Votes,  I  do  DOt  think  there  will  be  any 
advantage  in  continning  the  discussion 
now.  I  think  we  should  consult  the 
convenience  of  the  House  by  adjourning 
now,  on  the  distinct  understanding  that 
to-morrow  the  Deputy  Speaker  shall 
leave  the  Chair  ;  that  the  two  Votes  I 
have  mentioned  shall  be  taken,  and  that 
the  Admiralty  shall  be  enabled  to  make 
a  statement  upon  them ;  but  that  arrange- 
ment must  be  distinctly  adhered  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be*now  adjourned." — 
{Mr.  Harland.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 

Resolutions  [16th  March]  reported, 
and  agreed  to. — [See  page  521.] 

MOTIONS. 


XORTH     BERWICK     PROVISIONAL     ORDER 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Loirl  Advocate,  Bill  to  con- 
firm a  Provisional  Onler  made  by  the  Secretarv 
for  {Scotland,  in  pursuance  of  **  The  Burgh 
Police  (Scotland)  Act,  1892,"  to  increase  the 
number  of  Magistrates  in  the  Royal  Burgh  of 
North  Berwick,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
The  Lonl  Advocate  and  Sir  George  Trevelyan. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  89.] 

WAYS    AND    MEANS. 

CONSOLIDATED    FUND    (NO.   1)    BILL. 

Resolutions  [16th  March]  reported,and  agreed 
to. — [See  page  566.] 

Bill  onlered  to  be  brought  in  by  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert. 

Bill  ])rcsented,  and  read  first  time. 

PLACES    OF    WORSHIP    (siTEs)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Bill  to  give 
further  facilities  for  the  acquisition  of  Sites  for 
Places  of  Worship,  ordenni  to  be  bnmght  in  by 
Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Billson,  Mr.  Charles 
Fen  wick,  Mr.  Herbert  liCwis,  Mr.  Perks,  Mr. 
Henry  J.  Wilson,  and  Mr.  Carvell  Williams. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  90.] 

TRUST    COMPANIES    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  affecting  the  formation  of  Trust 
Companies,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Wootton  Isaacson,  Colonel  Howani  Vincent,  Mr. 
Lawrence,  Major  Rasch,  and  Mr.  Henniker 
HeatoD. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  93.] 
*    Lord  G.  Hamilton 


FOOD   ADULTERATION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson, 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Adul- 
teration of  Food,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Wootton  Isaacson,  Mr.  Brooke  Robinaon, 
Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Barrow,  and  Mr.  Graham. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  92.] 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING    ACTS   AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Neville,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854,"  and  the 
Acts  amending  the  same,  and  "  The  Shipping 
Casualties^Investigation  Act,  1879,"  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Neville,  Mr.  Willox,  and 
Mr.  W.  F.  D.  Smith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  91.] 

JOINT    STOCK    companies'    REGISTER 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Clough,  Bill  to  enable  the 
Registrar  of  Joint  Stock  Companies  to  remove 
the  names  of  companies  from  the  register  in 
certain  cases,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Clough  and  Mr.  Kimber. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  94.] 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT,  CODE  1894. 
Copy  presented, — of  Code  of  Regula- 
tious  for  Day  Schools,  with  Schedules 
and  Appendices,  by  the  Lords  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  on 
Education  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon 
the  Table. 

EDUCATION    DE  PARTMENT. 
Copy  presented, — of  Revised  Instruc- 
tions issued  to  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors 
and  applicable  to  the  Code  of  1894  [bj 
Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

EXTRADITION. 
Copy  presented,— of  Order  in  Council 
dated  10th  March  1894,  giving  effect  to 
a  Treaty  concluded  on  the  16th  December 
1892,  the  Ratifications  of  which  were 
exchanged  on  31st  January  1894  between 
Her  Majesty  and  the  President  of  the 
Republic  of  Liberia,  for  the  mutuml 
Extradition  of  Fugitive  Criminals  [by 
Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 

IRISH     LAND     COMMISSION 
(PROCEEDINGS). 

Copy  presented, — of  Return  of  Pro- 
cee<lings  during  the  month  of  December 
1893  [by  Command]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minatei 

before  One  o*doek* 


USE      OF      L 0  li  D  S 
^U€sday,20ih  Mar^h  Jf^^i, 
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ISfiR  D.  MACFARLANE  (ArgyU) : 
jlay  I  ask  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  if 
ib^ro  is  any  precedent  for  charging  the 
Revenues  of  India  with  any  portion  of 
tlie  cost  of  a  Commission  issued  for  this 
country,  IV hich  was  neither  asked  for  nor 
desired  by  India  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  If  notice  is 
given  of  that  question  I  will  investigate 
the  matter. 


r   Lordships  met  for  the  despatch 
Lcial  Business  only. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock,  to 

Monday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Four  o'clock. 


JSE      OF    COMMONS, 
rtiesdai/y  20th  March  1894. 


House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
ck. 

:.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 
House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
ble  informed  the  House  of  the  un- 
ble  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 
i   continuance   of    this    iudisposi- 

jreupon  Mr.  Mellor,  the  Chair- 
f  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to 
ible,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the 
as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to 
inding  Order. 

Q  U£  S  TIONS . 


;  IKDIAN  OPIUM  COMMISSION. 
G.  CHESNEY  (Oxford)  :  I  beg 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
er,  with  reference  to  the  proceed - 
»f  the  Opium  Commission  as  re- 
in the  newspapers.  Her  Majesty's 
nment  are  able  to  announce  that  no 
f  the  cost  of  that  Commission  shall 
Tie  by  the  Revenues  of  India  ? 
E  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
A  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Wolvcr- 
ton,  E.)  :  There  is  no  intention  of 
ting  from  the  arrangement  arrived 
t  year  as  to  the  distribution  between 
idian  and  the  British  Exchequer  of 
>dt  of  the  Opium  Commission,  which 
communicated  to  the  House  by  the 
^rime  Minister. 

)L.  XXII.    fFOURTH   SERIES.] 


SCOTCH  SECONDARY  EDUCATION 

GRANTS. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  if  he  has 
received  a  Memorial  from  Lismore  and 
Appin  with  reference  to  the  action  of 
the  County  Committee  in  the  allocation 
of  the  Secondary  Education  grants  ;  and 
whether  he  will  take  any  steps  to  remedy 
the  omission  of  the  important  schools  in 
the  district  of  Ballachulish  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow^ 
Bridgeton)  :  I  have  received  the 
Memorial  referred  to,  and  have  carefully 
considered  it,  and  communicated  in  re- 
gard to  it  with  the  County  Committee. 
That  Committee  felt  themselves  obliged 
to  recognise  the  claims  of  the  various 
parts  of  the  county,  and  the  grounds 
which  they  showed  in  support  of  their 
scheme  was  so  strong  that  1  did  not  feel 
justified  in  setting  aside  the  proposals 
of  this  Committee,  which  it*  the  Local 
Authority, and  have  accordingly  approved 
the  scheme. 

DUNDEE   TAILORING    TRADE. 

Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  he  can  state  the  number 
of  employers  in  the  tailoring  trade  in 
Dundee  who  employ  outworkers,  and  the 
number  of  outworkers  employed  by 
them  ?  • 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  Twenty-one  em- 
ployers in  the  tailoring  trade  in  Dundee 
employ  outworkers.  The  totiil  number 
of  outworkers  employed  by  them  is  48.^ 

DONEGAL    SESSIONAL     CROWN 
SOLICITOR. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  what  are  the 
facts   connected  with  the  suspension  of 

2  G 


679  T^Hdonderrtj  {COMMONS}  Gaot.  6W 

Mr,  3tAm  Mftckey,  Soseiouat  Cron^u  |  members  of  tbo  NatioDsl  Foresters 
Solicitor  for  Donegal;  and  could  the  brauch. tliere  until  he  wrote  to  the  Re- 
depoaitiona  in  the  case  bo  presented  to  gietrar  of  Friendly  Societies  to  know  if 
Parliament?  the    branch  was  registered,  refusing  to 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  j  take  the  printed  copy  of  Rules  as 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  MoitLEV,  Newcastle- j  evideut-e,  thereby  causing  mncli  incon- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  accused  man,  having  [  venience  to  the  rclativcMof  the  deceased, 
pleaded  guilty  to  a  charge  of  common  I  who  were  kept  six  days  without  llio 
asBault  on  a  young  woman,  was  allowed  money  required  for  burial  purpoees,  it 
by  the  County  Court  Judge  to  stand  out  being  an  offence  under  the  Friendly 
on  bis  own  recogniaanee  to  come  up  for  '  Societies  Act  for  any  Society  to  pay 
judgment  ou  receiving  10  days'  notice.  '  money  except  on  production  of  the 
The  Attorney  General  has  directed  tbe  '  certifSctite  ;  and  if  the  Government  will 
Crown  Solicitor  to  serve  this  notice,  i  undertake  to  prevent  such  action  on  tbe 
Pending  the  Itnal  determination  of  the    part  of  any  Registrar  of  Deaths  ? 

by  P.rliament»ry  di,c;mio„  or  t,  pro-  '  p*""?'  T"'.  ""l'  "'.'>'•  I"'  l".'"'"' 

..nting  tl,c  depo.itioi..  10  Pariiament  ''"«    «'    »e«'»'e'«l    l™"i"/    Soc,el,« 

'  there    appears    an    entry    of   a    branch 

KILIIDSH  GAS  OOMPASV.  '  TIT  ".f'^tf  "''''"».»,  "  >*";'''''fl^ 

-.r  -.r . />.r.r.T.  ,r^i  ilt  ^  Ti  Lisbum.  If  the  party  belonged  to  this 
Mr.  MAGUIRE  (Clare  N.)  r  I  beg  N  ^^^^  and  product  a  printed  copy  of 
to  ask  the  Ch.ef  Secretary  to  the  Lord  j  ^^e  Rules  and  card  of  membership,  the 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  attention  has  |  [^^j  r  i^t^ar  should  have  issued  the 
been  drawn  to  the  claims  made  by  the  .^^^ig^^te  on  the  proper  form  without 
Local    Government   Board    aga.nst   tbe    f^^ji,^^   ■        ■  ff    'however,  the  Re- 

Town  CommtSB.oners  of  KLlrush  ,n  con-  -^^^  ^J  J  reasonable  donbt  as  to 
nection  with  promoting  a  Provisional  ;  ^j,^  registration  of  any  particular  Society 
Order  in  reference  to  the  purchase  of  the  ;  ^^  j^  ^^^^^^  ^  instructions  to  apply  to 
works  of  the  K.lrusb  G.vs  Company ;  ^^e  Assistant  Registrar  of  Friendly 
and  whether  ho  will  take  steps  to  have  Societies.  Further  inquiry  is  now  beine 
the  claim  reduced  ?  ^^^  .^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^ 

Mr,  J.   MORLtl  :    The    expenses 
referred    to    in    this   question  were  law 

costs  incurred  by  the  Local  Governmeut  LONDONDERRY  GAOL. 

Board  on  behalf  of  tbe  Town  Conimis-  ,  Mit.  MAINS  (Donegal,  N.)  '  '  " 
aioners  in  connection  with  a  Provisional 
Order  empowering  them  to  acquire  the 
gas  works,  and  to  undertake  the  supply 
of  gas  to  tbe  district.  I'he  Order,  as 
confirmed  hy  Act  of  Parliament,  provides 
that  all  the  costs  incidental  to  the  pre- 
paration and    conBrmation  of  the  Order 


k  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  bis  at- 
tention bas  been  drawn  to  tbe  case  of 
Patrick  M'Keefery,  a  prisoner  in  Lon- 
donderry Gaol,  who,  while  engaged  •■ 
fatigue  man  under  the  supervision  of  a 
warder,  in  removing  oakum  bad  to  pan 


shall  be  paid  by  the  Commissioners,  and    a  gas  jet,  and,  tbrougli  no  carelessneis 

these  costa^-duly  taxed  and  amounting  to    on  his  part,  the  oakum  took  fire,  and  tbit 

less    than    £30 — were   advanced  to  the  i  while,  by  order  of  tbe  warder,  be  stnnv 

Exchequer  by    the  Local    Government    to  extinguish  it,  he  was  very  severely 

Board  on  behalf  of   tbe  Commissioners.  ,  burnt,   and    had    to  remain    in   hospital 

The  Board  have  no  power  to  reduce  the  i  until  his  discharge ;  whether  be  is  avsW 

amount   of   their   claim  upon  the  Com- |  that,  on  an  application  being  made  to  tha 

missioners  as  requested.  I  General   Prisons  Board,  Dablin  Castle* 

on  behalf  of  M'Keefery,  for  compensa- 

LISBI-RN  KEfilSTRAB  OF  DEATHS,        tioii  for  tbe  injuries  he  had  received,  in 

Mr.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's)  :  !  offer  was  made  to  bim  of  £5   in  fulldis- 

I   beg  to    ask    tbe    Chief    Secretary   to  ^  charge   of    any    claim   he  bad    against 

the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  is    them;  and  if,  nndcr  tbe  circumstances,  tbv 

aware  that  tbe  Registrar  of   Deaths  in    Prisons  Board  could  be  induced  to  gives 

Lisburn,  County  Antrim,  has  refused  to  |  more    adequate     compensation     to    fb« 

issue  certificates  iu  the  <!aso  of  death  of  |  man  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  I 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  facts  are 
generallj  as  stated  in  the  question.  The 
matter  was  fnlly  inquired  into  at  the 
time  bj  an  Inspector  of  tlie  General 
FrisoDis  Bjard,  who  wore  not  satisfied 
that  M*Keef cry  was  altogether  free  from 
blame.  The  burns  on  the  prisoner  only 
extende:!  to  his  hands  and  part  of  his 
anOf  and  none  of  them  were  deep,  ex- 
cept on  the  back  of  the  hands,  wliero  the 
flkin  was  superficially  destroyed.  The 
medical  ofRccr  of  the  prison  states  that 
the  burns  were  all  healed  at  the  time  of 
priaoner's  discharge.  Application  for 
oompensation  having  been  made  on  be- 
half of  M*Keefery,  Government  were 
idTised  that  he  should  be  offered  a  sum 
of  £5  in  full  compensation  for  the 
iDJaries  received  by  him.  This  oiFer 
hi6  been  refused,  and  Government  have 
DO  authority  to  increase  the  amount  as 
nggested ;  however,  I  will  look  into 
the  matter  and  see  whether  anything  can 
be  done. 

NAVAN  REVISION  COURT. 

Mb.  GIBNEY  (Meath,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  aak  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Ijwtenaot  of  Ireland  Avhether  he  is  aware 
^the  Navan  relieving  officer,  at  the 
wiaest  of  the  clerk  of  the  Union,  did 
tw  days'  duty  last  October  in  the  Re- 
vision Court,  in  the  belief  that  ho  would 
wpaiJ  for  the  extra  work  ;  and  that  the 
wttrdians  were  most  anxious  to  remu- 
*f»te  him,  but  the  Local  Government 
^wd  refused  to  sanction  this  ;  and  will 
*  inquire  into  the  circumstances  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Local  Go- 
'•'Unent  Board  wore  advised  that  pay- 
^tD  could  not  be  legally  made  out  of 
|w  rates  to  relieving  officers  for  uttend- 
^  at  the  Revision  Courts,  and  it  was 
*>t  therefore  within  the  power  of  the 
ft*nl  to  sanction  the  payments  referred 
to  in  this  question. 

RURAL  POSTMEN. 
Mb.  LUTTRELL  (Devon,  Tavi- 
•tock):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
.  ^nerel  whether  rural  postmen  at  sub- 
1  oices  are  placed  at  a  disadvantage  in 
comparison  with  postmen  employed  in 
toim  as  concerns  medical  treatment ; 
lod,  if  80,  whether  steps  can  be  taken  to 
^w  of  medical  attendance  and  supply 
^  medicine  to  all  servants  of  the  De- 
pvtment  alike  whose  pay  does  not  exceed 
f  150  a  year  ? 


f 


The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLBY,  Nottingham,  E.) : 
The  Department  is  constantly  extending 
its  medical  system  as  opportunity  offers; 
but,  paid  as  its  medical  officers  are  by  means 
of  a  capitation  a^llowance  in  respect  to  each 
man  placed  under  their  charge,  it  will  be 
obvious  that  the  system  cannot  be  estab- 
lished except  where  Post  Office  servants 
are  employed  in  sufficient  numbers. 
Where  this  is  the  case,  for  attendance  on 
one  Post  Office  servant  who  is  ill,  even 
if  the  illness  be  of  some  duration,  the 
medical  officer  finds  compensation  in  not 
havin<;  to  attend  others  whose  health 
remains  good ;  but,  of  course,  such  a 
system  as  this,  depending  as  it  does 
upon  averages,  is  not  adapted  to  places 
where  Post  Office  servants  are  employed 
sin«:lv  or  in  twos  and  threes.  Under 
those  circumstances,  I  fear  I  can  hold 
out  no  hope  that  any  system  will  be 
adopto.l  which  would  supply  every  Post 
Office  servant  in  the  Kingdom  whose 
pay  does  not  exceed  £150  with  medicine 
and  medical  attendance  gratuitously. 

TORPEDO-BOAT  CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  woods  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Iiice)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  of  what  do  the  contracts  of 
Messrs.  Thorneycroft,  torpedo  -  boat 
builders,  Chiswick,  consist;  when  each 
contract  commenced  and  terminates; 
what  is  the  money  value  of  each  con- 
tract; and  whether  they  are  higher  or 
lower  than  the  contracts  of  other  firms  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle WORTH, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe):  The  Admiralty 
have  contracts  with  Messrs.  Thorney- 
croft for  five  torpedo-boat  destroyers  and 
throe  torpedo-boats.  I  shall  be  glad  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  confer  with  me  as 
to  the  other  points  in  his  question. 

SCHOOL  BOOKS  IN  SCOTLAND. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  School  Boards  have  power  to 
enforce  payment  for  school  books  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  payment  is  enforced 
in  inimerous  districts  in  Scothmd  ;  and 
whether  any  representation  has  been,  or 
can  be,  made  on  the  subject  by  the  Edu- 
cation Department  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan',  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) :    In     answer     to     previous 
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questions,  I  have  already  stated  that  an 
adequate  supply  of  school  books  is 
necessary  for  the  efficiency  of  a  school 
upon  which  efficiency  the  grant  depends; 
and  that  it  is  not  consistent  with  Regula- 
tions providing  for  the  relief  of  fees  that 
a  fixed  charge  for  the  use  of  books  should 
be  made.  The  Department  is  prepared 
to  deal  with  any  case  in  which  either  of 
these  conditions  is  infringed.  But  the 
case  is  different  when  the  property  in  the 
books  is  acquired  by  the  children,  and 
the  Department  is  not,  therefore,  prepared 
to  lay  down  any  rule  which  can  be  uni- 
versally applied. 

LEGISLATION  ON  VACCINATION. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middleton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  he  intends  to  bring  in  again  the 
Bill  to  carry  out  the  Fifth  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commissioners  on  Vaccination  in 
favour  of  abolishing  repeated  prosecu- 
tions for  neglect  to  vaccinate,  and  recom- 
mending that  the  parents  committed  to 
prison  should  no  longer  be  treated  as 
criminals  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  After  the  experi- 
ence of  last  Session,  I  fear  that  it  is 
impossible  to  hope  that  this  Bill,  although 
it  merely  gives  effect  to  the  unanimous 
recommendation  of  a  Royal  Commission, 
would  be  treated  as  non-contentious.  If 
it  is  not  so  treated,  it  has  no  chance  of 
passing  into  law,  and  it  would  be  a  waste 
of  time  to  introduce  it.* 

THRASHING  BLACKS  IN  THE 
TRANSVAAL. 

'  Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  :  I  .beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  'his  attention  has 
been  directed  to  a  statement  in  The 
Standard  and  Diggers*  Netcs^  a  Johan- 
nesburg paper,  which  claims  to  represent 
the  views  of  English  settlers  in  the 
Transvaal,  to  the  effect  that  48  boys,  of 
various  colours,  arrested  for  v/alking  on 
the  footpaths,  had  been  sentenced  to 
receive  10  lashes  each  for  so  doing ; 
that  the  punishment  was  inflicted  with  a 
cat  consisting  of  an  ordinary  two-foot 
stick  with  nine  tails  of  stout  twine,  each 
with  some  knots  and  some  two  feet  in 
length,  the  cat  being  previously  dipped 
in  a  bucket  of  salt  and  water  ;  and  that 

Sir  G,  Trevelyan 


a  pannikin  of  salt  and  water  was  throw 
over  each  boy  at  the  end  ;  and  wheth( 
the  Government  will  take  the  needfi 
steps  to  secure  fair  treatment  of  the  blac 
population  in  the  adjacent  British  terr 
tory  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  o 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S 
BuxTox,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) : 
have  seen  fthe  statement  referred  to  i 
The  Standard  and  Diggers'*  News, 
am  not  aware,  however,  that  that  papc 
especially  represents  the  views  of  Britis 
settlers  in  the  Transvaal.  There  is,  e 
far  as  I  know,  no  similar  law  with  regfti 
to  the  flogging  of  natives  in  any  of  tl 
British  Possessions  adjacent  to  the  Soql 
African  Republic,  and  I  am  not  awai 
that  any  special  steps  are  needed  1 
secure  fair  treatment  to  the  black  populf 
tion  in  these  territories. 

HOURS  OF  LA^OCJR  IN  SHOPS. 

Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Andrew's] 
In  the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  BaroiK 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Londoi 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  fo 
the  Home  Department  what  steps  b 
proposed  to  take  to  give  effect  to  th( 
Resolution  of  the  House,  nnanimonsh 
passed  on  the  2 1  st  March  last,  that  tb 
hours  of  labour  in  shops  are  excessirt 
and  unnecessary,  and  that  it  is  desiraUt 
to  enable  Local  Authorities  to  carry  on 
the  general  wishes  of  the  shopkeepiii| 
community  as  to  the  hours  of  closing  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  anxious  thai 
effect  should  be  given  to  this  Resolution 
But,  so  far  as  the  Government  are  ccm 
cenied,  the  pressure  of  other  clainu 
makes  it  impossible  for  me  to  hope  thai 
they  can  introduce  legislation  on  th 
subject  during  the  present  Session. 

SECOND    DIVISION    CLKRKB. 

Mr.  ANSI^RUTHER  :  On  behalf  o 
niv  rij^ht  hmi.  Friend  the  Member  fd 
London  University,  I  beg  to  ask  th 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  when  a  r^. 
may  be  expected  to  the  Memorials  fit* 
the  clerks  of  the  Second  Division  of  th 
Civil  Service,  which  were  sent  to  tb 
Treasury  during  the  Autumn  of  btf 
year  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREJ 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldhanl 
It  is  no  more  than  four  years  ago  that  v 
whole  conditions  of  service  of  Secaa* 
Division  clerks  were  revised  and  greav 
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improved  in  Accordance  with  tbe  recom- 
DKoidAtioos  of  the  Roynl  Commissiou  ou 
Ciyil  EdtabllshmeDti).  Those  rccom- 
mendfttioos  are  beiug  stemlily  carried  out, 
and  the  Treasnrj  dooa  not  consider  tliat 
a  case  has  been  mode  out  for  anv  j^eneral 
reTuioD  of  the  settlement  of  1890  »uch 
M  the  Memorialists  desire.  In  these  cir- 
eonutaoces,  it  has  not  been  thought 
necessarj  to  issue  a  Circular  upon  the 
question. 

COLONEL  RICH'S  PENSION  CLAIM. 

SiE  G.  CHESNEY  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Seeretarj  to  the  Treasury  whether,  with 
nfoienee  to  the  announcement  made  hj 
Ualist  Session  as  to  the  pension  claims 
iDowod  to  Colonel  Rich  and  others,  he 
ilwnr  able  to  state  when  the  pensions 
of  tkeie  officers  will  be  adjusted  on  the 
liifti  of  that  decision  ? 

Sn  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  With  one  ex- 
OBptioD,  as  to  which  some  points  remain 
to  be  eoDsiderod,  all  the  cases  which  have 
ooiie  before  the  Treasury  have  already 
kei  adjusted,  including  that  of  Colonel 
lieh. 

TRAINING  SHIPS  FOR  IRELAND. 

Me.  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,  W.)  :  I 
Hk  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
altj  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  a 
MHiderable  number  of  boys  from  West 
Cork  enter  the  Naval  Service,  and  that 
Bantiy  Bay  is  frequently  used  for  Naval 
Kaooeavres,  he  will  consider  the  advis- 
obiiitj  of  establishing  a  training  ship  in 
BantryBay? 

D«.  FOX  (King's  Co.,  Tullamore)  : 
At  the  same  time,  may  I  ask  the  right 
huL  Gentleman  whether  he  will  devote 
in  obsolete  ship  to  the  establishment  of  a 
Naval  Training  School  in  Cork  Harbour? 

Sm  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
It  is  not  intended  to  increase  the  number 
of  boja'  training  ships  at  present.  Should 
this  become  desirable  in  the  future,  the 
nitability  of  Cork  Harbour  and  Bantry 
Baj  for  the  establishment  of  a  Boys' 
Training  School  will  be  considered. 

Dh.  fox  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  there 
Ha  training  ship  at  Belfast  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
l^ot  at  present. 

HILITARY  WORKS  IN  BANTRY  BAY. 

Mr.  GILHOOX'Y  :  I  l>eg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  f orti- 
bations  are  to  be  erected  on  Bcre  Island, 


Bantry  Bay  ;  and,  if  so,  when  it  is  pro- 
bable they  will  be  commenced  ? 
•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Baxxerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  It  is  in  contemplation  to 
strengthen  the  fortifications  in  the  South- 
West  of  Ireland,  and  it  is  possible  that 
Bantry  Bay  may  be  included  in  the 
scheme  of  defence  ;  but  it  would  at  pre- 
sent be  premature  to  specify  localities 
for  the  works. 

THE  PROPOSED   IRISH  AGRICULTURAL 

BOARD. 

Mr.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretarv  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
lanl  whether  the  Government  will 
appoint  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
necessity  of  a  Board  of  Agriculture  for 
Ireland  ;  and  whether  he  is  aware  that 
such  a  Committee  sat  previous  to  the 
establishment  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
for  Great  Britain  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  answered  a 
similar  question  on  the  1 4th  of  March. 
It  certainly  is  not  my  intention  to  ask 
the  House  to  appoint  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  necessity  of  a  Board  of 
Agriculture  for  Ireland  until  the  inquiry 
into  the  working  of  the  Land  Acts  has 
been  completed. 

Mr.  FIELD :  The  point  is,  will  the 
Government  favourably  consider  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  told  the 
hon.  Member  more  than  once  that  the 
Government  have  had  it  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) : 
When  will  the  Select  Committee  be 
appointed  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Order  of 
Reference  has  been  on  the  Paper  some 
time,  and  the  delay  in  appointing  the 
Committee  is  due  to  no  fault  of  mine. 
There  are,  however,  difficulties  for  the 
moment  in  the  wav  of  the  nomination  of 
Members,  and  those  difficulties  do  not 
arise  on  this  side  of  the  House. 

EMIGRANTS'  INFORMATION  OFFICE. 
Mr.  HOGAN  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  SocretJiry  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  whether  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been 
called  to  the  passage  in  the  Report  of 
the  Emigrants'  Information  Office  for 
the  past  year,  in  which  it  is  stated  that 
the  organisation  of  the  Office  is  so  small. 
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aod  ils  work  depends  already  so  much 
on  voluntary  effort,  that  it  ia  impossible 
for  the  Committee  to  undertake  as  much 
as  they  could  wlah  ;  but  they  are  sensible 
that  there  is  at  preseut  a  great  want  of 
good  practical  guidance  for  young  men 
trho  are  prepared  to  take  a  little  capital 
out  to  one  or  other  of  the  tropical 
colonies  of  Great  Britahi ;  and  whether 
any  action  ie  contemplated  with  a  view 
to  improving  the  efficiency  of  the  Office 
and  meeting  the  particular  requirements 


Mk.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  Governors 
of  the  tropical  colonies  are  about  to 
be  asked  to  eeud  home  more  information 
likely  to  give  guidance  to  the  class 
referred  to  than  has  hitherto  been  the 
case;  and,  with  the  same  end  in  view, 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  lately  in- 
vited a  gentleman  closely  connected  with 
the  West  Indies  to  join  the  Managing 
Committee  of  the  Emigrauts'  Informa- 
tion OfBce  ;  but  he  ia  not  prepared  to 
State  definitely  at  present  what  further 
steps,  if  any,  can  be  taken  to  iucrease 
the  efficiency  of  the  Office,  whose 
valuable  work,  which  is  in  great 
measure  dependent  on  the  zeal  and 
activity  of  members  of  the  Committee, 
who  voluntarily  give  their  servicefl,  is 
much  appreciated  by  the  Government, 
as  well  as  by  those  for  whose  benefit 
the  Office  was  established. 

DBILL  IN  NAVAL  MAKCEUVRES. 
Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Begis)  :  I  beg  to  osk  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  whether,  iu  clearing  for 
action,  as  periodically  practised  on  Her 
Majesty's  ships,  all  those  things  are 
habitually  done  which  would  have  to  be 
done  on  actually  going  into  action,  such 
as  removiug  bulkheads  and  furniture  from 
cabins  with  guns  in  them,  disposing  of 
boats  and  torpedo-boats,  and  providing 
and  fitting  splinter  nets,  where  necessary  ; 
whether,  iu  the  case  of  ships  carrying 
torpedo -houti<,  provision  is  made  to  pro- 
vide a  sufficient  complement  of  men  foi 
them  to  be  sent  away  if  necessary  from 
the  ship  durlug  action ;  whether  the 
signalmen  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  would 
in  action  be  posted  under  cover  or  would 
he  left  to  work  exposed,  and  whether 
they  are  posted  at  tactics  as  they  would 
be  or  otherwise  than  tbey  would  be  in 
action ;  and  whether  the  water-tight 
bulkheads  and  doors  in  Her  Majesty's 
Mr.  Hogan 


ships  are  in  all  cases  or  generally  of  such 
strength  as  would  enable  them  to  bear 
the  weight  of  water  in  case  of  a  com- 
partment on  one  side  of  them  becoming 
filled  without  the  bulkhead  being  shored 
upon  the  other  aide  ? 

SiK  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
(I)  The  captain  makes  such  arr«nge- 
ment«  as  he  thinks  most  desirable.  (2) 
The  complements  approved  are  considered 
sufficient  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Service  in  action  or  otherwise.  (3) 
Signalmen  would  lie  posted  in  the  poai- 
tion  considered  hy  the  captain  to  be  most 
convenient  for  carrying  out  their  duties. 
(4)  The  water-tight  bulkheads  and  doors 
are  generally  made  of  adequate  strength 
for  the  purpose  described.  It  is  within 
the  discretion  of  the  captain  to  give 
additional  support  by  shoring  if  he  oon- 
aiders  it  desirable. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Will  the 
'ight  hon.  Gentleman  for  once  give  na  a 
candid  aud  straightforward  answer  t« 
the  questions  I  have  asked  P 

Mh.  deputy  speaker  :  I  do  not 
thiuk  tliat  is  language  that  ought  to  be 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Will  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  answer  my  qqes- 
tiona  ?  I  press  for  an  answer ;  I  am 
entitled  to  one.  If  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  refuses  to  give  an  answer  let 
him  absolutely,  plainly,  and  straighl- 
forwardly  say  so. 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
I  have  nothing  to  add  to  the  answer! 
have  already  given  except  this — that  if 
the  hon.' Member  wishes  to  convey  any 
suggestion  or  instruction  to  the  Board  rf 
Admiralty  or  to  the  commanders  of  Her 
Majesty's  Navy  on  the  subject  of  their 
duties  in  the  preparation  of  the  fleet  foi 
battle  we  shall  receive  his  suggesiioiiB 
and  give  them  the  coneideration  they 
deserve, 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  The  riRht 
hon.  Gentleman's  insinuation isabsoluUlf 
unwarranted  aud  unwarrantable. 

OIL  FUEL  FOR  THE  NAVY. 
Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  b^  » 

ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admitaltf 
whether  the  Admiralty  have  come  *• 
any  conclusion  as  to  the  suitability  of  0«l 
fuel  for  use  in  Her  Majesty's  ships ;  wt 
if  80,  whether  he  will  state  what  tW 
conclusion  is  P 
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Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
The  cooeiiuion  arrived  at  by  the  Ad- 
miraitj  is  that,  for  tlie  present,  it  in 
undesirable  to  aulopt  liquid  fuel  for  use 
OD  board  Her  Majesty^s  ships. 

CONDEMNED  RATIONS  FOR  THE  NAVV. 
Mh.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  I  beg  to 
uk  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  he  cao  state  if  auy  person  has 
been  held  responsible  for  the  sum  of 
fo88,  a  loss  to  the  Public  Service  caused 
bj  die  condemnation  of  22,262  lbs.  of 
alt  pork,  originally  delivered  at  Haul- 
bowline  Yard,  and  condemned  at  Devon- 
port,  at  Gosport,  and  at  Plymouth  in 
18W-3,  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the 
two  jears'  warranty  given  by  the  cou- 
tnrtore;  and  what  steps,  if  any,  have 
been,  or  will  be,  taken  to  enforce  the 
nsponsibility  ? 

SiE  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
No  person  could  be  held  responsible,  as 
the  causes  which  led  to  the  unfitness  of 
the  pork  for  issue,  and  to  the  consequent 
condemnation,  could  not  be  definitely 
Meertained.  With  the  consent  of  the 
Treasury  the  loss  was  written  off  as 
irrecoverable.  The  Treasury  Solicitor 
*«  of  opinion  that  the  warranty  was, 
under  the  circumstances,  inoperative. 

PONDOLAND. 

«iR  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  Stiite  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  terms  of  the  arrangements 
for  the  annexation  of  Pondoland  are 
ilnilij  settled  ;  whether  the  territories 
i«W  by  the  Chief  Sigcan  are  to  be  au- 
^ed  to  the  Colony  of  Natal  ;  and 
^liether  any  direct  local  responsibilities 
^  left  to  the  Imperial  Government,  or 
whether  the  whole  of  the  duties  of 
government  are  relegated  to  the  Respon- 
sible Governments  of  the  Cape  Colony 
^  Natal  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON :  The  Chiefs  of 
^*i  and  West  Pondoland  have  just 
"i^Dcd  a  deed  making  a  cession  of  the 
^hole  of  their  country,  and  Sir  Henry 
Wh  has  issued  a  Proclamation  accept- 
ing the  cession  and  declaring  the  country 
British  territory.  No  official  information 
W  been  received  as  to  details.  It  was 
to  down  by  Her  Majesty's  late  Go- 
YemmeDt  in  1886,  and  again  in  1888 
(»ee  Blue  Books  5022  and  5410),  that 


Pondoland  could  not  be  united  with 
Natal  except  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  Cape  Government,  and  I  have  no 
information  showing  that  such  consent  is 
likely  to  be  obtained.  It  is  not  contem- 
plated that  the  Imperial  Government 
should  bear  any  responsibility  for  the 
administration  of  Pondoland  ;  but  that, 
as  in  the  case  of  all  the  other  Transkei 
districts,  the  responsibility  should  be 
j  borne  by  the  Cape  Colony. 

THE  C  DIVISION,  METROPOLITAN  ^ 

POLICE. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Here- 
ford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  an  article 
in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette  of  the  17th 
instant,  entitled  "Why  the  C  Division  is 
demoralised  "  (meaning  the  C  Division 
of  the  Metropolitan  Police),  in  which 
allegations  of  gross  misconduct  are  made 
against  the  members  of  the  said  C 
Division  ;  and  whether,  in  the  interests 
of  the  Force  as  well  as  of  the  public,  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  intothfv 
accuracy  of  such  allegations  ? 

Mk.  ASQUITH  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  article,  and,  after  com- 
munication with  the  Chief  Commissioner, 
I  am  able  to  state  that  the  whole  story  is 
untrue  from  beginning  to  end.  The 
Division  is  in  a  high  state  of  discipline 
I  under  the  superintendence  of  an  ofHcer 
second  to  none  in  the  whole  Force,  and 
regular  visits  are  paid  to  the  locality  re- 
ferred to  by  superior  officers  both  by  day 
and  night. 

DUBLIN  POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  FIELD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  the  recent  selec- 
tions for  assistant  bank  officer  and  assis- 
tant desk  clerk  in  the  Dublin  Post  Office 
have  yet  been  confirmed,  and  if  he  is 
aware  that  the  gentleman  selected  for  the 
first-name<I  position  is  junior  to  156  other 
officers,  and  the  gentleman  selected  for 
the  other  position  is  still  more  junior ; 
and  whether  there  is  any  s|)ecial  reason 
why  gentlemen  with  only  two  years'  ex- 
perience of  the  sorting  office  should  be 
promoted  above  officers  of  over  10  years' 
experience  ? 

•Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  am  making 
inquiries  on  this  subject^  and  will  let  the 
hon.  Member  know  the  result. 
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"INJURIES"  TO  RAILWAY  SERVANTS. 
Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether,  as  it  would 
appear  probable  from  Return  502,  Session 
1893-4,  that  the  Returns  of  the  Railway 
Companies  as  to  "  injuries "  to  their 
workmen  are  based  upon  widely  different 
interpretations  of  that  word,  and  com- 
parison of  the  figures  is  to  some  extent 
vitiated  in  consequence,  the  Board  of 
Trade  will  take  early  and  effectual  steps 
to  induce  the  Railway  Companies  to  come 
to  such  an  agreement  as  will  render  their 
Returns  as  to  injuries  to  their  workmen 
more  accurate  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  I  agree  with  my 
9ion.  Friend,  and  communications  have 
:already  been  directed  to  the  Railway 
Association  with  this  object,  and  I  pro- 
pose to  appoint  a  small  Departmental 
Committee  to  consider  the  question. 

SCOTTISH  PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION- 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  :  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  the  Government  propose  to 
rdeal  this  Session  with  the  question  of 
Private  Bill  Legislation  for  Scotland  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  I  do  not  see  any  prospect 
of  this  question  being  dealt  with  in  the 
course  of  the  present  Session. 

SCARCITY    OF    ELEMENTARY    SCHOOL 

TEACHERS. 
Mr.  harry  foster  (Suffolk, 
Lowestoft)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Pre- 
•sident  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  he  will  issue  a 
•Cmsular  of  Inquiry  to  all  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors,  asking,  in  general  terms,  for 
-their  experience  in  respect  to  the  alleged 
existence  of  serious  and  rapidly-growing 
•scarcity  among  the  various  classes  of 
elementary  teachers,  particularly  having 
regard  to  the  very  large  increase  in 
school  attendance  since  the  passing  of  the 
Free  Education  Act ;  and  whether  he 
will  print  their  replies  in  full  and  lay 
them  before  Parliament  in  time  to  be 
considered  before  the  discussion  of  the 
New  Code  ? 


Toe  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  I  have  so  lately  made  in- 
quiries on  this  matter  generally  from  the 

Inspectors  that  I  am  unable  to  issue 
another  Circular.  The  results  of  the 
inquiry  are  embodied  in  the  answers  I 
gave  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 
University  on  the  24th  November  and 
5th  December  last.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
give  the  hon.  Gentleman  any  further  in- 
formation if  necessary  beyond  what  is 
contained  in  those  answers,  and  in  my 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member  himself  on 
the  29th  December  last. 

VOLUNTARY  SCHOOL  FINANCES. 
Mr.   harry   FOSTER  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  on  Education  if  he  is  aware  of 

the  fact  that  in  a  large  number  of  volun- 
tary schools  it  is  necessary  for  the 
managers  to  become  personally  respon- 
sible to  bankers  for  overdrafts  necessary 
to  meet  the  annual  expenditure  incurred 
in  efficiently  maintaining  the  schools 
pending  the  receipt  of  the  annual  grant ; 
whether  he  will  consider  the  wisdom  of 
recommending  an  alteration  of  the  exist- 
ing method  of  payment,  so  that  semi- 
annually a  payment  of  one-half  or  one- 
third  of  the  grant  based  on  an  average  of 
the  preceding  years  shall  be  paid,  thereby 
greatly  facilitating  the  work  of  the 
voluntary  schools,  and  putting  them  on  a 
more  equal  footing  with  the  Board  schools 
of  the  Kingdom  ;  and  whether,  in  any 
case,  he  will  impress  upon  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Inspectors  the  necessity  of  send- 
ing in  their  Reports  promptly,  so  that 
no  avoidable  delay  may  occur  in  the  pay- 
ments of  the  grants  ? 

Mr.  acland  :  I  am   aware  of  the 

fact  stated  in  the  first  paragraph  of  the 

question.       In    answer    to    the    second 

paragraph,  it  is  not  possible  to  make  any 
difference  between  the  mode  of  payment 
to  Board  and  voluntary  schools.  The 
difficulty  in  making  any  payment  of  the 
kind  indicated,  is  that  the  inspection  on 
which  the  grants  depend  cannot  be  held 
more  than  once  a  year,  and  if  an  advance 
were  made  it  might  be  ascertained  at 
the  end  of  the  year  that  no  grant  what- 
ever was  due,  and  the  State  would  lose 
the  amount  of  the  advance.  The  De- 
partment has  constantly  impressed  upon 
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the  iMpwtore  the  nec^sity  of  sending  p^^ypg  ^^  ^^^  5jg^^  TRADE, 

in  their  Beports  promptly      But  I  have  FARQUHARSON    (Aberdeen- 

no  objection  to  issuinff  farther  directions  ,  .       „r  \     t  t       ^       i   *i.    li      •  i     *    * 

*«  *k««  ♦^  ♦!.-♦  ^ov.-^  shire,  W .)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 

to  them  to  that  effect.  ^i     ^       i    u  a     •     li.          u  ^.i        •    ak^ 

the  Board  of  Agriculture  whctlier,  m  the 

event   of   his    deciding  on   the  appoint- 
VOLUNTARY    SCHOOL     GRANTS  ment  of  a  Departmental    Committee  to 
WITHHELD.  inquire  into  the   working   of   the   Mar- 
Ms.  HARRY  FOSTER :    I  beg  to  garine  and    Sale   of    Food    and    Drugs 
ukthe7icePre8identof  the  Committee  of  Acts,  he  will  include    within  the  scope 
Coancil  on  Education  whether   he  has  of  the  Inquiry  the  sufficiency  or  other- 

tden  any  8t«ps  to  ascertain  the  number  of  7'^««^,^    the   present  law  to   check  the 

_     .       ,  .  L                 .      if  xi_               I  fraudulent   sale  of  foreign  for  home-ted 

ciseii  in  which  payment   of  the  annual  .  ^                               ° 

^  hM  been   withheld   in    voluntary  ,^^^  PRESIDENT  ok  the  BOARD 

tebooU  upon  requisitions  by  the  Depart-  ^^.  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gard- 

■e»t  M  to  structural  or  other  alterations  ^          ^^^^^^  ^NMbx,)  :  I  do  not 

j  which  no  prenous  notice  had  been  ^,^.^'^   t^,^t\}x^  two   subjects  to    which 

proi  by  the  Department ;  and  whether  ^^^  p^.^^^  ^^j^^^  ^^^-"^j  ^  sufficiently 

k.h«  given  instructions,  in  accordance  J           character  to    render   their  con- 

«Ji  the  promwe  recently  given  by  h.m,  gid^e^ation  by  the  same  Committee  con- 

Jrt,  except  for  grave  cases  of  emergency,  ^^^^          J^    j             ^^^^^^           ^^^ 

jBgranta  not  m  future  to  be  withheld  ^^3^^  that  a  Select  Committee  of  the 

adunndertaking  enforced  in  any  such  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  appointed  last  Session 

to   consider  the    whole    subject   of    the 

Mb.  ACLAND  :   I   have    not   taken  marking    of   imported    agricultural   and 

ay  farther  steps  beyond  the  promise  of  horticultural  produce,  and  that  we  are  in 

i  Return  to  the  noble  Lord    the    Mem-  possession  of  the  results  of  their  inquiry 

ber  for  Rochester,  on  Friday  last.     As  so  far  as  meat  is  concerned. 

Iititod  on  that  day,  the  grant  will  not  y^^    ^^      WEDDERBURN    (Banff- 

•e  withheld  except  m  serious  cases.  gj^jre)  :  Arising  out  of  the  answer,  may 

Mb.  harry  foster  :  The  right  I  ask  whether  the  Department  have  not 

Ima.  Gentleman  says  *' except  in  serious  received  from  the  north  and  north-east 

^Mes.**    Does  he  mean  by  that  cases  of  of  Scotland  many  complaints  and  rcso- 

ittuiitation  ?  lutions  about  the  sale  of  foreign    meat 

Mb.   ACLAND :     I    mean    it    in  a  professing  to  be  Scotch-grown  ? 

geoenl  sense.  I  referred  to  this  matter  Mr.  GARDNER  :    Yes,  Sir  ;    many 

ii  mj  remarks  on  Friday.  resolutions  have    been    received  by  the 

Board   of    Agriculture  on    that  subject 

THE  LABOURERS  GRBLAND)   ACTS.  ^^^"^  ^^^  P*^'^^  ^^  *^®  Kingdom. 

Mb.   CLANCY:    I    beg  to  ask  the  ^R-    BUCHANAN    (Aberdeenshire, 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  E.)  :    And,  in   the    meantime,    will  the 

rf  Ireland  whether  he  intends  to  intro-  "g^^  *^on.  Grentleman  not  take  any  steps 

<ince  and  press  forward  this    Session  a  *<>  satisfy  the  discontent  now  felt  as  to 

Bill  amending  the  Labourers   (Ireland)  tl^©  inefficiency  of  the  present  law  ? 

Acts,  with    a    view  to  shortening  and  Mr.  GARDNER  :  I  have  not  said  I 

ebeapening  the  procedure  prescribed  by  am  not  prepared  to  take  any  steps  ;  the 

thoee  enactments  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  matter  is  under  the  consideration  of  the 

ke  will  give    facilities  for  the  passage  Government, 
of  sach  a    Bill   through    the    House   if 

introduced  by  a  private  Member  ?  THE  WARINA  COLLISION. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  would,  I  fear,  Captain  BAGOT  (Westmoreland, 
he  quite  impossible  for  the  Government  Kendal)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
te introdace  a  Bill  having  for  its  object  tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  what  pro- 
the  amendment  of  the  Labourers  Acts,  gross  has  been  made  with  the  investiga- 
^  until  I  see  the  provisions  of  a  Private  tion  into  the  unfortunate  collision  between 
Bill  on  the  sabject  I  cannot  say  anything  British  and  French  troops  at  Wariua, 
^th  regard  to  it.  Sierra  Leone  ;  and  whether  he  is  in  a 
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position  to  give  any  information  as  to  the 
results  of  such  investigation  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE   FOR    FOREIGN   AFFAIRS 

(Sir  E.  G  RE  Y,  Northumberland,  Berwick) : 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
question.  Reports  have  been  received 
from  Sierra  Leone  which  all  go  to  show 
that  Lieutenant  Maritz^s  attack  on  British 
troops  in  British  territory  was  due  to  his 
having  mistaken  them  for  Sofas.  No 
information  has  yet  been  communicated 
to  us  showing  how  he  came  to  be 
operating  against  the  Sofas  in  British 
territory. 

Captain  BAGOT  :  May  I  ask  whe- 
ther the  question  of  compensation  to  the 
relatives  of  Englishmen  killed  in  this  un- 
fortunate affair  has  yet  been  raised  ? 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(ShefReld,  Ecclesall)  :  As  three  months 
have  expired  since  this  unfortunate  inci- 
dent occurred,  and  as  the  Government 
have  received  a  full  Report  in  writing 
from  the  Commander  of  the  British 
Force,  can  the  lion.  Baronet  hold  out  any 
hope  of  explanations  being  offered  by 
the  French  Government  at  an  early 
date  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  facts  we  have 
received  have  been  communicated  to  the 
French  Government,  who  have  expressed 
on  their  part  a  desire  to  make  inquiries 
for  themselves.  There  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  the  inquiries  will  be  in  any 
way  unduly  protracted,  and  as  soon  as 
they  are  completed  no  doubt  the  question 
of  compensation  will  be  arranged  between 
the  two  Governments. 

THE  ANGLO-PORTUGUESE  TREATY. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  or  not  the 
Anglo-Portuguese  Treaty  governing  the 
construction  of  telegraphs  and  other 
facilities  in  Africa,  and  the  collision  on 
the  Zambesi,  gives  such  rights  to  each 
high  contracting  party  as  are  reasonably 
necessary  for  the  above  purposes,  and 
provides  that  any  difference  as  to  the 
execution  of  such  rights  shall  be  referred 
to  arbitration  ;  and  whether  or  not  such 
a  difference  was  pending  at  the  time  such 
right  was  asserted  by  force  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Rights,  so  far  as  may 
be  reasonably  required,  are  conferred  by 
the  11th  Article  of  the  Treaty.  A  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  character  of  reasonable 

Captain  Bagot 


requirements  is  proceeding.  It  began 
before  the  incident  alluded  to  in  the  last 
paragraph  is  said  to  have  occurred,  and 
it  includes  the  question  whether  the 
Article  provides  in  the  case  in  point  for 
arbitration. 

SCOTCH  DISESTABLISHMENT. 

Mr.  HOZIER:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  the 
Government  intend  to  deal  this  Session 
with  the  question  of  the  Disestablish- 
ment and  Disendowment  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland;  and,  if  so,  whether  they 
will  introduce  their  Bill  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment,  so  that  the  people  of 
Scotland  may  have  some  opportunity  of 
considering  its  provisions  before  it  comes 
on  for  discussion  in  the  House  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Govern- 
ment  will  use  all  their  endeavours  to  pass 
the  Scottish  measures  referred  to  in  the 
Queen's  Speech.  They  will  introdnoe 
those  measures  in  ample  time  to  enable 
them  to  be  considered  before  the  Second 
Reading.  The  first  measure  will  be  the 
Local  Government  Bill,  which  will  be 
placed  before  the  House  on  Monday  week. 

Mr.  HOZIER:  I  must  ask  for  a 
definite  answer  to  my  question.  Do  the 
Government  not  intend  to  give  the  people 
of  Scotland  any  adequate  opportunity  for 
considering  their  Disestablishment  and 
Disendowment  Bill  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :- 1  have  said 
that  the  Government  would  introdace 
their  Scotch  measures  in  ample  time  to 
enable  them  to  be  considered  before 
Second  Reading. 

Mr.  HOZIER  :  What  do  the  Govern- 
ment  consider  to  be  ample  time  for  the 
people  to  discuss  such  a  Bill  ? 

Mr.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and  Sel- 
kirk) :  May  I  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend 
whether,  looking   to   the   fact   that  thd 
Government  have  in  the  Local  Veto  BilL 
sanctioned  the  principle  of  reference  to 
the  people  on  the  question  of  the  liquor* 
traffic,  he  will  consider  favourably  the 
propriety  of  a  reference  to  the  electors  of 
Scotland  on   the  question  of  the  Dia* 
establishment  and  Disendowment  of  the 
Church  before  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  think  the 
proper  parallel  to  that  would  be  to  refer 
it  to  the  inhabitants  of  every  village  te 
say  whether  they  want  an  Established 
Church  or  not. 
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Sir  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockennouth)  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
Tight  boo.  GeutlemaD  puts  the  Chureli 
and  the    public-house     on    the     t>aind 

footing  ? 

[The  question  was  not  answered.] 

IDLE  POST  OFFICE. 
3Ir.  BYLES  (York,  W.R.,  Shipley)  : 
I  Ijeg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  postmen 
employed  at  the  Idle  Post  Office,  in  the 
Shipley  Division  of  the  North  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  are  worked  from 
6*30  to  8  p.m.,  13  and  a-half  hours  pur 
day,  with  scant  intervals  for  meals,  and 
for  a  weekly  wage  of  16s. ;  and  w^hether 
Im  can  see  his  way  to  shorten  these 
boors? 

*Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  have  no  reason 
10  believe  that  the  facts  stated  in  the 
question  are  true.  The  question  only 
tppeared  on  the  Paper  to-day,  and  I  shall 
lie  obliged  to  call  for  a  Report.  I  will 
inform  the  hon.  Member  of  the  result. 

EVICTIONS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  FFRENCH  (WexfonI,  8.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
I^wd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he 
"•ware  that  40,000  Irish  tenant  farmers 
lave  been  evicted  under  the  process  iu- 
rtitQted  by  the  late  Government,  6,556  of 
tiwse  cases,  together  with  494  evictions 
t»J  another  process  of  law,  having  occurred 
vithiu  the  year  1893  ;  and  whether  he 
vill  consider  it  expedient,  as  a  check  to 
future  evictions,  and  for  the  bettor  go- 
vernment of  Ireland,  to  insert  a  clause  in 
d»e  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  which  will 
Jo^e  it  compulsory  on  landlords  to  pay 
Aeir  tenants,  in  cases  of  eviction,  the  full 
^lue  of  the  interest  in  their  farms  ? 

Me.  J.  MORLEY :  Down  to  the  Slst 
I)ecember,  1893,  there  have  been  43,457 
ejectment  notices  under  Section  7  of  the 
I«uid  Act  of  1887y  converting  tenants  into 
ciretakers,  served  in  Ireland.  In  the 
^t  majority  of  cases,  however,  these 
^tices  did  not  result  in  actual  evictions. 
'Hte  number  of  ejectment  notices  served 
danug  the  year  1893  was  6,526  ;  but  the 
oilier  of  tenants  actually  turned  out  of 
^eir  hotises  on  the  holdings,  after  service 
of  the  notices,  was  574,  of  whom  494 
^ere  tenants  and  80  sub-tenants.  The 
itQmber  of  evictions  under  other  processes 
of  law  in  1893  was  444.    In  answer  to 


the  last  part  of  the  question,  I  cannot 
undertake  to  insert  in  the  Bill  a  clause 
to  the  effect  the  hon.  Member  suggests. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  Arising 
out  of  that  answer,  may  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  will  consider 
the' terms  of  Reference  of  the  Committee, 
so  that  they  may  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing of  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  1887, 
which,  I  believe,  will  not  come  within 
the  terms  of  Reference  as  they  are  at 
present  drawn  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  quite 
sure  whether  the  operation  of  Section  7 
would  come  within  the  terms  of  Refer- 
ence that  I  have  put  on  the  Paper,  but 
I  think  it  would.  In  any  case,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  extend  those  terms  of  Refer- 
ence. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Are  the 
terms  of  Reference  intended  to  include 
an  inquiry  in  the  working  of  the  Acts,  as 
well  as  the  principles  embodied  in  them  ? 

Mu.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  not, 
because  the  words  mentioned  in  the 
terms  of  Reference  are  "The  practice 
and  principles  of  tiiose  Acts."  I  am  not 
quite  sure  that  I  appreciate  the  substance 
of  the  distinction  which  my  hon.  Friend 
is  now  endeavouring  to  raise,  and  if  he 
will  make  it  more  clear  I  will  give  the 
best  answer  I  can. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Will  the  Commission 
be  empowereti  to  consider  not  only  whe- 
ther the  Commissioners  have  duly  carried 
out  the  intentions  of  Parliament  in 
principle  and  in  practice,  but  also  whe- 
ther the  Acts  as  parsed  by  Parliament  are 
sufficient  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  it  would 
be  for  the  Committee  itself  to  consider 
the  terms  of  Reference.  My  own  view 
is  that  the  Committee  would  be  more 
usefully  employed  if  it  were  to  confine 
itself  to  the  extent  to  which  the  Com- 
mission, County  Court  Judges,  and  other 
persons  have  carried  out  the  intention  of 
Parliament  as  indicated  in  the  Acts 
mentioned  in  the  Order  of  Reference. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Assuming  the  Acts 
to  be  imperfect,  would  it  be  beyond  the 
power  of  the  Committee  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  imperfections  in  the  Acts  them- 
selves ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  take  it  that, 
according  to  the  terms  of  Reference,  the 
inquiries  of  the  Committee  would  bring 
out  whatever  defects  might  exist  in  the 
working  of  the  Acts,  and,  as   my  hon. 
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Friead  ma;  remember,  the  laat  clause  in 
the  Order  of  Referenco  invitea  the  Com- 
mittee to  make  an;  suggestions  as  to  any 
defectB  that  may  be  brougbt  to  ligbt  in 
the  course  of  their  inquiry.  I  think  tbat 
that  covers  tlie  ground  wLich  my  hoe. 
Friead  deairee. 

Mr.  KNOX  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cousider  whelber  the  fact 
that  43,000  tenants  bare  been,  if  not 
evicted,  at  any  rate,  deprived  of  the 
benefits  of  the  Land  Acts,  is  a  matter 
worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee F 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  That,  of  course, 
will  be  for  the  Committee  to  determine 
when  they  meet.  The  Order  of  Refer- 
ence covers  the  whole  of  that  ground, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  if  it  he  found 
OD  inquiry  that  an  extension  of  the  terms 
of  Reference  was  desirable,  it  would  be 

Mb.  CLANCY  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  propose  to  include  or  to  draw 
attention  to  the  decisions  of  the  Land 
Courts  in  Ireland,  by  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  many,  the  intentions  of  Parliament 
have  been  defeated  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Those  decisions 
will  be  taken  as  the  starting-points  of 
inquiry  if,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Com- 
mittee, the  principles  upon  which  the 
decisions  are  based  come  within  the  scope 
of  the  inquiry. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.)  : 
How  is  the  Committee  to  arrive  at  the 
intentions  of  Parliamont  except  by  the 
expressions  used  in  the  Acts  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  really 
like  to  go  any  further.  There  is  the 
Order  of  Reference,  and  the  Committee 
will  no  doubt  interpret  it  for  themselves. 
If  a  discussion  on  the  Order  is  desired 
then  the  House  can  see  how  far  the 
Committee  has  gone. 

LADO. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holdemess)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whetber  troops  belonging  to  the  Congo 
Free  State  are  at  Lado  ;  and  if  Lado  is 
within  the  British  sphere  of  influence  ? 

Sir  £.  GREY  :    Lado  is  within  the 
British  sphere  of  iufluence,  and  we  have 
no  knowledge  tbat  any  expedition  from 
the  Congo  Free  State  is  at  Lado. 
Mr.  J.  Mofley 


UNYOBO. 

Commander  BETHELL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  ASairs  whetlier  Colonel  ColvUle 
is  about  to  make  war  on  Unyoro  ? 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  At  the 
same  time,  may  I  ask  the  hon.  Baronet 
whether  Eaba  Rega,  Chief  of  the 
Unyoro,  is  known  to  hold  50,000 Natives 
of  the  Waganda  and  other  tribes  in 
slavery ;  whether  he  has  for  months 
past  harassed  the  British  forces,  and 
especially  the  Soudanese  established  to 
the  westward  of  Uganda ;  and  whether 
the  Government  have  any  definite  news 
as  to  adequate  measures  having  been 
taken  to  uphold  onr  responsibilities  and 
carry  out  our  duties  in  the  Uuyoro  dis- 
trict until  such  time  as  a  final  decision  is 
come  to  on  the  Uganda  question  ? 

SiK  E.  GREY  :  There  is  no  doubt 
that  Kaba  Rega  holds  many  nations  in 
slavery,  but  we  cannot  say  exactly  That 
number.  Owing  to  bis  slave-raiding 
propensities,  his  determined  hostQit;  to 
Uganda,  and  bis  support  of  the  Mahom- 
medan  faction  there,  it  has  from  time  to 
time  been  necessary  to  take  meuuree 
against  bim.  We  hear  by  telegraph  that 
information  has  been  received  at  ZanBifaar 
that  Colonel. Col vi lie  has  recently  found 
it  necessary  to  take  some  such  measnroB, 
but  we  have  beard  no  details  either  as  to 
what  has  been  done  or  as  to  the  special 
reason  for  it. 

UMTASSA'S  CODNTRT. 

Mr.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  (Devon- 
port)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Glamorganshire,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  it  is  permissible  under  the  law 
affecting  British  subjects  in  Umtassa's 
country  for  Magistrates  in  the  service  of 
the  Chartered  Company  to  force  natives 
to  labour  for  the  Company,  and  to  use 
their  powers  as  Magistrates  to  establish 
this  form  of  slavery  ;  and,  if  not,  what 
steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  practice  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  It  is  not  per- 
missible for  Magistrates  iu  Umtassa's 
country  to  force  natives  to  labour  against 
their  will.  I  have  no  information  before 
me  to  show  that  any  Magistrate  has  a^ 
tempted  to  act  contrary  to  the  law  in  Umk- 
matter. 
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THE  ARREST  OF  MR.    TAYLOR    AT 

UMTALI. 
Mb.  E.  J.  C.  MORTON  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  DDder  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether   he   has  received  huj 
particnlars  of  the  arrest  in  Januarj  last 
of  Mr.  H.  J.  Taylor,  an  Eoglishman  re- 
sident at  Umtali,  and  agent  of  a  Com- 
puiy  holding  interests  adverse  to  those 
of  the  Chartered  Company  ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  Mr.  Fort,  the  Magistrate 
who  tried  the  case,  was  also  the  pro- 
secator,    and     in    the    service    of    the 
Chartered   Company  ;  is  he  aware  that 
the  offence  alleged  in  the   summons   is 
stated    to    be    that   he  encouraged  the 
natives  of  Manica  to  believe  tliat  he  is 
die  Ron  or  big  Chief,  and  thereby  on  the 
6ch  January  caused  the  Queen  Chicanga 
to  ignore  the  authority  and  message  of 
the  acting  Resident  Magistrate  and  re- 
fuse to  send  in  native  labour  to  him  ; 
whether  this   is  an  offence  against  the 
kw  anywhere  ;  and  who  appointed  Mr. 
Fort,  and  who  can  dismiss  him  ? 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON  :  According  to  the 
newspaper  reports  which  I  have  seen  of 
the  affair  referred  to,  the  person  arrested 
aod  charged  was  Mr.  William  Moueroft 
Tajlor  alias  "  Umtunga  George,"  not 
Mr.  H.  J.  Taylor.  Mr.  Fort,  the  Magis- 
trate, was  appointed  and  is  removable  by 
the  High  Commissioner.  It  does  not 
appear  from  the  Report  whether  he  or 
the  police  act«d  as  prosecutor.  But  in 
very  primitive  communities  the  duties 
are  often  combined.  The  charges  as 
^ven  in  the  newspaper  report  do  not 
agree  with  the  statement  of  them  set  out 
ni  the  third  paragraph  of  the  question. 
The  actual  charges  appear  to  have  been 
(1)  That  he  interfered  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Government.  (2)  That  he 
incited  the  natives  to  resist  the  Govern- 
nwnt,  (3)  That  he  was  a  person 
^gerous  to  the  peace  of  tiie  district. 
Charge  No.  2  is  an  offence  in  every 
country,  and  charges  Nos.  1  and  3  are 
offences  in  manv  countries.  As  I  have 
stated,  in  reply  to  the  Member  for  West 
Cavan,  the  Secretary  of  State  has  called 
^or  a  Report  on  the  case. 

CHURCH  OF  ENGLAND  MARRIAGE 

LAWS.       / 

Sir  G.  OSBORNS  MORGAN 
(penbighshire,  E.) :  I  y|>eg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  ifce  Home  Depa^ 


ment  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  case  in  the  South  Western 
Police  Court,  reported  in  The  Daily 
News  of  the  16th  of  March,  of  a  poor 
woman  who  complained  to  Mr.  de 
Rutzeu  that  a  clergyman  refused  to  per- 
form the  ceremony  of  marriage  between 
her  daughter  and  her  would-be  husband 
because  she  was  approaching  her  con- 
finement, although  the  banns  had  been 
paid  for ;  whether  a  clergyman  of  the 
Church  of  England  can  lawfully  refuse 
to  perform  the  ceremony  of  marriage 
between  two  persons,  not  otherwise  in- 
capacitated, upon  the  sole  ground 
alleged  ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  ex- 
pense and  delay  involved  in  a  prosecu- 
tion for  such  refusal,  he  will  consider 
whether  a  cheap  and  rapid  remedy  could 
be  provided  in  such  a  case  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  answer  this  question,  as  I 
have  not  succeeded  in  getting  satisfactory 
explanations  from  the  clergyman  in  ques- 
tion. I  must  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
therefore,  to  further  postpone  it. 

Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  :  I 
will  repeat  it  on  Thursday  the  29th 
instant. 

PAULIAMENT  AND  THE  NATIONAL 

FLAG. 

Mr.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  whether  ho  expects  to 
have  at  his  disposal  during  the  coming 
financial  year  the  sum  of  £25,  stated  by 
his  predecer«sor  to  be  the  amount  required 
to  enable  him  to  display  the  national 
flag  upon  the  Victoria  Tower  during  the 
Session  of  Parliament ;  and  whether,  in 
case  the  sum  of  £25  can  be  provided  for 
the  purpose,  he  will  cause  the  National 
Flag  to  be  displayed  upon  the  National 
Parliament  House,  in  accordance  with 
the  practice  of  every  country  other  than 
the  United  Kingdom  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstoxe,  Leeds, 
W.) :  Arrangements  will  be  made  for 
hoisting  the  National  Flag  on  the 
Victoria  Tower. 

JUSTICES'  PROPERTY  QUALIFICATIONS. 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) : 
I  beg  ^;o  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  Government  in- 
tend to  introduce  at  once  a  Bill  to 
repeal     the    property    qualification    for 
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Justices    in    the    Euglish    and    Welsh 
counties  as  promised  last  Session  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
Yes,  Sir ;  it  is  the  intention  of  the  60- 
veruincnt  to  introduce  a  Bill  on  that 
subject. 

THE  EVICTED  TENANTS  BILL. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Can  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary inform  the  House  the  probable  date 
of  the  introduction  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  ? 

Mr.   J.   MORLEY  :    What    I     said 

yesterday,  in  answer  to  a  question,  was 

that  I  was  not  able  to  state  the  exact 

date  at  which    I  hoped  to  bring  in  an 

Evicted    Tenanti^    Bill ;     but    by    that 

answer  I  did  not  mean  that  the  prospect 

of  bringing  in  the  Bill  was  adjourned  sine 

die.     What  1  meant  to  suggest,  and  what 

I  now  say,  is  that  my  right  lion.  Friend 

the  Leader  of  the  House  has  stated  the 

•  business  up  to  the  6th  or  6th  of  April, 

\     and  the  Bill  will  probably  be  mentioned 

\    when  my  right  hou.  Friend  next  states 

the   order    of   business ;    but    the   hon. 

.  Member  may  rest  assured  I  am  too  well 

aware  of  the  urgent  importance  of  that 

Bill  to  allow  it  to  fall  back. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY— COM  M ITTEE. 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Main  Question  [19th  March], 
"  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair," 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

THE  NAVY— THE  "  VICTORIA"  DISASTER. 
•Sir  E.  HARLAND  (Belfast,  N.) 
said,  that  whilst  he  heartily  agreed  with 
the  opinions  expressed  as  to  the  impera- 
tive necessity  of  our  Navy  being  main- 
tained at  a  strength  fully  equal  to  that 
of  any  two  of  the  greatest  Naval  Powers 
in  the  world — which  necessitated,  as 
they  knew,  the  expenditure  of  a  very 
large  sum  of  money  beyond  the  amount 
provided  under  the  Naval  Defence  Act 
— he  felt  that  in  view  of  the  observations 
he  had  made  last  year  against  the 
construction  of  the  ships  of  the  Navy 
and  of  the  conduct  of  some  of  Her 
Majesty's  ships  recently  he  should  not  be 

Mr.  A.  C.  Morton 


doing  his  duty  if  he  were  not  to  protest 
in  the  House  against  those  plans  being 
repeated  in  the  vessels  which  would, 
probably,  very  soon  be  built  as  additions 
to  the  Navy.  He  did  so  with  the 
greatest  respect  to  the  Constructive  De- 
partment of  the  Navy.  He  did  not 
attach  blame  to  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  any  more  than  to  the  previous 
Board,  or  the  Boards  previous  to  that, 
because  he  believed  that  in  the  Naval 
Constructor's  Department  it  was  impera- 
tively necessary  that  there  should  be 
continuity,  more  or  less,  of  design  and 
method  of  construction  in  the  dockyards. 
But  it  was  also  necessary  that  the  De- 
partment should  be  kept  as  level  as 
possible  with  all  the  modern,  scientific, 
and  practical  improvements  which  had 
been  so  enormously  developed  in  the 
Mercantile  Marine  within  the  past  few 
years.  He  had  not  an  opportunity  before 
of  expressing  his  views  to  the  House, 
because  he  had  not  the  honour  of  a  seat 
until  after  the  vessels  built  under  the 
Naval  Defence  Act  had  been  practically 
all  arranged  for  and  brought  under  con- 
tract. He,  therefore,  took  the  first 
opportunity  afforded  him  immediately 
after  that  most  lamentable  disaster  to  the 
Victoria^  and  again,  later,  on  the  Esti- 
mates last  year,  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  many  of  these  points.  He 
should  not  to-day  be  taking  up  the  time 
of  the  House  had  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty  taken  the  slightest  notice 
whatever  of  the  important  points  to 
which  he  had  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Judging,  as  he  had  been  able 
to  do,  by  examination  of  the  plans  of  the 
vessels  recently  placed  under  contract, 
or  probably  very  soon  to  be  placed 
under  contract,  it  was  because  he 
had  observed  no  improvements  in  the 
vessels  that  he  felt  compelled  to  place 
before  the  House  very  clearly  indeed  his 
reasons  for  dissenting  from  the  Admiralty 
having  anything  like  the  class  of  battle- 
ships and  cruisers  which  had  been  con- 
structed within  the  past  few  years.  That 
position,  he  admitteid,  was  a  very  bold 
one  indeed.  He  felt,  perhaps,  that  he 
was  standing  in  an  isolated  position,  but 
he  would  remind  the  House  that  naval 
officers  h^ld  various  opinions  on  these 
points  founded  qn  their  own  experience. 
The  engineer^  had  their  opinions,  and  the 
shipbuilders,  if  they  were  freely  and 
openly   to    disctiss    and    criticise    from 
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time  to  time  the  plans  of  vcsseln  wliicli 
were  aUoat  to  be  built  for  ihc  Navy, 
wooid,  he  thought,  express  tlio  opinion 
which  he  wag  about  to  give  to  the 
House.  He  felt  it  \w  duty  on  naval 
matters  generally  to  take  this  bold 
firoDt,  and  clearly  to  give  his  opinion 
to  the  House  at  this  very  <;ritioal  time. 
In  the  fintt  place,  he  must  remind  the 
Hoase  that  in  the  last  few  yeans  we  had 
gone  into  the  construction  of  a  class 
of  war  vessels  totally  different  to  what 
WM  known  in  this  country  some  years 
•go^naniely,  the  Monitor  class  of  ships, 
which  we  had  borrowed  from  the  war 
between  the  Northern  and  Southern 
Stites  of  America.  We  had  followe<l 
the  construction  of  the  Monitor  class, 
WW  called  battleships,  to  such  an  extent 
that  we  had  arrived  at  an  enormous 
ihip,  costing  pretty  nearly  £1,000,000. 
It  was,  therefore,  to  his  mind,  a  most 
eaential  thing,  when  we  were  about  to 
lepeat  the  construction  of  these  vessels, 
thtt  we  should  be  perfectly  satisfiod  that 
their  were  upon  a  design,  as  to  magnitude 
lad  proportions,  which  would  ensure  the 
best  prospects  of  success  in  case  of 
wir.  Whilst  he  unhesitatingly  con- 
demned the  relative  proportions  of  all 
the  ironclads  and  all  the  cruisers  we  had 
hailt  in  this  country  during  the  last 
few  years,  at  a  cost  of  something  like 
£30,000,000  or  £40,000,000,  he  felt,  at 
the  same  time,  he  was  bound  to  give  to 
the  House  some  idea  of  what  he  should 
propo3e  in  their  place.  It  was  not  for 
him  to  destroy  without  pro[>osing  to  con- 
«tnict.  Up  to  the  present  these  battle- 
ships had  been  built  in  length  five  times 
th»i  of  their  beam.  There  was  a  vessel 
in  existence,  only  12  years  old,  the  In- 
JUiible,  which  was  actually  not  more 
thin  four  and  a  quarter  times  her  breadth 
in  length.  It  was  the  question  of  length 
which  he  wished  particularly  to  bring 
^»efore  the  House.  Most  of  the  battle- 
ship? were  five,  and  most  of  the  cruisers 
"ix,  lieams  in  length.  Take  the  Majestic 
and  !«ister  ship  just  about  to  be  con- 
structed. They  were  390  feet  in  length, 
by  75  in  width  and  45  in  depth,  with 
12,000  horse-power,  and  l,oOO  tons 
•opposed  capacity  for  coal.  What 
^e  proposed  in  the  case  of  a  ship 
of  that  character  was  that  she  should 
^»e  60  feet  longer,  five  feet  narrower, 
^nd  three  feet  shallower.  She  would 
then  not  only  do  with  1,500  less  horse- 


l)ower,  which  was  in  itself  an  enormous 
saving,  but  would  crttv  5(K)  tons  more 
coal.  That  ship  would  then  be  450  feet 
in  length,  70  feet  in  breadth,  and  42  feet 
in  depth.  She  would  be  of  10,500  horse- 
power, and  carry  2,(XK)  tons  of  coal  upon 
18  inches  less  dninght  of  water  than  the 
Majestic  would  reciuire.  He  now  came 
to  the  Powerful  and  her  sister  ship,  the 
new  cruisers  contractetl  for.     Thev  were 

ft' 

500  feet  in  length,  70  feet  in  breadth,  and 
45  feet  in  depth,  with  25,()0k)  horse-power, 
and  a  coal-carrying  capacity  of  3,000 
tons.  lie  shouhl  propose  that  future 
ships  for  the  same  purpose  should  be 
30  feet  longer,  two  feet  narrower,  and  two 
feet  shallower,  with  1,500  horse-power 
less,  and  to  carry  500  tons  more  coal. 
They  would  then  be  530  feet  in  length, 
68  in  breadth,  and  43  in  depth,  with 
23,500  horse-power,  and  to  carry  3,500 
tons.  He  had  no  hesitation  whatever 
in  saying  that  these  ships  would  not  only 
prove  themselves  much  l)0tter  sea-boats, 
but  would  have  much  steadier  gun  plat- 
forms, would  carry  much  more  coal,  and 
draw  much  less  water,  qualities  which 
it  was  desirable  should  be  secured  for 
their  ships.  In  connection  with  the 
Crocodile  and  four  more  of  the  transport 
vessels,  the  question  arose  the  previous 
night  whether  the  transport  service 
should  be  continued  by  the  Government 
or  through  private  tonnage.  In  regard 
to  these  vessels,  he  could  readily  see 
how  much  loss  must  fall  upon  this  country 
in  the  working  of  these  vessels,  merely 
by  looking  at  them.  They  were  only 
3i30feet  in  length,  whilst  49  feet  in  width, 
which  was  really  only  7*34  times  their 
beam  in  length.  The  vessels  should  cer- 
tainly be  440  feet  in  length,  which  would 
have  been  but  nine  times  their  beam  in 
lenjrth.  All  the  great  successful  Ocean 
ships  now  wore  at  least  nine  times  their 
beam  in  length,  and  some  of  them  over 
ten  times.  The  commercial  firms  of  this 
country  knew  perfectly  well  what  was  to 
their  atlvantage  and  what  they  gained  by 
length.  It  mijrht  be  said  that  vessels  of 
this  srreat  length  would  be  unhand  v.  He 
held  from  experience  in  the  manipulation 
of  large  ocean-going  steamers  with  twin 
screws  that  that  objection  no  longer 
lasted.  If  anyone  cared  to  watch  any  of 
the  large  Atlantic  steamers  coming  into 
the  Mersey,  and  getting  to  their  anchor- 
age through  a  crowd  of  ships,  he  would 
regard  it  as  perfectly  extraordinar}'  how 
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these  immense  vessels  were  handled. 
If  naval  officers  were  questioned  on  the 
subject  he  was  sure  thej  would  say 
they  would  not  like  to  try  it.  He  there- 
fore held  that  so  far  as  the  handling  of 
the  ship  was  concerned  since  the  intro- 
duction of  the  twiif  screw  the  objection  to 
the  length  had  vanished.  But,  strange 
to  say,  he  observed  very  little,  if  any, 
extension  in  the  warships  since  the  twin 
screw  had  been  introduced.  In  fact,  it 
was  perfectly  astonishing  how  slowly  the 
Constructive  Department  of  the  Admi- 
ralty seemed  to  have  kept  pace  with  the 
Mercantile  Marine  in  the  Inst  few  years. 
This  was  all  the  more  lamentable  because 
the  money  expended  in  our  warships  was 
something  terrific,  and,  more  than  that, 
from  the  light  work  they  were  called  upon 
to  do  during  peace,  it  was  probable  they 
would  last  so  very  long  that  we  should 
be  saddled  with  all  their  defects  for  many 
years  until  some  conflict  came  which 
would  clear  a  number  of  them  out  of 
existence.  In  the  meantime,  we  were 
piling  up  enormous  expenses  on  the  first 
cost  of  ships,  and  then  also  rendering 
ourselves  more  liable  to  our  enemies,  or 
neighbours  who  might  become  enemies 
in  the  future,  who  would  profit  by  our 
disasters.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
we  had  had  three  disasters  within  the 
last  few  mouths,  which  should  certainly 
have  made  the  Constructive  Department 
of  the  Navy  pause  very  much  before  they 
sought  to  repeat  the  plans  of  warships 
which  had  recently  been  repeated  and 
which  were  being  repeated  to-day.  Take 
the  Atlantic  liners,  even  the  small  ones, 
and  he  would  ask,  whoever  heard  of  a 
small  steamer  coming  back  on  account  of 
the  weather  ?  He  guaranteed  that  in  the 
last  10  years  no  ocean  steamer  of  half 
the  tonnage  of  the  Resolution  had  put 
back  for  such  a  reason.  In  the  ease  of 
the  Resolution^  he  did  not  blame  the 
captain,  but  the  vessel.  It  was  very 
likely  the  captain  used  a  very  wise  dis- 
cretion in  putting  back  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, but  he  did  hold  that  a  ship 
of  that  enormous  tonnage,  and  with 
enormous  power  on  board,  had  no 
business  whatever  to  put  back  under  the 
circumstances.  That  was  to  say,  if  the 
material  in  that  ship  had  been  put  in 
proper  shape  and  proportions,  if  the 
intelligence  had  l)een  brought  to  bear  in 
designing  that  ship  that  was  brought  to 
bear  on  the  smallest  merchant  ship,  she 

Sir  E,  Harland 


would  have  been  designed  on  such  lines 
that  she  would  not  have  thought  of 
coming  back.  There  was  the  Gieanerj 
a  little  bit  of  a  torpedo  gunboat, 
which  went  and  finished  her  voyage 
without  turning  a  hair.  The  reason 
the  Gleaner  and  other  craft  of  that 
description  were  such  marvellous  sea 
boats  was  because  when  they  were  first 
devised  as  very  necessary  adjuncts  to 
our  Navy  their  designing  was  left  very 
much  to  two  or  three  private  builders. 
The  result  was  that  these  torpedo-boats 
were  nine  or  ten  times  the  beam  in 
length— or,  in  other  words,  they  were 
constructed  after  the  fashion  of  the 
Ocean  liners.  In  the  early  torpedo- 
boats  the  mistake  was  that  their  dimen- 
sions were  so  diminutive  that  for  any 
practical  use  in  handling  them  they 
would  require  men  of  a  height  of  only 
four  feet  six,  or,  at  most,  ^\e  feet.  The 
poor  seamen  told  off  to  man  these  boats 
came  back  from  a  commission  almost 
hunchbacked.  In  the  recent  torpedo- 
boats  this  had  been  changed,  and  they 
were  made  larger.  His  observations  re- 
ferred to  battleships  in  the  first  instance, 
and  then  to  the  armoured  cruisers.  The 
smaller  fry  he  did  not  wish  to  be  very 
sceptical  about,  or  to  express  any  opinion 
upon.  With  regard  to  designs,  ship- 
builders were  often  asked  about  the 
building  of  warships,  as  if  responsible. 
But  the  idea  of  the  Government  was 
that  private  builders  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  designs  of  warships; 
no  private  builder  was  ever  asked 
about  the  smallest  thing  in  the  sbip^ 
e\ery  iota  was  given  to  him  in  drawings 
and  directions  ;  he  was  not  required  to 
think,  he  was  no  longer  the  shipbuilder 
requiring  to  know  the  hundred  and  one 
things  and  to  exercise  the  intelligenee 
to  the  successful  application  of  which  the 
Mercantile  Marine  was  a  monument. 
He  was  reduced  to  nothing  better 
than  a  stouebreaker.  He  simply  became 
a  contractor,  and  was  not  required  to 
exercise  his  own  intelligence  for  fear  lest 
there  should  not  be  the  same  uuiformi^ 
and  similarity  of  design  in  the  character 
of  the  warships.  Successive  Admiralties 
had  lost  a  great  deal,  indeed,  by  requiring 
so  uniformly  that  their  designs  should 
be  left  uncriticised  and  their  directions^ 
carried  out  to  the  letter.  Many  of  tl&e 
ships  built  by  private  shipbuilders  for 
foreign  Governments,  he  did  not  hesitate 
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to  my  had  marked  improvemeDts  over 
those  of  our  Government,  particularly  as  to 
their  relative  proportions  and  dimensions, 
the  reason  being  that  the  shipbuilders  had 
some  latitude  given  them,  and  were  able 
to  apply  their  own   experience   to  the 
work.    There  was  another  point  in  con- 
nectioo  with   these  ships.     In  the  case 
cf  one  like  the  Resolution^  and  so  long 
IS  heavy  guns  formed   part   of  modern 
warfare  and  there  were   heavy  turrets, 
these  had  almost  unavoidably  to  be  placed 
Mr  the  end  of  the  sbort  ship,  and  at  the 
wne  time,  in   order  to  get  a  perfectly 
ihrard  speed  out  of  such  vessels,  they 
vere  made  so  fine  at  the  ends  that  when 
vith  these  big  guns  and  turrets  they  had 
tofue  a  head  sea  they  were  compelled  to 
fire  into  it,  for  there  was  no  length  what- 
wer  by  which  they  could  be  l)orne  over 
the  waves.  The  advantage  also  of  a  long 
Aip  was  that  it  would  give  them  a  much 
Meidier  gun  platform.    They  sbould  eu- 
inroar  vo  have  their  vessels  as  long  as 
(oasibie.    Take   the  case  of  the  Royal 
Sotereigny  which  had  now  been  in  com- 
■itsion  for  two  years,  and    yet  it  was 
■knitted  she    did   not   know    what    an 
Atlantic  gale   was.     He  called   such   a 
«ate  of  things    monstrous.     The   first 
thiag  she  ought  to  have  been  told  ofl*  to 
fc  WIS  to  have  made  a  voyage  to  New 
Tork  or  Halifax  in  the  depth  of  winter 
the  moment  she  was  ready  for  sea,  for  the 
Riioii  that  she  was  the  first  of  a  number 
flf  Teasels  that  were  to  be  built,  and  her 
^ts  sbould   have  been  aftcertained   as 
Vuckly  as  possible.     He  did  not  think 
the  smallest    owner    in    the    Kingdom 
*oald  have  allowed  a  new  ship,  the  fore- 
taner  of  a  number   of    others,  to    be 
naked  as  fit  for  her  work  until  he  had 
tried  her  thoroughly,  whereas  the  Royal 
Sotereign  had  not    yet    seen    anything 
h'ke  heavy  wesither.  So  far  as  seaworthi- 
■«s  was  concerned,  these  vessels  were 
wretched   sea-boats   compared   with  the 
^axADtile  Marine,  which   was  entirely 
<1dc  to  their  being   absurdly  short.     In 
wher  words,  while  the  Navy  had  been 
powiog  in  length  by  inches  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine    had  been    grown  by    feet. 
At  the  present  time  ships  for  the  Mer- 
«aDtile    Marine     were    in    process     of 
^oiBtruction     to     be     160    feet     longer 
^n  the  cruisers  which    had  just  been 
■id  down,   yet   be   two   feet   narrower, 
*o^ing    what     an    extraordinary    teu- 
^ocy  there     was     Id    the     Construc- 
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tive   Department   of  the  Navy  to  cling 
to  the  old-fashioned  dimensions.     Witli 
reference  to  the  coaling  capacity  of  the 
ships,    could   they   conceive   any    more 
lamentable  position  than  that  of  a  battle- 
ship without  a  single  mast  or  stitch  of 
canvas,  with  empty  bunkers  and  the  enemy 
in  sight  ?     Either  torpedo-boats   would 
attack  her  by  night  or  the  enemy  by  day 
would  fire  upon  her  and  send  her  to  the 
bottom.     A  battleship  was  looked  to  in 
the  matter   of  coal  by  all  her  torpedo- 
boats.    Thus,  if  such  boats  and  a  gunvessel 
or  two  came  alongside  with  bunkers  empty 
and  wanted  a  few  tons  of  coal  from  an 
ironclad,  and  this  operation  were  repeated 
a  few  times,  the  caiTying  capacity  of  the 
ironclad  as  at  present  designed  and  con- 
structed would  be  soon  exhausted.  Again, 
supposiug  there  was  heavy  weather  and 
a   collier  came  to    supply  the  ironclad, 
he  had  not  hoard  of  any  arrangement  for 
getting  the  coal  out  of  the  collier.     He 
fancied  the  collier  would  have  to  drop 
astern  and  wait  for  fine  weather.     But 
if  the  ironclad  was  obliged   to  lie  there 
waiting  for  coal,  sbe  would  in  tbc  mean- 
time be  at  the  mercy  of  the  enemy.     It 
was    imperative    not    only    that    these 
vessels  should  have  sufiicient  coal  and  to 
spare,  but  also  that   it  should  be  placed 
in  bunkers  more  accessible.     The  cruisers 
of    the   dimensions    proposed    were    no 
doubt  an  improvement  on  the  old  cruisers, 
but  tbey  were  of  nothing  like  tbe  pro- 
portion they  should  be,  and  although  it 
was   proposed    to  have  a  coal  capacity 
of    3,000    tons    they  had   an    enormous 
draught  of  water.     It  simply  nieaut  that 
such  a  vessel  could  not  possibly  approach 
a  great  many  of  our  harbours  ;  sbe  cer- 
tainly could  not  get  through   the  Suez 
Canal,  and,  further  than  that,  it  rendered 
tbe  navigation  of  such  vessels  dangerous 
in   the  hands  of  pilots.     When  a  local 
pilot  had   been  in  tbe  habit  of    taking 
charge  of  tbe  navigation  of  a  vessel  of 
a  draught  of  26  feet  and  was  tben  given 
charge  of  one  with  a  draught  of  28  or 
29  feet,  as  in  tbc  case  of  these  cruisers, 
tbere  was  a  tremendous  risk  of  his  putting 
such  vessels  upon  the  ground  somewhere. 
He    considered,     therefore,     that      that 
was  anotber    drawback.      If  these  new 
cruisers,  tbc  PowirJ'iil  and  Terrible^  and 
also  tbe  Majestic  and  Magnijicent^  had 
been    made    longer    tbey    could     have 
carried  tbis  extra  amount  of  coal  upon  a 
much  less  dra»'glit  of  water,  which  was 
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a  most  important  matter   iu  couueetion 
with  the  Navy.     Agaiu,  wheu  we  fought 
it  would   probably   be   from   home.     It 
was  not  likely    that  the   enemy   w^ould 
attack  the  British    Isles.      We    should 
be    called    upon    to    send    armour-clad 
vessels    and    cruisers   to   different  parts 
of  the  world  ;  we  should  have  to  fight 
on    the    enemy's   coast,   and    we   could 
not   expect    to   put  into   this  and  that 
port    to    coal,    whilst,  if  a    collier  had 
followed   our  vessels    to    supply    them, 
they   would  not    be  able  to  take  it  on 
board  if    the    weather  were  rough.     In 
every  way,  therefore,  the  fact  of  their 
building  these  vessels  so  short — requiring 
them  to  draw  so  much  water — making 
them  so  broad,  and  thus  requiring  them 
to  have  so  much  more    steam-power — 
these  were  all  points  in  a  wrong  direction. 
Again,  so  far  as  stability  was  concerned, 
it  was  a  curious  fact  that  the  longer  the 
ship  the  more  stable  she  was.     He  had 
known  vessels  which  could  hardly  stand 
on  their  legs  until  they  were  lengthened, 
but  which,  after  being  lengthened,   be- 
came very  steady  ships.     With  reference 
to  the  armaments,  he  was  not  competent 
to  express  an   opinion  as   to  what  they 
should    be,    but,    whatever    weight    of 
armour  was  used   to  protect  the  ships — 
be    it    guns   or   armour-plate — let    them 
always  be  placed  as  much  as  possible  in 
the  centre  of  the  ship,  because,  if  placed 
towards  the  end  of  the  ship,  they  were 
throwing    weighty    armour    away,    and 
protecting  a  part   of  the  ,  vessel    which, 
if   properly    subdivided    and    arranged, 
would  be    able  to  sustain  itself  for  all 
practical  purposes.     In  the  case  of  the 
warship  Lepanto,  recently  built  by  the 
Italian  Government,  the  four  enormous 
guns  were  practically  exactly  amidship, 
and  yet,    from  their  arrangement,  there 
appeared  no  difficulty  whatever  in  these 
guns  being    brought   to    bear   together, 
over  either  the  stem  or  stern  of  the  ship, 
or  upon  any  other  point  of  the  compass. 
Now    he   came   to  the  question  of  the 
Camperdowriy  and  he  thought  if  anything 
could  illustrate  a  greater  want  of  prac- 
tical  knowledge   in   construction,  it  was 
the  steel    snout   that   was   put   on   this 
vessel    without     any    suitable    backing 
behind.       The    consequence    was,    that 
when  she  ran  into  a  steel-sided  ship — 
the  unfortunate   Victoria — she  not  only 
played  havoc  with  that  ship,  but  she  so 
damaged    herself    that    she    became    a 
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cripple,  and  gave  great  anxiety  to  the 
captain  lest  she  should  go  down  also.    He 
held  that  it  was  preposterous  to  expect 
to  arm  a  vessel  in  the  bows  like  this  so 
as   to  act   upon  an  enemy.     They  had 
attempted  to  armour  this  ship  with  this 
snout  iu  a  way  that  was  impracticable. 
They  had  scores  of  vessels  armed  with 
these  rams  in  them,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  the  Admiralty  had  ever  tried  them 
against   any    floating    target,    as    they 
should    have    done.     A   few  years  ago 
there  were  more  of  them,  but  they  had 
hardly  a   depot  where  there  were  not  a 
number  of  old  warships — hulks,  they  were 
called — and  he  could  not  understand  why, 
when  these  snouts  were  first  made,  they  did 
not  go  full  tilt  into  one  of  these  old  hidks. 
If  they  had  done  that  they  would  have 
been  able  to  have  formed  an  idea  from 
the  results  ;  they  could  then  have  ascer- 
tained whether  the  structure  called  a  ram 
would  have  injured  itself   or   not.      In 
the  case  of   a  gun,  if  every  time  they 
pulled  the  trigger  the  barrel  burst  or  the 
gun  came  to  grief,  it  could  not  be  called 
a  weapon.     They  should  have  covered 
one   of    the    old    hulks     with    18-inch 
armour,  and  then  have  gone  full  tilt  at 
her,  by  which  they  would  have  discovered 
the   effect   upon    the   ram.      Instead  of 
that,  they   did    not   discover  this   untiL 
after  the  lamentable   disaster   with  tho 
Victoria,    The  Camperdown  walked  into 
the  Victoria  at  only  five  or  six  knots  as^ 
hour,  and  yet  did  herself  sufficient  haroc^ 
to  make  it  requisite  for  her  to  go  int^o 
port  to  get  repaired.     What  they  want&^ 
was  a  real  ram  warship  with  both  ends 
alike,  and  so  constructed  that  she  conl-d 
walk  at  ^4  knots  an  hour  through  the 
best  armour-clad  target  they  could  design 
for    the    purpose   without    doing  more 
than    knock   the   paint   off    her    pro^i^. 
Until    a    ram    was    fit    for    that    «Ii6 
did    not    deserve     the     name.       As    • 
practical   man,  he  saw  no   difficulty  in 
producing   such   a   ram,   and  he  wouM 
guarantee   that   one   ram    of   that  kiov 
would  send  to  the  bottom  half-a-do«eii 
battleships  in  case  of  a  war.     There  w»* 
nothing  to  prevent  such  a  ram  being  de- 
signed so  that  shot  and  shell  should  haTO    ^ 
no  effect  on  her.     If  handled  by  some  o»     \ 
our  splendid  old  salts,  by  a   commander     ^ 
of  great  coolness,  energy,  and  determini- 
tion,  he  was  satisfied  that  one  vessel  of 
that  kind — of  perhaps  two-thirds  the  eiM     , 
of  the  Majestic^  or  10,000  tons,  which  had 
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not  cost  more  in  proportion — would  tell 
A  fltorj  io  naval  engagements  that  would 
perfectlj  astonish  old  naval  officers. 
Generally,  men  were  fond  of  the  ship 
thej  had  been  accustomed  to,  and  there 
were  only  a  few  of  them  wlio  were  dis- 
posed to  take  advantage  of  modern  art 
tod  science  and  to  bring  it  to  bear 
io  warfare.  Undoubtedly,  the  next 
WIT  would  be  an  engineers'  war  more 
than  a  naval  officers'  war.  Then  with 
with  regard  to  the  cruisers,  they  had  no 
masts  or  sails,  and  were  practically 
battleships,  though  it  was  true  they  were 
ikotarmoured  as  battleships  ;  but,  so  far  as 
forking  the  ship  was  concerned,  it  was 
mlly  becoming  an  engineering  (piestion. 
As  was  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend  below 
him,  the  Member  for  Kirkdalo,  tlie  more 
flaious  work  in  the  next  war  would  bave 
to  be  done  under  the  deck  in  the  various 
fagine-rooms.  So  serious  would  be  the 
^ties  which  this  branch  of  the  Service 
would  be  called  upon  to  execute  that  he 
&k  the  engineering  department  wuuld 
hire  to  bo  looked  to  much  more  carefully 
i&d  closely  than  it  had  been  up  to  the 
present  time.  lie  now  came  to  the 
melancholy  loss  of  the  Victoria,  When- 
trerthey  heard  of  one  of  these  vessels  being 
coDipIeted,  she  was  described  as  being 
**nunutely  subdivided  by  l>ulkheads." 
Fpto  the  present  time  this  minute  sub- 
^riition  by  bulkheads  was  simply  a  trap, 
^here  was  no  practical  use  in  it,  and 
[  be  made  that  statement  from  the  Minutes 
0^  Evidence  taken  upon  the  inquiry  into 
4e  loss  of  the  Victoria.  Any  one  from 
^(evidence,  even  an  amateur  in  navul 
ftwsuiictiou,  would  see  how  deficient  she 
*>s  in  a  proper  subdivision  by  bulkheads, 
^\^  ail  of  which  stopped  at  a  deck 
*itb  only  a  freeboard  of  2ft.  or  3ft. 
"  by  an  ordinary  accident  any  one  or 
^0  of  the  compartments  in  the  Victoria 
"»d  become  injured  and  flooded  they  would 
Qfttarally  think  the  vessel  might  sink 
^J  a  foot  or  two  and  be  out  of  trim  to 
^  extent,  when  the  commander  would 
nm  some  water  into  the  corresponding 
opposite  compartments  so  that  the  vessel 
Bught  be  trimmed  for  the  time.  But 
bere  they  had  an  instance  where  the 
prow  of  the  Camperdown  entered  two  or 
three  compartments  only.  But  tliese  were 
joined  to  other  compartments  by  water- 
tight bulkhead  doors,  and  these  doors,  it 
was  Umentable  to  relate,  were  still  left 
open  at  the  time  of  the  accident.     Many 


others  would  have  been  closed  had  there 
been  a  proper  design  for  so  doing,  and 
what  was  still  more  lamentable  was  that 
years  before  the  vessel  was  built  the 
Admiralty  were  aware  of  a  plan  for 
closing  bulkhead  doors  instantaneously. 
Though  the  Admiralty  knew  this 
thev  had  never  made  use  of  the 
plan,  yet  other  shipowners  had  never 
ceased  to  use  it  since  it  had  been 
designed,  for  it  was  a  plan  never 
patented,  and  therefore  open  to  everyone. 
When  the  accident  occurred  there  was 
not  time  to  close  the  doors,  as  the  par- 
ticular construction  used  required  many 
minutes  for  the  work,  whereas  by  the 
process  that  ought  to  have  been  in  use  it 
would  not  have  required  as  many  seconils. 
A  sad  point,  too,  was  that  the  Admiralty 
Minute  on  the  loss  of  the  Victoria  seemed 
to  be  an  attempt  to  gloss  over  the  loss  of 
that  ship.  lie  wjis  sorry  it  was  so,  Iw- 
cause  it  had  the  effect  upon  the  Admiralty 
or  the  Naval  Construction  Department 
of  causing  them  to  continue  to  produce 
plans  for  shipbuilding  with  very  little 
improvement  on  the  Victoria.  When 
anything  of  this  sort  happened  it  was 
their  duty  to  take  the  full  change  out  of 
the  disaster.  It  was  bad  enough  to 
lose  by  a  disaster ;  but  if  they  did  not 
take  any  advantage  of  it,  it  made 
the  loss  tenfold.  If  thev  had  not 
been  able  to  get  experience  by  a 
regular  naval  engagement,  at  least 
they  should  get  all  the  information 
possil)le  out  of  these  terrible  disasters 
when  they  occurred.  He  saw  the  gallant 
Admiral,  Member  for  Eastbourne,  was 
present,  but  he  felt  he  must  tres- 
pass on  his  special  department.  lie 
wished  now  to  refer  to  the  matter  of  the 
mana>uvre.  He  held  that  the  manoeuvre 
on  the  Victoria  was  one  which 
ought  not  to  have  been  attempteil, 
and  he  would  give  his  reasons  for  saying 
so.  It  was  a  manoeuvre  in  which  the 
vessels  were  directed  to  turn  inwards  to 
each  other.  He  held  that  such  a  man- 
oeuvre ought  to  be  struck  oft*  the  Admi- 
ralty books  and  never  allowed  to  be  per- 
fonned,  especially  when  they  might  turn 
outwards,  which  would  accomplish  the 
same  thing.  These  ships  in  line  might 
have  approached  to  within  100  yards, 
and  then  when  the  order  came  they 
should  have  turned  outwards.  In  doing 
so  there  was  no  chance  of  running 
into  any  of  their  neighbours.     Even   if 
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any  accident  occurred  to  their  steering 
gear,  or  the  screw  got  disabled,  they  ran 
no  risk  in  attempting  to  turn  outwards  ; 
but  in  turning  inwards  they  ran  very 
great  risk  if  their  steering  gear  got 
out  of  order,  or  one  of  the  engines  broke 
down,  in  which  case  they  could  not 
have  the  benefit  of  the  twin  screws  for 
manoeuvring  the  ship.  By  turning  in- 
wards they  gained  nothing,  and  ran  the 
terrible  risk  which  resulted  in  this  acci- 
dent that  proved  so  fatal.  He  might  be 
told  it  was  all  very  well  to  speak  after 
the  event ;  but  what  he  wanted  to  point 
out  was  that  they  ought  to  take  advan- 
tage of  it  after  it  had  occurred ;  and  when 
they  saw  that  a  manoeuvre  of  the  kind 
was  attended  with  risk,  while  the  other 
manoeuvre  was  not  attended  with  any 
risk,  surely  it  was  unwise  to  attempt  a 
manoeuvre  that  they  knew  had  been  so 
disastrous.  In  view  of  all  these  points, 
on  which  he  had  ventured,  quite  at  too 
great  a  length,  to  detain  the  House,  he 
felt  that  when  they  were  on  the  thresh- 
old of  spending  at  least  £10,000,000 
upon  further  ships,  the  House  should 
insist,  before  granting  such  an  enormous 
sum  of  money,  upon  the  necessity  or 
desirability  of  the  matter  being  referred, 
if  the  House  thought  proper,  to  a  small 
Committee  of  this  House,  or  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Admiralty,  on  which  he 
thought  the  engineering  element  should 
form  a  part,  and  upon  which  he  also 
thought  some  of  the  shipbuilders  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine  should  form  a  part. 
In  this  way  the  experience  of  the  Admi- 
ralty and  that  of  the  builders  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine  would  be  brought 
together,  and  they  might  obtain,  what  he 
held  they  had  not  yet  got,  much  more 
perfect  warships. 

Sir  E.  J.  REED  (Cardiff)  said,  that 
in  taking  note  of  the  remarks  of  the 
hoD,  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
he  was  sorry  to  say  he  should  have  to 
open  up  a  very  wide  field  of  differ- 
ence between  them,  for,  certainly,  if  the 
hou.  Member's  speech  had  brought  to 
their  notice  some  points  of  considerable 
importance,  undoubtedly  it  had  opened 
up  some  of  the  oddest  ideas  he  had  ever 
heard  in  connection  with  naval  construc- 
tion. For  instance,  in  his  disquisition 
the  hon.  Member  told  the  House  that 
the  proper  thing  to  have  done  the  first 
time  a  ram  bow  was  constructed  was  to 
run  it  full  tilt  into  a  hulk  armoured  with 

Sir  E.  Harland 


18  inches  of  armour  to  receive  it.  If 
his  hon.  Friend  would  forgive  him,  he 
would  say  no  Admiralty  could  ev^er  have 
entered  on  a  more  foolish  or  futile  ex- 
periment than  that  would  have  been,  and 
for  the  obvious  reason  that  the  difficulties 
that  occur  and  the  accidents  and  dangers 
that  occurred  to  ships  when  ramming 
each  oth^r  invariably  arose  from  the  fact 
that  the  ship  rammed  was  in  motion  ; 
consequently  any  attempt  to  prove  the 
value  of  the  ram  by  running  it  square 
into  the  bottom  of  a  moveless  object 
would  be  quite  futile.  He  remembered 
very  well  watching  and  examining  in 
Portsmouth  Harbour  the  effect  of  the 
ramming  of  one  German  ironclad  by 
another.  It  would  be  remembered  by 
hon.  Members  that  the  Konig  Wilhelm 
was  sunk  by  the  Grosser  Kurfurt  off 
Folkestone.  Now,  what  happened  in 
that  case  ?  The  whole  effect  on  the 
Konig  Wilhelm  arose  from  the  fact 
that  the  projecting  ram  was  being  carried 
forward  by  the  onward  motion  of  the 
ship  struck,  and  thus  formed  a  lever, 
which,  acting  above  the  struck  part  of 
the  vessel,  tore  the  whole  of  the  stem 
out  of  its  holdings. 

Sir  E.  harland  said,  the  ram 
which  he  depicted  was  one  which  would 
stand  going  full  tilt  into  another  vessel 
if  that  vessel  were  going  15  knots  an 
hour.  He  held  it  could  be  constructed 
to  go  at  any  angle  into  another  ship,  but 
no  man  would  seek  to  attack  at  an  angle 
if  he  could  get  square  on,  and  that  was 
one  of  the  things  which  would  show  the 
cleverness  of  the  commander. 

Sir  E.  J.  REED  said,  ho  did  not 
know  what  ram  the  hon.  Member  had 
depicted.  What  he  called  attention  to 
was  this  :  the  difficulty  of  making  a  ram 
bow  capable  of  doing  what  the  hon. 
Member's  ram  bow  could  do  was  that  the 
bow  had  to  be  formed  at  the  very  en- 
trance to  the  vessel,  an  entrance  that 
was  very  fine,  and  being  very  fine  was 
very  well  taken  hold  of  by  a  passing 
ship.  However,  far  be  it  from  him  to 
suggest  his  hon.  Friend  could  not  do 
what  he  said.  If  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
duced a  ram  bow  that  was  not  capable 
of  being  destroyed,  capable  only  of 
having  the  paint  scraped  off  by  collision 
with  a  battleship,  he  hoped  he  would 
not  think  the  Admiralty  were  so  back- 
ward in  regard  to  improvements  that 
they  would  not,  without  the  least  hesita- 
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(ion,  Jiccept  a  ram  bow  of  such  a  type. 
But  if  he  might  veuture  to  say  so — and 
his  hoD.  Frieod  would  excuse  him  for 
being  w  frank  as  he  had  been  in  this 
Debate — he  would  say  there  was  a  most 
extnonlioary  fundamental    fault  in  the 
vhole  speech  and  argument  of  his  hon. 
FrieDd.    One  phase  of  that  fault  was  to 
befoaod  in  the  fact  that  in  the  early  part 
of  his  speech  the  hon.  Member  described 
tiie  battleship  and  the  cruiser  and  argued 
M  if  there  were  no  difference  between 
the  tvo,  and  he  made  a  note  at  the  mo- 
neot  intending  to  express   his  surprise 
thatao  hon.  Gentleman,  an  expert  ship- 
bailder  of  >i^reat  reputation  and  of  known 
lid  ondonbted   knowleda:e,  should   not 
■ftveseen  at  once  the  fundamental  dif- 
fanoee  that  existed  between  a  battleship 
ttda cruiser.     Notwithstanding  that,  his 
^  Friend  in  speaking  of  cruisers  said 
Aer  were  in  fact  battleships.     But  they 
tfered  in  this  respect — that  the  cruiser 
W  nothing,  as  cruisers  were  built — he 
vuoot  a  great  admirer  of  them  himself — 
hit  as  they  were  built  they  had  nothing 
hot  a  cover  for  the  engines,  and  so  forth. 
Kov,  his  hon.  Friend  ought  to  know,  as 
•  Da?al  designer,  that  when  they  were 
Ming  with   deck  protection  they  were 
•t  perfect  liberty  to  make  the  lengtli  and 
breadth  what   they  pleased,  because,  as 
•oj  Member  of   the    House   could  see, 
vbeo  they  had  a  given  depth  of  ships 
ud  wanted  to   protect  a  certain  amount 
of  displacement  from  vertical  attack   it 
did  not  matter    whether    they  made   it 
broad  and  short  or  long  and  narrow  ;  the 
deck  area  wus  precisely  the  same  if  they 
protected  the  same  measure  of  displace- 
ment with  the  same  deck  area  of  iron, 
^t  being  so  with  the  cruiser,  what  was 
^  state  of  things  with  the  battleship  ? 
His   hon.    Friend    talked    as    if     they 
^Id    go     and      make      a      battleship 
500     feet      long      and      comparatively 
nrrow  just   as   they  could   do   with   a 

[  cruiser.  His  hon.  Friend  knew,  as  a 
ittral  eonstnietor,  the  value  of  length  in  a 
(NMiieBger  ship  ;  but  when  they  came  to  a 
battleship,  when  they  were  going  to  put 
18  inches  of  armour  on  the  side  several 
feet  above  water  and  several  feet  below 
^e  water,  was  it  then  of  no  consequence 
what  the  length  of  the  ship  was  ?     [An 

'  hoo.  Membeu  :  No.]  No  ;  then  he 
could  only  say  he  had  very  little  respect 
for  the  opinion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  he 
required,  uo  further  proof  that  the  hon. 


Member  had  never  designed  a  ship  with 
18-inch  armour. 

Sir  E.  HARLAND  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  was  contemplating  that  armour 
would  be  carried  to  the  end  of  the  500 
feet,  but  the  plan  was  not  adoptod. 

Sir  E.  J.  REED  said,  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  excuse  him,  he  was  not 
supposing  anything  of  the  kind  ;  what  he 
did  suppose  was,  that  they  did  not  carry 
their  armour  approximately  to  the  end 
of  the  ship  ;  they  had  to  complete  the 
armour  protection  by  seeing  that  they 
did  not  necessarily  give  any  great  amount 
of  weight.  II is  hon.  Friend  had  declared 
himself  an  opponent  of  armoured  protec- 
tion at  the  ends  of  ships.  He  agreed 
with  that  to  some  extent.  Personally, 
he  had  never  advocated  as  a  necessity  the 
armouring  of  the  fine  wedge  ends  of  Her 
Majesty's  ships,  and  it  would  be  unwise 
to  put  armoured  protection  wiiere  there 
was  no  displacement  to  protect  ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  fine-ended 
ship,  and  intended  to  produce  the  very 
powerful  ram  of  which  he  had  spoken,  he 
would,  in  the  place  of  the  armour  which 
he  took  away,  have  to  put  something  else 
of  a  very  weighty  character. 

Sir  E.  HARLAND  :  1  quite  agree. 

Sir  E.  J.  REED  said,  the  point  on 
which  he  differed  absolutely  from  his  hon. 
Friend  was  where  he  thought  that  the 
remedy,  in  such  a  case  as  that  of  the 
Victoria,  would  be  the  adoption  of  auto- 
matic water-tight  doors.  ' 

Sir  E.  HARLAND:  I  did  not  mention 
automatic  doors.  I  did  not  mean  them 
to  be  automatic. 

Sir  E.  J.  REED  said,  ho  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  wanted  doors  that  would 
close  instantly,  and  so  be  on  an  automatic 
arrangement.  But  there  was  a  very 
important  question  involved  in  this. 
While  his  friends  at  the  Admiralty  were 
willing  to  tell  the  best  story  they  could 
in  regard  to  the  Victoria^  they  took  good 
care  not  to  repeat  the  features  of  the 
Victoria  in  the  new  battleships  which 
they  were  building.  What  they  did  now 
was  to  carry  the  armour  so  far  forward 
towards  the  bow  that  they  left  unarmoured 
only  as  much  of  the  ship  as  they  could 
leave  unarmoured  with  safety,  and  if  an 
accident  were  to  occur  to  one  of  the  new 
battleships  like  that  which  happened  to 
I  the  Victoria  the  injury  would,  therefore, 
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be  much  more  limitcJ  in  extent.  On  the  t 
question  of  water-tight  doors,  he  wished 
to  say  that  if  they  left  unarmoured  only  so 
much  of  the  ends  of  the  ship  as  they  did 
not  want  to  use  of  the  line  of  the  work, 
they  might  have  as  perfect  a  system  of 
water-tight  doors  as  they  pleased,  and 
have  them  worked  automatically,  because 
what  they  wanted  when  an  accident 
happened  was  to  be  able  to  shut  off  that  por- 
tion of  the  ship  in  which  the  accident  took 
place  from  the  working  part  of  the  ship. 
But  in  the  case  of  the  Victoria  and  of 
all  ships  of  that  type,  which  he  had  never 
ceased  to  condemn,  the  unarmoured  part 
of  the  vessel  was  the  part  in  which  the 
men  lived,  and  in  which  the  magazine, 
tori)edo  rooms,  store  rooms,  and  other 
compartments  were  placed,  and  to  which 
the  crew  must  have  access  during  battle. 
If  the  Admiralty  had  sent  out  a  Minute 
instructing  the  men  in  Her  Majesty's 
ships  to  close  the  water-tight  doors  as 
soon  us  an  accident  happened,  and  so  shut 
up  their  fellows  in  compartments  from 
which  there  was  no  escape,  he  hoped  the 
men  would  never  carry  out  such  an  order, 
because  it  was  against  human  nature  that 
it  should  be  enforced.  In  passenger 
ships,  some  of  the  finest  and  most  suc- 
cessful of  which  had  been  designed  by 
the  hou.  Member  for  North  Belfast, 
there  were  transverse  bulkheads,  and 
the  water-tight  doors  could  be  shut  as 
rapidly  as  possible,  because  they  only 
prevented  access  from  one  compartment 
to  another,  and  did  not  prevent  access 
from  the  compartments  to  the  deck  above. 
But  when,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Victoria^ 
these  was  no  access  to  the  deck  from 
the  compartments  when  the  water-tight 
doors  were  closed,  it  was  cruel  and  in- 
human to  shut  up  the  men  in  such  death- 
traps and  leave  them  to  their  fate.  It 
was  an  utterly  impossible  state  of  things. 
His  hou.  Friend  had  confoundetl  the 
cruiser  with  the  battleship,  and  saw  no 
necessity  why  they  should  be  of  very 
different  proportions. 

Siu  E.  HARLAND  :  I  meant  that 
there  was  no  external  difference  between 
them  ;  that  if  two  ships  were  a  mile 
apart  no  one  could  tell  whether  one 
was  armed  and  the  other  unarmed. 

Sir  E.  J.  HEED  said,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  idea  that  his  lion.  Friend  ha  J 
been  speaking  of  external  appearances, 
and  not  construction.     They  were  deal- 

Sir  E.  J.  Reed  ' 


ing   with  structures  which    had    to    be 
packe<l  with  guns,  arms,  and  torpedoes, 
and  all  the  experience  of  his  hon.  Friend 
was  absolutely  at  fault  if  be  supposed 
that  anything  was  gained  in  steam  power 
by  making  a  heavily-armoured  battleship 
excessively  long.     From  bis  own  expe- 
rience in  naval  construction  he  could  men- 
tion a  ship  300  feet  long  built  by  him, 
which  accomplished  the  same  results  as 
one  400  feet  long,  the  armour,  armament, 
engine,  and  boiler  power  being  the  same 
in  each  case,  while  the  cost  of  the  former 
was    £100,000   less    than    that   of   the 
latter.      They  would   find  that  a  short 
ship   would   go  as   fast  as  a  long  one, 
and  save  £100,000  in  the  building  of  it. 
The   Member  for    Lewisham,    who   sat 
opposite,  was  the  son  of   the   man   who 
participated  in  the  experimental    inquiry 
which  brought  about  that  brilliant  suc- 
cess.     The  displacement  was    not    the 
same  in  the  case  of  those  two  ships  ;  bat 
what  was  the  advantage  of  making  the 
displacement  the  same  when  they  had  the 
same  capacity  for  offence  and  defence  and 
the  same  coal  capacity  ?    He  was  willing 
to  admit  that  in  steaming  at  sea  they 
certainly    got   an    enormous    advantage 
from  the  greater  length,  and  he  was  not 
sure   whether   in    these  days  the  naval 
mind  would  not  be  brought  to  the  accept- 
ance of    much  greater  lengths  in    Her 
Majesty's  ships  than  we  yet  saw.     He 
thought  his  hon.  Friend,  before  address- 
ing the  House,  ought  to  have  placed  upon 
paper  his  long   and    narrow   battleship, 
armed    and    armoured     as     were     Her 
Majesty's  new  battleships.      He  would 
be  very  much  surprised  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman attempted  to  produce  such  a  shipi 
though,  indeed,  he  ought  to  be  careful  io 
making    that    statement,    for    his    hon. 
Friend  never  put  forward  anything  that 
was  not  successful.     He  feared,  however^ 
that  a  vessel  of   that    kind,  armed  and 
armoured  as  a  battleship,  v  ould  roll  not 
as  the  Resolution  rolled,  but  roll  bottona 
upwards,    and    do    that    very    quickly- 
What     was    the    net    outcome    of     his 
hon.       Friend's     advocacy      of      grea% 
length    and  small   breadth  ?     Let    theco 
consider   what  sort   our  warships  were. 
For     half    its     length     the    ship    \W9b» 
filled  up  with  steam   boilers,  And   maga- 
zines containing  powder,  torpedoes,  dyna- 
mite— in    fact,  the  ship    was  one  mass 
of   explosives   from    stem  to  stern,  and 
utterly  unlike  the  boats,  in  construetioo 
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and  purpose,  which  his  lion.  Frieml  the 
Member  for  North  Belfast  built  with  so 
maeh  merit  and  success.  Tlieir  object 
should  be  to  keep  the  exploHive  things  on 
Ixttrd  battleships  as  far  away  from  the 
eoemj  as  they  coald  have  them.  Under 
the  scheme  of  his  hou.  Friend  these  ex- 
pIwivi-8  would  be  dear  to  the  enemy.  If 
they  had  ships  broad  in  the  middle  they 
eould  keep  the  boilers  and  magazines  in 
the  centre,  at  a  considerable  distance 
from  the  enemy's  attack,  whether  by 
torpedo  or  ram.  But  if  they  had  narrow 
ihip^s  built,  and  gave  them  the  small 
l)ieadth  of  which  his  hon.  Friend  was 
»  Eueinateil,  the  enemy  could  destroy 
4em  with  greater  readiness. 

Sir  E.  HARLAND  :  I  said  I  would 
give  them  70  feet. 

Sir  E.  J.  REED  said,  he  had  been 
weently  asked  by  a  naval  authority  what 
he  thought  of  the  existing  warships  in 
this  respect,   and  whether   he    thought 
dwD  fairly  safe  from  the  enemy.     He 
hid  been  obliged  to  answer  in  the  nega- 
tive.   What  he  would  like  to  see  done 
»M  the  building  of  Iwittleships    which 
*wild  be  less  of  a   sbip  and  more  of  a 
fortress — sliips  with  centre  accommoda- 
t»o  for  extensive  war  material,  and  with 
less  steaming  qualities  than  heretofore. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  the  circumstance 
which  hail  prevented  the  construction  of 
wch  battleships  was  the  dock  accommo- 
dation.    But  he  asked  the  Admiralty  to 
WDsider  whether  the  time  was  not  passed 
'«  the  making  of  battleships  simply  to 
woform   to    these   holes   in  the  ground, 
when  there  were  such  capabilities  in  the 
wwtniction  of  floating  docks  to  receive 
ships  of  any  depth  of  water.     Ho  appre- 
hende*!  that  if  everyone  present  were  to 
tntke  objection  to  the  ships  about  to  be 
«Hwtnicted   they   would  do  so  without 
doubt.     But  he  would  commend  to  the 
cousideration    of    the    Admiralty,    with 
^^gard  to  the  future  development  of  the 
^avy,  whether  it  would  not  l)e  well  to 
n»«ke  our  ships   100  feet  broad,  or  120 
fet  if  they  liked,  if  by  making  them  so 
*e  could  keep  the  enemy  away  from  the 
^'t»l  portion  of  the  ship  and  give  our- 
•^l^es  the   chance   of  winning   a  great 
"•ttle  ?     He  hoped  he  would  not  be  told 
w  the  hon.  Member  for  Gateshead,  who, 
^ doubt,  would  follow  him,  that  he  was 
^'i  for  breadth  and  all  against  length  in 
"*6  constnictiou  of  these  ships.      No  ; 


he  was  in  favour  of  adapting  our  means 
to  our  ends,  and  he  said  that  with  regard 
to  warships  and  battleships  the  first  end 
was  to  keep  the  ship  free  from  the  fire  ol 
the   enemy.     He  should  like    his   right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to   the  Admi- 
ralty to  give  them  an  assurance  that  the 
ships  about  to  be  built  would  be  l.uilt  on 
lines  that  would  make  them  invulnerable 
to  guns,  rams,  or  torpedoes.     One  thing 
he  was  certain  of,  and  that  was  that  they 
would  never  get  such  an  assurance  with 
respect  to  any  vessel  whatever  if  they 
folio  well  the  lines  suggesteil  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North    Belfast. 
With   regard  to  the  Resolution^  he  had 
been  asked  the  other  day  what  he  thought 
of  her  ;    and  while  he  admitted  there  had 
l>een  reason  for  a  good  deal  of  anxiety, 
he  said  there  was  no  danger  to  the  ship. 
He  believeil  there    still  existed  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  anxiety,  not  as  to- 
the  danger  of  vessels  capsizing,  but  as  to 
their    efficiency    at    sea,   and    it    would 
be    well    to    have    it    set    at    rest    as 
soon     as     possible.        He     thought    it 
unfair  of   his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for   North    Belfast — he  meant  from   an 
argumentative   point  of   view — to  point 
out  that  while   the   Gleaner  went  well 
in  a  storm  the  Resolution  rolled  heavily. 
Why,  a  little  boat  would  go  well  on  waves 
that    "  rolled "    a    large   ship  I      They 
might    have    two   ships,   one   of    which 
rolled     violently     and    the    other   went 
smoothly  over  the  same  waves  one   day, 
and  yet  the  one   that   went  well  to-day 
might  roll  to-morrow, and  vice  versa.  To 
his  mind,  the  fact  that  a  small  vessel  did 
not    roll    while   a    large     vessel     rolled 
violently  did  not  mean   censure  for  the 
large  vessel  or  praise  for  the  small  one* 
In    the  Report  of  the  Admiralty   there 
was  a  case  in  point.     An  Admiral  of  the 
Channel  Squadron  had   his  squadron  off 
the  W^e«t  of  Ireland,  and  one  of  the  ships 
was  ordlnarilv  a  verv  hcavv  roller.     She 

^  90  tf 

was  one  of  his  (Sir  E.  J.  Reeirs)  ships,  but 
was  built  for  a  pacitic  purpose  and  with 
a  light  draught  of  water.  But  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Ireland,  where  the  Atlantic 
waves  rolled  in,  the  usually  rolling  ship 
was  perfectly  steady,  while  the  ordinary 
steady  ship  rolled  with  as  much  violence 
that  if  it  did  not  alarm  the  Admiral,  it 
highly  astonished  him,  and  he  wrote  a 
Re[K)rt  to  the  Admiralty,  as  if  a  miracle 
had  occurred.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Belfast  had  said  that  when 
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a  ship  was  lengthened  her  stabilitj  in- 
creased. But  where  was  a  ship  usually 
lengthened  ?  In  the  middle  part.  The 
stability  of  a  ship  was  derived  from  her 
middle  part.  The  ends  were  unstable  ; 
the  middle  supplied  the  stability  which 
kept  the  ends  up  ;  and  if  they  cut  a  ship 
in  two  and  added  a  considerable  length 
to  her  stable  part,  they,  of  course,  made 
her  more  stable.  That  was  go  obvious 
that  he  must  express  his  surprise  that 
his  hon.  Friend  should  bring  it  forward 
as  an  argument  in  supporting  his  con- 
tention. 

Sir  E.  HARLAND  :    Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  me  to  say 

Sir  E.  J.  REED  said,  that  when  his 
hon.  Friend  was  in  the  House  as  long  as 
he  was  he  would  not  be  so  anxious  to 
keep  himself  right  on  all  points.  He 
intended  to  put  his  hon.  Friend  wrong 
on  all  points,  but  he  would  do  it  with 
the  greatest  friendship,  and  with  an  ad- 
miration for  his  hon.  Friend's  success  as 
a  shipbuilder.  His  hon.  Friend  made  a 
singular  mistake  in  lightly  treating  the 
necessity  for  uniformity  in  the  building  of 
ships.  For  his  pirt,  he  had  a  complaint 
treasured  up  against  the  Admiralty  for 
unnecessarily  departing,  as  he  thought, 
from  uniformity.  He  thought  that  when 
they  built  a  number  of  ships  of  similar 
sizes  and  of  a  similar  type,  it  was  of  the 
greatest  moment  that  those  ships  should 
be  uniform  in  their  internal  arranorcments. 
If  it  were  otherwise  the  men  would  be 
all  at  fault.  They  would  have  to  learn 
every  newj^hip,  though,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  it  was  of  the  same  type  and 
character  as  the  others.  He  was  quite 
certain  that  any  departure  from  uniformity 
would  tell  against  us  in  many  ways.  He 
remembered  a  discussion  which  took  place 
at  the  Board  of  Admiralty  as  to  the 
dimensions  of  shells.  One  naval  officer, 
a  very  experienced  man,  said — "  Do  not 
let  us  have  lO-inch  and  11 -inch  shells, 
because  in  the  haste  of  battle  the  men 
will  mistake  one  for  the  other,  and  the 
use  of  the  guns  will  be  lost.  Make  the 
difference  palpable.  Have  a  12-inch 
shell  ;  but  do  not  have  shells  so  nearly 
alike,  and  yet  so  different  in  sizes."  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Belfast  had  said  that  if  the  Admiralty 
designed  a  ship  and  sent  it  out  to  be 
built  by  a  contractor  they  should  be 
satisfied  if   the  general  plan   were    fol- 
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lowed,  and  let  the  contractor  have  scope. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Belfast  was 
not  the  first  private  shipbuilder  that  came 
to  the  House  of  Commons  and  told  the 
Government   that  in  that  respect    they 
were  wrong.     The  late  Mr.  John  Laird, 
of  Birkenhead,  for  many  years  took  the 
same  line.     But  while  he  had    been    en- 
gaged at  the  Admiralty  he  saw  too  much 
of  the  departures  from  the  original  design 
by  contractors  to  favour    such  a  policy. 
He  remembered  on  one  occasion,  when  a 
certain  number  of  ships  were  to  be  built, 
he  said  that  it  was  a  good  time  to  try  the 
result  of  putting  them  up  for  competition 
amongst  the  contractors.     But  not  one  of 
the  contractors  followed  out  the  design, 
and  the   Government   had  to  have   the 
design  followed  afterwards.       He  there- 
fore thought  the  Admiralty  was  right  in 
giving  out  a  design    and  insisting  on  its 
being  carried  out.     He  apologised  to  the 
House  for  the  length  of  time  with  which 
he  had  occupied  them,  and  thanked  them 
for  the  kind  hearing  they  had  given  him. 
Mr.   W.  ALLAN  (Gateshead)    said, 
that  he  had  listened  with  great  interest 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Belfast  and  also  to  those  of  the  hon. 
Member   who  had  just  sat  down   with 
regard   to    the  construction  of    men-of- 
war.     No  doubt  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Belfast  as  to  the  designing  of 
first-class    merchant  vessels  stood  high, 
but  he  (Mr.  Allan)   must  take  exception 
to  a  great  deal  that  the  hon.  Member  bad 
said  when  trying  to  show  a  similarity  be- 
tween merchant  vessels  and  men-of-war. 
The    hon.  .Member  had  overlooked  the 
fact  that  a  ship  of  war  was  practically  a 
compromise.     It  would  be  impossible  to 
convert   a  man-of-war  into    a  merchkni 
vessel,  or  a  merchant  vessel  into  a  man- 
of-war.     In   looking  at  a  man-of-war  it 
was  necessary  to  take  into  cousideraiion 
her  defensive    as  well  as    her  offensive 
elements,    which    made    her    altogether 
different  from  a  merchant  steamer.  When 
they  came    to    take  into    consideration 
those  two  elements  alone,  leaving  out  the 
machinery  and  coal  capacity,  they  were 
brought   face    to    face  with  a  state    of 
things  totally    different  to  those  which 
applied  to  a  merchant  steamer.  Merchant 
ships  were  built  low  and  narrow.       An 
Atlantic  liner    was   so  constructed  that 
she    would  attain  a  maximum  of  speed 
which  could  not  be  attained  by  a  man- 
of-war.     It  was  a  mere  waste  of  time, 
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therefore,  to  endeavour  to  draw  com- 
parisoDs  between  the  Atlantic  liner  and 
the  maD-of-war.  However,  there  was 
one  poJDt  in  the  hon.  Member's  speech 
which  he  had  heard  with  a  great  deal  of 
pieunre,  and  that  was  that  the  future 
otval  wars  in  which  this  country  might 
hive  to  engage  would  be  engineers'  wars. 
Xo doubt  that  would  impress  itself  on  the 
House  as  it  impressed  itself  on  him  (Mr. 
Allin).  For  his  part,  he  was  perfectly 
villing  to  leave  the  subject  of  the  con- 
struction of  men-of-war  to  the  Director 
flf  Naval  Construction  and  naval  experts, 
vbo  were  fully  capable  of  designing  such 
vessels.  He  should  object  to  hampering 
ihem  by  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
if  80-called  experts.  A  looker-on  might 
kA  himself  perfectly  capable  of  giving 
iHtractions,  but  when  set  to  do  the  job 
faiself — say,  for  instance,  to  design  a 
kttleship— his  ability  fell  very  far  short 
ifhis  own  estimate  of  himself.     But  he 

E.Allan)  entirely  agreed  with  the  hon. 
nberfor  North  Belfast  that  wo  ought  to 
tMore  that  our  men-of-war  had  an  ade- 
fBite  complement  of  engineers.    A  man- 
tf-vtr  ship  nowadays  was  neither  more 
•or  less  than  a  factory.    It  was  a  factory 
of  destruction.     The  men  who  worked  it 
wwe  the  engineers.     They  it  was  who 
had  to  give  it  its  true  value,  and  the  best 
nsalts  would  be  obtained  from  that  ship 
which  had    the  best  men  and  the  best 
Baehinery  in  the  engineers'  department. 
He  feared  that  the   disposition  was  to 
Jook  too  much  to  ships  and  too  little  to 
neo,  and  to  fail  to  realise  the  great  re- 
fponsibility  which  rested  on  the  engtueer- 
iug  staff.     They  had  their  captains  who 
were  responsible  for  the  ship's  steering, 
and  fighting,  and  going  from  port  to  port. 
Tber    had    their    surgeons    who    were 
responsible  for  the  health  of  the  ship. 
They   had  their   paymasters   who  were 
respouaible  for  the  cash   book  and   the 
storehouse.     But    the    engineers,    what 
were  -they  responsible  for  ?     The  House 
would  be  startled  to  hear  what  the  en- 
gineers had  to  do  on  board  a  twin-screw 
cruiser    of    20,000-horse    power    under 
forced  draught.     In  such  a  vessel  there 
were  85  auxiliary  steam  engines,  three 
auxiliary  steamboats,  24  Whitehead  tor- 
pedoes, two  submerged  torpedo    tubes, 
uTe  torpedo    tubes    above   water,    164 
water-tight     doors,     30      water-tight 
hatches,    98     water  -  tight     manholes, 
207  sluices  and  drain  valves,  21  venti- 


lating valves,  four  Downton  pumps, 
23  flooding  valves  for  magazines,  32 
flooding  valves  for  compartments.  And 
over  and  above  all  this  the  engineers 
were  responsible  for  all  the  engine 
fittings — for  the  breech  mechanism  and 
other  details  in  connection  with  the 
armaments  of  the  vessel.  To  look  after 
these  things  there  was  only  one  staff  or 
chief  engineer,  five  engineers  and  assis- 
tant engineers,  three  chief  engine-room 
artificers,  and  nine  engine-room  artifieers. 
He  asked  as  an  engineer.  Were  these 
enough  men  to  look  after  the  machinery  ? 
He  said  "  no."  The  engine-rooms  were 
undermanned.  Compare  them  with  the 
men  ;in  the  engine-room  of  one  of  the 
Atlantic  liners  of  lo,000-horse  power. 
There  they  had  one  chief  engineer,  one 
senior  second,  two  junior  second,  one 
senior  third,  five  junior  third,  one  senior 
fourth,  five  junior  fourth,  three  fifth 
engineers,  three  electricians,  two  hydraulic 
engineers,  and  two  refrigerating  engi- 
neers, or  a  total  of  26  on  the  engineer- 
ing staff. 

CoMMAXDEii  BET  HELL  :  How  many 
in  each  watch  ? 

Mr.  W.  ALLAN  :  Eight.  Ho  had 
not  mentioned  stokers  at  all.  On  a 
man-of-war  ship  of  20,000-horse  power 
there  were  only  20  engineers  as  compared 
with  26  on  an  Atlantic  liner  of  15,000- 
horse  power.  What  he  wished  to  do 
without  going  more  into  detail  as  to  the 
nianagemeut'of  the  engine-rooms — which 
he  could  do,  if  necessary,  to  the  strength- 
ening of  his  case — was  to  impress  upon 
the  Admiralty  the  fact  that  they  were 
overlooking  entirely  the  one  great  ele- 
ment of  the  safety  and  usefulness  of 
these  ships.  The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Belfast  had  mentioned  incidental! v  the 
rolling  of  the  Resolution,  Well,  he 
never  liked  to  look  upon  the  rolling  of 
ships  in  any  other  light  than  as  the 
general  consequence  of  a  ship  being  at 
sea.  It  was  impossible  that  a  ship  could 
go  to  sea  without  rolling  or  taking  in 
water.  He  had  never  in  the  whole  of 
his  experience  found  it  possible  to 
avoid  these  things  ;  therefore  he 
would  not  in  any  shape  or  form 
condemn  the  officers  of  the  Resolution 
or  condemn  the  ship.  It  required 
no  effort  of  genius  to  condemn  a  thing, 
and  he  did  not  mean  to  do  it.  He  wished 
t3  show  the  House  the  condition  of  the 
engineers'  department  on  the  Resolution^ 
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and  to  do  that  he  would  read  a  portion 
of  a  letter  which  he  had  received  from  a 
man  in  the  engine-room.     He  wrote — 

"  The  crank-pits  were  full  of  water.  Five  feet 
of  water  were  in  the  bilges.  We  thought  the 
sea  suck-pipe  flanges  had  drawn  through  work- 
ing and  vibration  of  engines.  We  had  a  very 
anxious  time.  The  sea  was  six  inches  deep  over 
the  stoke-hole  ))lates  and  came  down  the  ash- 
hoist  tubes,  clearing  the  men  out  of  the  stoke- 
hole. The  forward  compartment  was  flooded. 
All  the  pumps  were  kept  going  to  try  to  rid  the 
ship  of  water.  The  snip  was  rolling  heavily. 
Everybo<ly  was  on  their  harids  and  knees  in  the 
engine-rooms.  The  sea  coming  in  the  forward 
barbettes  the  barbette  screens  were  unshipped 
and  washed  overboard.  We  were  hanging  on  to 
the  regulation  valves  in  the  engine-room  for 
nearly  48  hours,  endeavouring  to  stop  the  racing 
of  the  engines.  The  seas  were  coming  down 
into  the  engine-room  over  the  upjier  deck 
combings  to  the  ventilating  trunks,  which  are 
four  feet  high  above  the  deck.  We  were  all 
battened  down  except  one  hatch  between  the 
funnel  casings,  and  all  most  uncomfortable  in 
the  engine-room,  with  the  cranks  rising  in  the 
water  ;  in  fact,  a  water  wheel  was  nothing  to  it." 

Ho  wisiied  to  impress  upon  the  House 
that  the  construction  of  ships  was  not  the 
chief  matter  for  consideratiou.  Ships 
could  be  built  easily  enough,  but  they 
could  not  build  men.  Why  was  it  that 
they  did  not  get  engineers  for  the  Navy  ? 
Why  was  it  that  there  had  been  no  re- 
sponse to  the  advertisements  of  the 
Admiralty  for  assistant  engineers  ?  Why 
was  it  that  in  five  years  in  response  to 
advertisements  they  had  only  got  nine 
engineers  ?  The  reason  why  more  men 
would  not  serve  in  the  Navy  as  engineers 
was  that  those  so  serving  were 
not  treated  and  paid  well  enough. 
The  anomalies  in  the  Service,  so  far  as 
these  matters  were  concerned,  were  absunl 
and  sufficient  to  make  anyone  responsible 
for  the  Navy  blush.  He  had  always 
considered  that  a  man^s  pay  ought  to  be 
in  proportion  to  the  responsibilities  of  his 
position,  but,  unfortunately,  that  was  not 
a  rule  prevailing  in  the  Navy.  A  naval 
chaplain  was  paid  £260  a  year,  whilst  an 
assistant  engineer,  who  was  largely 
responsible  for  the  safety  of  the  ship, 
only  received  the  miserable  pittance  of 
£130,  and  out  of  that  had  to  buy  his 
clothes  and  pay  part  of  his  mess  ex- 
penses. The  Fleet  surgeon  received  £540 
a  year,  and  the  Fleet  engineer  only  £390  ; 
the  staff  surgeon  £240,  and  the  staff 
engineer  £200.  A  surgeon,  no  doubt, 
was  useful  to  take  a  bolt  out  of  a  man's 
leg  ;  but  what  conld  he  do  if  a  steam  pipe 
burst,    or    a    shot    went     through    the 
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chimnejs  ?  This  anomaly  was  ridiiculoas. 
It  was  not  honest.  Then  the  assistant 
paymaster — a  mere  clerk — received  £1 70, 
and  the  assistant  engineer  £130.  Shame 
on  the  Department  that  was  responsible  I 
No  wonder  engineers  could  not  be  in- 
duced to  join  the  Navy.  Had  he  to 
choose  himself  he  would  rather  break 
stones  than  serve  as  an  assistant-engineer, 
or  stand  at  a  lathe  for  30s.  a  week.  The 
engine-room  artificers  were  paid  only 
£9  10s.  per  month — less  than  a  third 
engineer  on  board  a  steam  collier.  Thej 
had,  moreover,  no  position  and  do 
prospects,  notwithstanding  the  import- 
ance of  their  work.  He  felt  very  strongly 
on  this  matter,  which  was  not  od«  of 
political  Parties  at  all.  They  could  only 
look  at  itlie  Navy  from  the  lofty  point 
of  view  of  national  salvation  and 
strength,  and  he  appeale<l  to  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  to  take  the  matter 
up  in  that  spirit,  and  sweep  away  all 
existing  anomalies.  Let  engineers  bxA 
artificers  be  given  adequate  pay,  and  let 
the  accommodation  provided  for  them  be 
improved.  Lengthen  the  ships  another 
10  feet,  and  give  them  proper  housing — 
give  them  comfortable  berths  and  a  com* 
fortable  mess-room,  and  space  for  a  batk 
when  they  came  out  of  the  dirty  engine 
room.  Let  them  do  something  to  en* 
courage  young  men  to  enter  the  Servicei 
He  had  50  or  60  apprentices  at  his 
engineering  works,  and  recently  he  had 
gone  up  to  a  dozen  of  them  just  out  of 
their  time  and  had  urged  them  to  enter 
the  Government  Service,  but  they  hid 
every  one  declined.  Encouragement  should 
be  given  to  such  men.  The  importanot 
of  treating  naval  engineers  justly  could 
not  be  exaggerated.  Upon  them,  and  them 
alone,  did  the  safetv  of  the  British  Fletl^ 
depend. 

Mr.    PENN    (Lewisham)    said,    he 
noticed  with  great  satisfaction  from  the 
published  statement  of  the  First  Lord  of- 
the  Admiraltv  that  there  was  to  be  ao 
increase  in    the  numl>er  of  engine-roon 
artificers.     That  was  a  valuable  conoefr 
siou,   but  ho  regretted  to  see   that  th# 
skilled  labourer  was  not  increased  in  pNNp 
portion  to  the  unskilled  labourer, althouglft 
the  amount  of  responsibility  cast  n 
the   former   was  increasing  every  j 
The  horse  power  in   the  Navy  had  i 
creasetl      from     500,000     in     1882 
1 ,500,000.     1  n  other  words,  the  men 
formerly  had  charge  of  700  horse-pow< 
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were  doit  eotrosted  with  2,000  horse- 
power, tb«   iDcrease   in   the  Dumber  of 
eugiDeera  not  beiug  at  all  adequate  to  the 
additional    work    which    wa»    inii>osed 
vpoo  tbem.     That  was  a  point  deserving 
of  great  consideration,  because  not  only 
wa«  the  ordinary  power  over  which   the 
men  were  put  in  charge  more  ditficult  to 
Binage,  hut  there  were  now  a  quantity 
of  machines  to  look  after  which  did   not 
exist  a  few  years  ajjo.     The  increase  in 
tbe  Dumber  of  engineers  for  the  current 
jw  was  only  3t5.     The  increase  in  the 
loq)edo    destroyers    would    more    than 
tbnrb    tliat    increased  number  of  men. 
Sot  only  was  the  Fleet  increasing  nume- 
nilly,   but   there  was  a  large  increase 
fttg  on  ID  the  power  of  ships.      Take 
■  old  vessel  such  as  the  Warrior.  That 
IB  of  9,030  tons  and  4,000  horse-power, 
tell,  the  present  torpedo-boat  destroyer 
•s  of  similar  horse-power.  It  was  clear, 
Affefore,that  the  strain  aDd  work  thrown 
ii  these  engineer  officers    was    largely 
Mntsed.       He   was    told    that    in    the 
Beat  of  an  emergency  there  were  suffi- 
aeat  men    in    the    Reserve.      He    had 
BHvhed   the    Navy  Estimates  through, 
•d  coald  not  quite  see  how  that  could  l>e 
4e  ease.     They  were,  he  thought,  face 
l»  hte  with  the  difficulty  of  having  an 
BMflicieDt  Dumber  of  engineers  for  the 
Bqairements  of  the  Navy.     There  were 
UO  on  tbe  Active  List*  and  217  in  the 
•ewrve,  bnt   that  217  were  absolutely 
^gaged  in  keeping  many  of  the  ships  in 
4e  Finit  Reserve  in  a  state  of  j>repara- 
fco  for   war,   and    they   could    not    Ik? 
BBoral.     There  were  a  few  engineers 
B  tenders  and  on  other  duties  who  in 
4e  event  of  war  could  be  usetl,  and  there 
•ere  certain  other  officers  who  could  be 
pet  on  active  service  ;   but   in  some  of 
Aa»e  cases  the  removal  of  the  officers 
^Id   cause   very  considerable  disloca- 
lioo.    There  wa«  another  source — but  in 
ik  event  of  an  emergency  he  did  not 
Aink  the  Admiralty  would  be  able  to  put 
iti  liaud  at  once  on  the  181  officers  of  the 
force  or  any  large    proportion  ofthcni, 
because  thev  would   be   at  sea — and  it 
^u  a  very  proper  precaution  on  the  part 
^  the  Admiralty  that  these  men  should 
fce  experienced    in    the   management  of 
^airk-ruiming    steamers.        There    were 
<hoi»o    who    said    that    quick -running 
Meamers  should  be  used  as  armed  cruisers 
n  time  of  war,  bat  they  would  be  tiie 
^ery  Aix^^  that  the  Shipping  Companies 
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would  be  inclined  to  keep  at  sea.  That 
there  was  an  insufficiency  of  engineer 
offi(;er8  wtis  shown  by  the  fact  that 
optional  retirement  at  60  years  of  age  was 
entirely  suspended  at  the  present  moment. 
No  engineer  officer  would  hesitate  to 
])lace  his  services  at  the  dis])osal  of  the 
Government  in  the  event  of  war  or  great 
emergency.  But  it  was  a  very  different 
thing  when  those  officers  had  their 
retirements  taken  away ;  they  were  losers 
in  every  possible  way.  An  engineer 
officer,  if  paid  properly  for  his  services, 
was  entitled  to  £400  a  year  on  retiring. 
If  he  was  kept  on  against  his  wish  ho 
received  £401  lOs.  a  year,  and  was 
therefore  serving  another  five  years  for 
£1  lOs.  The  £400  was  very  fairly  looked 
upon  as  deferred  })ay.  Not  only  was  he 
placeil  in  that  position,  but  at  oo  he  was 
not  as  likely  to  obtain  employment  as 
at  do.  He  was  also  liable  to  the  risks  of 
war  during  the  five  years,  and  his  com- 
muted pension  was  reduced.  It  was 
wrong  to  keep  those  men  serving  against 
their  will  unless  some  pecuniary  advan- 
tage was  given  them ;  and  if  the 
Admiraltv  would  revise  their  rates  of 
pay,  both  present  and  retiring,  they 
would  have  the  ail  vantage  of  keeping  in 
the  Service  the  best  men  and  allowing 
to  retire  those  they  did  not  care  to  keep. 
He  was  pleased  to  hear  that  the  en- 
gineers' accommodation  had  been  in- 
creaseil.  There  were  onlv  two  sources 
from  which  engineer  officers  entered — 
one  from  outside  and  the  other  from 
Key  ham  College.  From  1889  to  the 
present  they  had  heard  that  un  infi- 
nitesimal number  of  engineer  officers  had 
been  added  to  the  Navy  from  outside 
sources,  which  could  not,  therefore,  be 
relied  upon  as  of  any  value.  As  to 
Keyham  C-olloge,  they  were  faced  by  the 
difficulty  that  onlv  30  en"rineer  officers 
had  l)een  obtuineil  from  it,  which  only 
met  the  absolute  waste  of  the  Service. 
If  ships  and  machinery  were  increase«l 
somehow  or  other  the  entries  from  the 
outside  must  be  increased  also.  Five 
years  ought  to  be  required  to  make  an 
engineer  officer,  an<l  it  useil  to  take  six, 
whereas  now  a  large  number  were  passed 
out  after  four  years.  He  siiK'CTcly 
hoped  the  standard  would  not  be 
lowered  on  account  of  this  scarcity,  but 
that  rather  superior  inducements  would 
1)0  held  out  in  order  that  the  best  men 
might    be    attracted    into    the    Service. 
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The  number  oecessary  for  care  and 
maintenance  was  practically  reduced  to 
one  half  of  what  it  ought  to  be  ;  the 
Kegulatious  gave  a  certain  proportion, 
but  only  half  that  proportion  was  at 
present  available.  Then  came  the  sub- 
stitution in  the  engine-room  for  comple- 
ments for  ships  of  the  Navy  of  unskilled 
labour.  He  had  always  urged  that  this 
was  a  step  entirely  in  the  wrong  direction. 
However  excellent  a  stoker  might  be  he 
could  not  effect  repairs  to  the  machinery 
by  reason  of  not  having  served  his  time 
to  the  trade.  Stoker-mechanics  were 
only  the  old  stokers  under  another  name, 
and  not  mechanics  at  all  iu  the  proper 
sense. 

Mk.  FORWOOD:  They  pass  a 
mechanical  examination. 

Mr.  PENN  said,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
chose  men  had  all  been  represented  as 
mechanics,  but  in  point  of  fact  they  were 
not  mechanics  at  all.  No  doubt  they 
picked  up  iu  the  course  of  their  work  a 
certain  amount  of  engineering  knowledge 
and  skill  ;  but  that  did  not  qualify  them 
for  the  position  of  engineer  or  engine- 
room  artificer.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Gateshead  had  stated  the  grievances  of 
these  officers  ;  and  though  he  was  not 
their  mouthpiece,  he  thought  greater  con- 
sideration should  be  shown  to  them. 
They  could  not  bring  political  pressure 
to  bear  in  the  matter  of  votes,  and  their 
case  had  been  to  a  considerable  extent 
neglected.  If  he  could  only  induce  the 
Admiralty  to  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon 
the  Treasury  to  improve  their  position  so 
that  our  Fleet  should  not  continue  under- 
mauned  in  regard  to  the  skilled  men  re- 
quired in  the  engine-room  of  our  war- 
ships, and  so  that  those  men  who  should 
be  attracted  into  the  Service  should  be 
induced  to  enter  it,  great  advantage  to 
the  Service  would  result. 

•Mk.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,Haggers- 
ton)  said,  during  the  Debate  nol)ody 
had  entered  a  protest  against  the  increased 
expenditure  proposed  by  the  Government 
upon  naval  armaments,  although  that 
increased  expenditure  was  objected  to  by 
a  large  section  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  In  the  Naval  Debate  at  the 
end  of  last  Session  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) said  the  demand  then  being  pressed 
on  the  attention  of  the  House  by  the 
Opposition  was  due  to  outside  pressure. 
At  the  time   he  (Mr.   Cremer)  ventured 

Mr.  Penn 


to  challenge  that  statement,  and  wa 
buked  for  daring  to  do  so.  In 
of  that  assertion  the  organisation 
which  he  was  connected  decided  to 
the  opinions  of  representative  woi 
men  upon  the  subject,  not  men  gati 
from  the  hedge-sides,  but  officer 
various  organisations  in  different 
of  the  Kingdom.  The  result  of 
experiment  (which  had  been  sent  U 
Members  of  the  House)  proved  tht 
the  part  of  intelligent  working 
occupying  responsible  positions  at 
the  organised  workers  of  the  U 
Kingdom,  there  was  a  strong  op 
tion  to  this  proposed  increase  oi 
peuditure  of  £3,000,000  upon  the  ^ 
Four  hundred  and  seventy  si 
the  protest  against  the  proposal,  ^ 
13  declined  to  do  so,  and  said  thcv 
favourable  to  increased  expenditun 
cause  it  would  give  increased  em 
ment  and  be,  as  they  believed,  l>ene 
to  the  working  classes.  If  he  we 
read  the  replies  of  those  13  indivr 
the  House  would  see  what  intell 
specimens  of  working  meil  they  ' 
and  he  willingly  handed  them  over  t 
right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
the  Opposition  as  evidence  of  the  p 
opinion  they  relied  upon  for  proof  of 
side  pressure.  He  had  been  told  that 
an  expression  of  opinion  as  he  had  qi 
was  not  of  much  value  or  import 
But  what  evidence  had  been  proil 
that  the  country  desired  this  incr< 
naval  expenditure  or  that  it  was  nee 
He  had  carefully  watched  the  mo< 
which  this  scare  had  been  manufact 
It  began  some  months  ago  with  ar 
in  certain  reviews.  The  cry  w^as 
taken  up  by  Party  organs  ;  newspj 
began  to  write  about  it ;  and  one  sol 
meeting  was  held  at  the  Guildhs 
support  of  the  proposal.  Beyond 
one  meeting  there  had  not  been 
expression  of  opiniou  from  any  pa 
the  country  in  favour  of  the  pro 
now  before  the  House.  Not  a  s 
Petition  had  been  presented  to  the  I. 
in  favour  of  it.  [An  hon.  Mem 
Yes.]  If  he  was  wrong  he  was  op 
correction  ;  if  any  evidence  existed 
outside,  either  in  the  shape  of  nice 
or  Petitions  to  the  House,  that  ther 
any  belief  in  the  necessity  for  bui 
more  ships  or  increasing  the  expeni 
on  the  Navy,  let  it  l)e  produced, 
was  not  aware  of  any,  although  he 
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cvefolly  noted  the  list  of  Petitions 
on  wioiu  quefltions.  Did  those  who 
were  promoting  this  scare  expect  that 
rttioQiil  people  would  accept  their  state- 
ments as  CTidence  of  public  opinion  upon 
the  sabject  ?  The  trap  had  been  very 
skilfully  baited,  and  as  a  supporter  of  the 
GoTemment  he  sincerely  regretted  that 
they  had  fallen  into  it.  What  would 
probably  happen  at  the  next  General 
Beetion  ?  Members  of  the  Opposition 
vould  go  up  and  down  the  country  and 
point  to  the  swollen  Budget  of  the  Liberal 
Gtrernment  as  evidence  of  shameful 
mte  and  extravagance.  [Mr.  For- 
wooD  :  No,  no.]  Well,  judgiug  by  what 
Ihr  had  done  in  the  past,  he  concluded 
Am  was  what  they  would  do  in  the  future, 
■i  the  Government  should  have  pre- 
iMed  them  from  having  the  oppor- 
teity.  On  the  one  hand,  they  (the 
Opposition)  pressed  for  this  iucreased  ex- 
paditure  upon  ironclads,  pointing  to  some 
Mginary  danger  in  some  part  of  the 
«rid ;  while, on  theother  hand,  if  the  Go- 
mnent  had  not  consented  to  iucreased 
apesditure.  Opposition  Members  would 
m  gone  to  the  country  denounciug 
An  as  unpatriotic.  They  were,  in  fact, 
htveen  the  devil  and  the  deep  sea.  He 
ipBi  regretted  that  the  Government  had 
Un  into  this  cunningly-baited  trap, 
iii  that  they  had  not  chosen  the  Ie^»se^ 
wOofthe  two,  and  risked  being  denounced 
■  Bopatriotic.  Four  years  ago,  when 
Aetune  question  was  before  the  I  Jo  use, 
9i  the  then  Government  pn)|K>sed  to 
■enue  our  Naval  Expenditure  by 
fil,00O,OOO,  he  ventured  to  move  an 
lacndment,  and  asked  a  question  which 
^Dot  then  answered.  That  question 
h  would  now  repeat — Where  was  the 
k?  Who  was  it  that  was  so  anxious 
it  invade  our  shores  ?  The  number 
rf  our  countrymen  who  were  not  in 
the  state  of  continual  alarm  in  which 
Jhnber^  of  the  House  who  belonged  to 
Ihe  Services  seemed  to  live  was  growing. 
Would  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
S.  Temple),  who  kept  continually 
koghiug  at  his  (Mr.  Cremer^s)  state- 
-Keots,  Ijo  kind  enough  to  tell  the  House 
irhich  nation  wanted  to  come  and  invoile 
shores,  for  he  apparently  possessed 
exclusive  information  on  the  subject 
available  to  people  who  took  a 
litioual  and  not  an  alarmist  view  of  the 
itnation.  The  only  answer  vouchsafed 
to  him  four  yean  ago  was  that  General 


Bonlanger  occupied  a  very  important 
position  in  France,  and  that  somebody 
somewhere  believed  that  unless  wo  were 
very  careful  this  country  would  be  in- 
vaded by  a  French  force  headed  by 
General  Boulaugcr.  He  hod  the  temerity 
on  that  occasion  to  ridicule  the  idea  that  any 
danger  existed  from  that  quarter,  and  to 
predict  that  the  French  i>eople  would 
soon  sweep  away  that  Pretender.  Well, 
General  Boulaugcr  had  disappeared,  and 
no  danger  was  likely  to  arise  from  our 
French  neighbours.  He  protested  at  the 
time  against  the  increased  expenditure  of 
£21,000,000  because  the  foolish  example 
thus  set  would  be  sure  to  be  imitated 
by  other  nations,  and  then  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years  we  should  be 
again  asked  to  vote  additioual  supplies 
for  the  Navy  on  the  ground  that  other 
nations  had  followed  suit  and  had  made 
their  Navies  as  strong  as  ours.  That 
prophecy  had  been  fuIHlled  even  sooner 
than  had  been  anticipated,  and  to-day  it 
was  urged  that  because  France  had  done 
what  every  rational  man  must  have  known 
she  would  do,  and,  following  our  ex- 
ample, had  built  more  ships,  assign- 
ing as  her  reason  for  doing  so  that  Groat 
Britain  hod  set  the  example,  and  they 
must  do  as  other  nations  were  doing 
— because  Franco,  Russia,  Germany, 
and  Italy  had  imitatcil  our  foolish 
and  wicked  example,  now,  forsooth, 
the  House  was  asked  to  again  increase 
the  Vote  by  .£3,000,000,  ami  start  again 
in  this  mad  nice  of  naval  expendi- 
ture. He  was  sorry  he  was  pre(*Inded 
from  dividing  the  House  on  this  occasion, 
l>ecause  if  onlv  Imlf-a-dozen  Meinl)ers 
had  gone  with  him  into  the  Lobby  he 
would  have  protested  by  a  Division 
against  the  proposal.  An  increase  of 
the  Navy  would  not  bo  a  iKJrnianeut  cure 
for  the  evil  or  danger,  supposing  it  to 
exist,  but  an  aggravation  of  the  disease, 
because  the  bad  exanij)lo  would  be  sure 
to  1)0  followed  by  other  Naval  Powers — 
unless  they  lK.M!anie  bankrupt  before  they 
could  do  so;  and  in  four  or  five  years,  or 
even  less,  another  mldition  to  the  Naval 
Expenditure  of  the  country  would  bo 
demanded  on  the  ground  that  the  other 
Naval  Powers  hud  inerwised  their  Navies, 
and  that  we  must  still  lead  in  this  mad 
rivalry  of  armaments.  His  proposal  was 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
take  the  initiative  in  inviting  other 
Powers  to  confer  upon  the  advisability. 
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DOt  of  iucreaeiag,  but  of  reducing, 
their  armaments.  He  did  not  know 
why  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
H.  Temple)  should  be  continually 
laughing  at  that  suggestion.  It  proved 
that  when  gentlemen  on  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House  professed  to  deplore 
the  existence  of  armaments  and  to  rejoice 
at  the  prospect  of  an  era  of  peace  they  were 
not  very  sincere  in  their  professions. 
Sooner  or  later  somebody  would  take  the 
initiative  in  the  matter,  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  was  in  a  better 
position  than  any  other  in  Europe  to  do 
80.  As  to  any  danger  from  France, 
what  had  been  said  by  M.  Clemenceau 
and  M.  I^ckroy,  who  knew  the  condi- 
tion of  the  French  Navv  at  this  mo- 
ment,  proved  that  such  apprehensions 
had  no  foundation  whatever.  They 
were  told  that  if  the  Government 
were  to  invite  the  Governments  of 
Europe  to  a  Conference  of  the  kind  they 
would  not  attend.  Hoav  was  it  known 
that  they  would  not  respond  favourably 
to  such  an  invitation  ?  They  had 
never  been  invited.  He  should  like  to 
know  from  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  K. 
Temple),  who  seemed  to  imagine  he 
was  a  great  authority  upon  this  matter, 
what  proof  he  had  that  other  Go- 
vernments would  not  favour  an  in- 
vitation of  this  kind  ?  Ho  repeated, 
that  they  had  no  right  to  assume  that 
they  would  not  get  a  favourable  response 
to  such  an  invitation.  Supposing  they 
did  not  reply  favourably,  then  the  world 
would  know  who  was  the  real  culprit, 
and  who  was  the  stumbling-block.  But 
until  we  had  invited  them  it  was  unfair  to 
assume  that  they  would  decline  the  invi- 
tation. Some  remarkable  evidence  was 
recently  adduced  in  the  columns  of  The 
Times,  showing  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment, at  least,  would  only  be  too  glad  to 
be  invited  to  a  Conference  upon  the  sub- 
ject. The  Paris  correspondent  of  The 
Times  stated  that  all  the  leading 
journalists  and  politicians  he  had  con- 
sulted had  declared  they  would  be  re- 
joiced if  an  opportunity  were  afforded  to 
them  to  consider  the  question  of  disarma- 
ment, although  France,  owing  to  its 
peculiar  position,  could  not  take  the 
initiative — but  from  M.  Carnot  down- 
wards every  man  said  that  France  would 
be  delighted  to  have  an  opportunity 
which  might  lead  to  a  reduction  of  arma- 
ments.    He  thought,  at  least,  it  was  the 

Mr,  Cremer 


duty  of  the  Government  to  tak 
initiative  to  afford  France  and  the 
an  opportunity  of  taking  part  in  a 
fereuco,  and  it  was  with  a  view  of  g 
effect  to  that  opinion  that  he  hat 
his  Motion  upon  the  Paper.  The 
hon.  Baronet  {Sir  C.  Dilke)  states 
other  night  that  he  believed  that 
Government  in  Europe  looked  wit 
envious  eye  on  Great  Britain.  He 
that  expression  with  surprise.  Altl 
it  might  be  true  so  far  as  Govern] 
were  concerned,  he  denied  it  so  far  : 
people  were  concerned.  Ho  claim 
have  as  great  and  practical  acquaiu 
with  the  views  of  some  of  the  pe 
of  the  Continent  as  the  right  hon.  Ba 
had  with  Continental  politicians, 
he  unhesitatingly  averred  from  th( 
perience  he  had  obtained  from  atte 
scores  of  meetings  on  the  Continent 
there  was  not  the  slightest  feelii 
envy  on  the  part  of  the  peopi 
France,  or  Germany,  or  Italy,  o 
other  countries  of  Europe.  It  mig] 
that  the  journalists  of  France  and 
politicians  had,  during  the  last  12  c 
mouths,  developed  an  amount  of  Cha 
ism  which  was  to  be  deeply  rcgr< 
but  he  was  satisfied,  from  what  he 
seen  in  France,  Germany,  and  Italy, 
there  was  not  the  slightest  feeling  of 
towards  the  people  of  this  country 
was  true  they  did  not  make  manifest 
feeling  at  the  ballot  boxes,  for  the  r 
that  this  issue  was  never  raised  at  an 
tion  on  the  Continent  any  more  than 
It  was  generally  obscured  by  a  seri 
other  questions,  but  if  they  had  a 
issue  of  that  nature  raised  in  a  dii 
form  before  the  people  of  France,  ] 
Germany,  and  otlier  countries,  th 
would  be  seen  how  strongly 
would  manifest  their  desire  to  lb 
peace  with  the  people  of  this  and 
countries.  It  might  be  that  at  no  di 
date  an  opportunity  would  be  foui 
raising  such  an  issue  by  a  distinct  M< 
but  in  the  meantime  he  asked  the 
vernment  to  weigh  well  the  express 
opinion  by  the  body  of  represent 
workmen  to  which  he  had  referr 
number  which  could  have  been  i 
plied  by  thousands,  who  were  op] 
to  this  increased  expenditure  on  the  2 
He  also  asked  the  Government  not 
to  give  heed  to  such  an  oxpressi< 
opinion,  but  to  consider  whether, 
time  when  the   nations  were   groi 
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QOiIer  the  terrible  banleu  of  tlicir  arma- 
meats  thejhad  not  a  spleodtd  opportuuity 
of  taking  the  initiative  io  trying  to 
rednee  armamentB.  Tiie  time  would 
come,  despite  the  sneers  of  tho  hon. 
BiroDet  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
vheD  that  step  would  be  taken,  and  he 
m  sure  that  whatever  Government 
N»red  the  task  and  took  tho  first  step  it 
vouid  cover  itself  with  glory  and  receive 
(be gratitude  of  the  whole  people. 

The  CHANCELLOK  of  the  EX- 

CHEQUER  (Sir  WMlAKCoruT, Derby): 

I  have    so    much   sympathy   with    the 

objects  which  the  iion.  Mom1>er  has  in 

riev,    and  which    he    has    well   stated 

ii  the  speech  he  has  addresse<l  to  the 

HoDse,  and  I  have  so  much  respect  for 

the  long  and  consistent  part  ho  has  playeil 

m  the  interests  of  peace,  and  in  bringing 

M  all  occasions  before  this  House  and 

tkia  country  the  unutterable  evils  of  war, 

ihit  in  the  few  remarks  1   have  to  offer 

lie  mav  be  certain  thev  will  not  be  ani- 

Bited  by  a  hostile  spirit.     If  the  Go- 

Tvrameut  of   the   Queen,  I  care  not  to 

vlat  Party  it  belongs,  saw  that  it  had 

ur  possible  chance  of  using  an  effectual 

iaflneDce  to  diminish  what  is  tho  greatest 

nree  of  our  time,  the  militarism  which  is 

prevailing  in  Europe,  it  would  be  their 

AitT,  and   it  would  be  their  first  wish,  to 

■ft  such  endeavours.     So  far  1  entirely 

»ocur     with     my      hon.    Friend.      He 

■IV  rest  assured  that   the  present  Go- 

Wnment  will  always  consider  that   as 

we  of  the  first  objects  which  they  have  to 

place  before  themselves.     But  the  Go- 

remment  have,  I'  must  say  to  my  hon. 

Friend,  more  authentic  moans  of  informa- 

tioD  even  than  the  Paris  correspondent  of 

Tke  Times  with  reference  to  the  chances 

of  proposals  of   that  character,  and   to 

■ake  such  proposals  and  to  have  them 

net  with  public  rejection  would  be  not 

10  advance,  but  to  retard  tho  object  my 

hon.  Friend  has  in  view.     There  are  some 

things  that  the  hon.  Member  has  said  with 

which  I   entirely  concur.      I  hear  with 

great   regret  public  declarations  by  re- 

ipoiHible  persons  that  foreign  nations  are 

our  enemies.     I  do  not  believe  that  there 

i^  any  foundation  for  that  statement.  My 

ri^lit  hon.    Friend  the  Member  for  the 

Forest  of  Dean  has  said  that  we  are  the 

leaKt  popular  of  the  Powers  of  Europe. 

Well,  I  do  not  know  which  is  the  least 

popular  Power  iq  Europe  at  this  moment. 


Every  Power  seems  to  be  arming  to  the 
teeth,  and  I  suppose  that  these  Powers 
armed  to  the  teeth  do  not  regard  them- 
selves as  popular  Powers.  There  are 
vast  military  ambitions  abroad,  ambitions 
which  it  is  difficult  to  comprehend  or  to 
appreciate  among  nations  which  have 
Empires  one  would  have  supposed  would 
have  satiateil  anv  ambition.  We  have 
no  power,  unfortunately,  to  mitigate 
ambitions  or  to  deal  with  the  conse- 
quences which  arise  from  them.  I  natu- 
rally avoid  mentioning  the  name  of  any 
particular  Power.  If  it  wore  true  that 
any  particular  Power  were  tho  enemy  of 
England,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
politic  to  speak  of  it  and  io  dwell  upon 
tho  envies  or  the  hostilities  of  particular 
Powers  ;  certainly  I  do  not  think  it  is  a 
wise  thintj  to  do  so  in  the  House  of 
Commons  or  elsewhere.  There  is  another 
thing  in  which  I  concur  with  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  that  is  the  ambitions  are 
jfrcatlv  more  the  acts  of  the  Govern- 
ments  than  the  people.  I  believe  that 
what  he  said  is  true,  that  the  great  mass 
of  the  |)eople  of  this  country  do  believe 
what  tho  late  Lord  Derby  truly  stated  in 
speaking  of  the  interests  of  England,  that 
the  greatest  of  all  British  interests  is 
peace.  1  believe  there  prevails  through- 
out this  (rountry,  and  I  hope  through  the 
mass  of  the  people  of  other  countries, 
the  feeling  that  there  is  no  greater  curse 
that  can  afflict  mankind  than  war ; 
and  next  to  that  the  greatest  of  all 
curses  are  the  burdens  placed,  not 
pecuniarily  only  but  personally,  upon 
those  who  are  constantly  contemplating, 
anticipating,  and  preparing  for  war.  1 
believe  that  is  the  necessary  consequence 
of  the  state  of  things  which,  unfortu- 
nately perhaps,  prevails  in  Europe  at  this 
time  more  than  any  other.  I  also  agree 
with  my  hon.  Friend  that  great  d(?ni(m- 
strations  of  shipbuilding  or  of  armaments 
of  any  description  are  enormous  evils, 
that  they  set  a  bad  example,  which  is 
sure  to  be  followed  ;  and  therefore  if  it 
were  properly  charged  against  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  countrv  that  thev  were 
sotting  such  an  example,  I  should 
agree  in  mv  hon.  Friend's  condemnation 
of  such  a  policy.  In  my  opinion,  how- 
ever, the  Navy  of  this  country,  and 
indeed  the  Navies  of  all  countries,  is 
principally  and  before  all  things  not  an 
aggressive  but  a  defensive  force.  Tho 
aggressive  forces  are  the  great  Armies. 
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The  Navies  have  ceased  to  be  io  a  great 
degree,  and  have  lost  in  a  great  degree, 
their  aggressive  power  as  compared  with 
what  the  J  possessed  in  former  days.  I 
cannot  go  into  particulars  of  the  conse- 
quences of  the  Declaration  of  Paris,  but 
it  secured  the  trade  of  various  countries 
from  attack  under  the  shelter  of  a  neutral 
flag.  There  is  another  thing  not  suffi- 
ciently observed — a  blockade  which  in  old 
days  was  a  very  effective  aggressive  force 
has  very  much  lost  its  power  in  consequence 
of  the  facility  of  internal  communication. 
I  refer  to  these  things  in  order  to  point 
out  that  the  Navy  is  in  essence  a  de- 
fensive and  not  an  aggressive  force. 
I  will  not  yield  to  my  hon.  Friend  in  my 
abhorrence  of  war  in  all  its  sbapes,  nor 
in  my  deprecation  of  those  armaments  in 
anticipation  of  war,  but  I  have  always 
been  a  strong  advocate  of  the  supremacy 
of  the  British  Navy.  That  is  a  view  I 
stated  the  other  day,  and  I  also  statod 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
prepared  to  make  suca  proposals  as 
would  secure  in  future  that  the  Navy 
should  remain  and  continue  to  be 
supreme.  I  will  state  one  of  the  great 
reasons  why,  in  my  opinion,  the 
supremacy  of  the  British  Navy  is  a  great 
element  in  the  preservation  of  peace  for 
this  country.  The  great  fear  and 
danger  of  this  country  are  that  we' 
should  find  ourselves  iu  a  position  in 
which,  from  a  want  of  sense  of  security 
and  strength,  we  should  involve  our- 
selves in  the  complications  of  Europe 
and  the  great  military  Powers.  If  this 
country  felt  that  it  was  not  independent, 
that  it  was  not  strong,  that  it  could  not 
stand  alone,  it  might  be  forced  into 
European  combinations  or  complications 
from  which  it  would  be  most  desirable  to 
stand  aside.  I  have  always  regarded 
the  great  model,  the  great  example  for 
all  civilised  countries  to  be  the  policy 
of  the  United  States,  established  by 
George  Washington  100  years  ago. 
That  was  a  policy  of  pejice,  a  policy  of 
abstention  from  complications  with  other 
countries.  What  was  the  security  for 
that  policy  ?  It  was  the  Atlantic  that 
rolled  between  America  and  Europe.  If 
yoii  have  a  superior  Navy  you  may  have 
as  great  a  guarantee  of  your  own  neu- 
trality as  the  Atlantic  affords  to  the 
United  States.  I  desire  that  the  Navy 
should  be  strong  in  order  that  we 
may    be     neutral,    and     not    be    called 
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upon  to  combine  in  matters  in  which  we 
have  no  interest  at  all,  simply  for  want 
of  strength  to  support  our  own  indepen- 
dence. Happily,  from  our  situation  of 
not  being  bordered,  as  other  foreign 
nations  are,  by  great  Armies  on  their 
frontier,  we  may,  in  a  superior  Navy, 
have  that  security,  and  take  that  course 
of  action  which,  I  believe,  is  the  first 
interest  of  Great  Britain.  If  that  is  80| 
you  must  satisfy  public  opinion  on  that 
subject,  even  if  the  apprehensions  of  the 
public  mind  seem  to  you  to  be  unreason- 
able. If  you  are  to  have  that  security, 
of  which  I  have  spoken,  in  this  country, 
you  must  have  that  guarantee  which  will 
satisfy  the  public  sentiment,  even  if  it 
goes  beyond  the  convictions  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  It  is  perfectly  plain  that,  if 
you  have  a  nation  which  is  alarmed  with 
reference  to  the  guarantee  of  its  own 
security,  you  will  have  a  nation  in  a  con- 
dition in  which  it  is  likely  to  be  forced 
into  measures  which  it  might  be  in- 
expedient otherwise  to  adopt.  Though 
we  are  now  supreme,  by  takirig  no 
further  steps  we  might  cease  to  be  so 
in  the  future  ;  and  I  say  you  must  re- 
assure the  people  of  the  country  on  thit 
point  and  allow  no  room,  even  if  yoa 
choose  to  call  it  so,  for  panic  or  scaie. 
Therefore,  you  must  give  public  confi- 
dence in  this,  that  England  can  maintain 
her  own  interests,  and  that  we  have  no 
object,  no  intontion  to  attack  the  interests 
of  others,  or  to  meddle  in  interests  with 
which  she  has  no  concern — both  of  the 
highest  importance  in  the  policy  of  this 
country.  In  my  opinion,  those  are  the 
considerations  which  demand  the  supe* 
riority  of  the  British  Navy.  The  British 
Navy  is  the  great  guarantee  of  thai 
security,  of  that  policy  which  is  the  ^ 
policy  of  the  Government,  and  which  I 
hope  will  l>e  the  policy  of  all  Govern- 
ments— namely,  that  England  shall  be 
able  to  rely  on  the  force  of  the  Navy  in 
order  to  defend  her  shores  and  her  Em- 
pire, and  that  it  should  be  dealt  with  and 
placed  on  a  footing  so  far  from  giving 
umbrage  to  other  nations  as  to  make  it 
clearly  understood  that  it  is  not  intended 
for  the  purposes  of  aggression,  but  solely 
for  the  purposes  of  defence. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said^ 
he  desired  to  say  a  few  words  on  th» 
relations  of  the  Navy  and  the  MercanUk^ 
Marine,  and  also  to  reply  to  one  of  tho 
observations    of    the    hon.  Member  foC 
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HaggwBton,  who  asked  what  was  the 
fedingof  the  trading  commuDity  ou  this 
subject.  He  coald  say  that  the  Loudon 
and  Associated  Chamhors  of  Co.nmcrce 
took  such  care  in  the  collection  of  informa- 
tion ud  statistics  that  what  the  Govern- 
meat  had  determined  to  do  verified  the 
stitements  these  Chambers  made  and  the 
groand  upon  which  thej  had  commenced 
MtioD.  The  hon.  Member  asked,  who  was 
goiDgto  invade  ?  That  was  a  question  no 
006  could  answer ;  but  those  who  had 
ehiige  of  the  commerce  of  the  country 
Mt  there  must  be  no  risk  of  invasion  or 
ittaek  from  any  quarter.  The  very  life  of 
nmmerce  was  not  only  security,  1)ut  the 
tone  of  security.  And  yet  the  com- 
■veiil  community  was  as  stron(i:ly  in 
fcfonr  of  peace  as  any  portion  of  the 
Eaglish  public.  Tiic  hon.  Member  had 
ipoken  of  the  hypocrisy  of  some  on  this 
■de  of  the  House  who  declared  for  peace 
ud  against  armaments.  He  (Sir  A. 
SoUit)  was  one  of  those  who  sup[)ortcd 
ihehon.  Member\s  Resolution  in  ftwour 
flf  arbitration  with  the  United  States, 
iii  if  they  wanted  a  modern  illustration 
flf  the  principle  he  should  point  to  the 

Eiable  partition  of  Africa  under  Lord 
bary.  They  hoped,  for  the  sake  of 
onmerce,  for  permanent  peace,  but,  on 
iheother  band,  there  were  times  when  thc^ 
fcree  of  right  might  have  to  be  asserted  by 
the  right  of  force,  and  it  was  with  that 
object  only  that  it  was  desired  that  the 
fatcft  of  this  country  should  be  in  such  a 
meas  would  secure  those  ends  which  had 
been  90  eloquently  spoken  of  by  the  Leader 
of  die  House  of  Commons.  He  wished  to 
<peak  also  on  the  question  of  the  re- 
Mvces  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  for  the 
■uioing  of  the  Navy.  The  observation 
dkit  while  they  talked  of  ships  they  must 
Mt  forget  the  men  was  much  to  the 
point,  and  he  desired  to  add  that 
diej  must  have  the  best  of  both.  He  was 
glad  to  see  that  the  Government  intended 
toadd  6,700  men  to  the  Xavy.  The  figure 
Mggested  by  the  London  Chamber  of 
Commerce  was  10,000,  and  he  had  seen 
vgnments  in  favour  of  so  high  a  fipire  as 
^000.  He  acknowle<]ged  gratefully  the 
hlfilment  of  the  promises  made  by  the 
Covernment,  and  what  he  wanted  to 
emphasize,  with  approval,  was  that  the 
Government  were  going  to  draw  men 
*t  once  from  the  Mercantile  Marine, 
oopposiug  the  last  moment  were  waited 
'ofi  and,  still  more,  if  war  were  waited 
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for,  even  if  the  men  were  forthcoming, 
there  would  be  a  great  disorganisation  of 
the  Commercial  Marine,  and  a  depletion 
of  the  Service  when  all  its  resources 
might  be  required  for  the  supply  of 
food  and  raw  material.  But  in  the 
event  of  war  he  would  ask — and  that 
was  the  serious  question  he  put  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty — would  they 
be  able  to  get  from  the  reserves  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine  any  men  beyond  the 
number  of  the  reserve  itself  ?  They 
would  have  to  supply  the  gaps  in 
the  forces  which  war  would  create, 
and  it  must  not  be  supposed  that 
even  the  235,000  men  who  formed 
our  Mercantile  Marine  were  an 
illimitable  resource.  The  Royal  Naval 
Reserve  consisted  of  some  22,000 ; 
11,000  in  the  first  and  11,000  in  the 
second  class.  With  regard  to  the  first 
class,  it  must  bo  borne  in  mind  that  they 
were  chiefly  on  foreign  servicjc  and 
engaged  on  long  voyages.  They  were  all 
A.B.'s  and  good  men,  but  there  would 
be  a  considerable  dehiy  before  that  ^reat 
source  of  strength  could  be  completely 
utilised.  What,  if  they  picked  out  those 
A.B.'s,  would  be  the  position  of  the 
Mercantile  Marino  itself  ?  And,  as  to 
the  second  class,  the  only  observa- 
tion to  be  made  upon  them  was  tiiat 
thcv  had  onlv  to  take  16  drills 
in  five  years,  and  that  consequently 
they  could  scarcely  be  said  to  be 
qualified  to  at  once  take  their  places  on 
board  vessels  of  war,  and  be  expected  to 
be  familiar  with  the  various  denninds 
that  would  be  made  upon  them  in  a 
modern  battleship  or  cruiser.  He 
thought  if  more  interest  was  taken 
in  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve  they  might  be 
made  a  greater  resource.  How  little  was 
the  interest  taken  in  our  fishermen,  who 
were  the  backbone  of  the  second  class. 
The  other  dav  a  Scotch  Fisheries  Bill 
was  dropped  as  a  matter  of  little  concern. 
A  Committee  of  the  House  had  sat  with 
regard  to  the  (juostion  of  English  fish- 
eries, but  there  was  no  promise  or  even 
a  hint  at  legislation.  Things  were  very 
different  in  France,  where  there  was  a 
reserve  of  100,000  men,  a  large  number 
of  whom  were  fishermen,  and  all  of 
whom  had  served  in  the  Fleet.  Hence 
the  interest  of  Franco  in  her  Newfound- 
land fisheries,  from  Utrecht  onwards.  Ho 
took  the  figures  of  the  Mercantile  Marine 
as  235,000.  Of  these  80,000  were  A.B.'s, 
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and  from  these  they  must  deduct  27,000 
who  were  foreigners, and  who,  in  the  event 
of  hostilities,  would  be  liable  to  serve  in 
their  own  Navy.     He  desired  to  say  that 
most  of  them  were  men  of  high  character 
and  chiefly  old  seamen  to  a  great  extent 
of   Scandinavian   birth.      With  all    de- 
ductions thus   made  for  foreigners   and 
men  with  less  than  four  years'  service 
afloat,  the  real  reserve  was   reduced   to 
the  number   of   the    Royal    Naval  Re- 
serve   itself,    half   of   whom   would   be 
on      distant     voyages     while     the     re- 
mainder would  be  destitute  of  the  neces- 
sary skill.       He  was  sorry  he  could  not 
compliment  the  Government  on  carrying 
out  the  suggestion  made  by  the  Cham>>er 
of    Shipping    that    four    years'   service 
should  be  the  least  qualification  for  an 
A.B.,  instead  of  adhering  to  the  meaning- 
less regulation  that  a  man  should  not  be 
voted    entitled     to    be    rated   as   A.B. 
without  four  years'  service.     He  would 
urge     again     the     immediate     increase 
of    the    Reserve,    or    the     time    would 
come  when,  although  having  these  great 
warships,  we  should  not  bo  able  to  man 
them  ;  and  the  Navy  itself  must   train 
up    men     for     its     own    Service.     He 
thought   the   conditions  of  our  training 
ships   needed  more  attention.      He  had 
been    glad     to     receive     an     assurance 
from    the    Secretary    to   the    Admiralty 
that  the  health  of  the  Impregnable  had 
improved.   He  hoped,  too,  more  attention 
would  bo  given   to   the  training    of  the 
boys.     The  Navy  offered  a  great  career. 
It   gave   excellent  education  and   there 
was  admirable   discipline,    and  all  they 
had  to  do  was  to  increase  the  inducements 
to  enter  it.     He  had  another  word  to  say 
in  reference  to  our  guns.      In  the  Navy 
53    per    cent,   were,    accoriing    to    the 
London  Chamber,  muzzle-loaders,  while 
every  other  nation   had   weapons  of  an 
improved   type.      We  were   in  want  of 
355   gun?*,  and  there  was  a  promise  that 
they  should   be   rapidly  supplied.      He 
desired,  however,    to  draw  attention  to 
the  increasing  retrocession  in  reference 
to  the  output  of  guns.      The  figures  were 
—1890-1,  147;  1891-2,71  ;   1892-3,31  ; 
and  1893-4,  20.      If  the  people  did  their 
duty,  both  as  taxpayers  and  as  members 
of    our  forces,  to   the   State,  the   State 
must  also  do  its  duty  to  them,  by  seeing 
that  the   most  recent  and   valuable   re- 
sults  of   both   science  and  artizan  skill 
were  placed  at  their  disposal ;  and  bear- 

Sir  A.  Rollit 


log  in  mind  that  this  was  the  age    ii 
which    the    best    weapons     won,     th< 
State   must   take   care    that   our  forcei 
were  armed  with  the  best  that  could  b< 
got.      He  noticed  in  the  Estimates  ai 
item  of  some  thousands  for  photograph 
ing   the    stars    at   Greenwich    and   th« 
Cape.      This  was  excellent.      Nothing 
had  been  more  fertile  in  interest  or  wai 
likely  to  be  in  utility  than  cosmic  photo 
graphy,  but  this  work  was  not  very  cognat 
to  the  Navy  and  should    be  separated 
both  in  cost  and  performance.      A  not  he 
singularity    was   the  Estimate    for   sig 
nailing  services,  or,  rather,  an   inciden 
connected  with   it.       This  also  referred 
to  the  Heavens  ;  since  one  Sunday  oi 
Dover  Pier  he  had  asked  the  officer  ii 
charge  to  allow  him  to  look  through  hi 
glass  for  a  moment — a  glass  he  had  jus 
used.       The  reply  was,  it  was  contrar; 
to  Regulations  to  let  anyone  look  througl 
it  on  a  Sunday.      Was  there,  could  ther 
be,  such   an   absurd   Admiralty  Regula 
tion  ?     He  had  only  to  say,  in  conclu 
sion,  that    some  few  weeks  ago,  whei 
this    question    was   raised    (with    grea 
consideration    and    from    no    desire   t< 
create  a  scare,  but  the  contrary — to  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  one)   the  Cham 
bers    of    Commerce   received  from   tht 
First  Lord   of  the  Admiralty  assuranc« 
which,  so  far  as  he  was  able  to  judge 
were  now  going  to  find  fulfilment.     H( 
regarded    this    increase    of    armaments 
however   much    it  was  to  be  regretted 
as    absolutely   necessary.      So   long  ai 
the    verv    life    of    commerce    was  th( 
possibility    of    defending    it,    we    musi 
continue   to   keep  our  forces  in  a  higl 
state  of  efficiency,  and  he  was  glad  tha 
the     Government,     realising     what    h( 
believed  to  be  the  general  bent  of  publw 
opinion,  had  decided  that  our  commero 
and    our   fooil  and   other    supplies  aw 
the  livings  of  our  workpeople  sliould  no 
be  jeopardised  by  any  reasonable   wan 
of  security. 

Mk.  FORWOOD  (Liverpool)  :  Then 
is  no  one  in  the  House  who  would  na 
cordially  echo  all  the  Chancellor  of  th< 
Exchequer  said  as  to  the  desire  f(«r  th< 
preservation  of  peace  ;  and  one  of  the 
best  means  for  the  preservation  of  peart 
is  the  maintenance  by  th  is  country,towhidi 

peace  is  all-important  and  all-vital,  of  i 
Navy  adequate  and  sufficient  for  tlrt 
protection  of  its  interests.  The  question 
of  the  adequate   strength  of   the  NaTJ 
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iiw  been  considered,  I  think,  from  too  f  effect,  it  was  deemed  necessary  that 
nwTow  a  point  of  view.  From  the  state-  Great  Britain  should  have  a  8in)eriorit^ 
nwnt  he  made  last  Decrcmber  the  Chan-    of  five  first-chiss  battleships,  five  third- 


cellor  of  the  Exchequer  compared  the 
Nan' of  this  countrv  with  the  Navies  of 
two  other  countries  from  the  point  of 
TJew  of  mere  numerical  superiority.  But 
▼e  have  larger  and  greater  interests  to 
preserve  and  conserve  tliau  any  other 
nation,  and  we  ought  to  have  regard  not 
merelv  to  the  question  of  whetiier  we  have 
Id  point  of  numbers,  or  are  providing  in 
point  of  numbers,  a  sufficiency  of  vessels 
t8compare«l  with  two  other  nations,  but 
whether  the  number  we  are  providing 
we  sufficient  to  perform  all  the  duties 
they  will  be  called  upon  to  perform.  In 
iW8  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty  took 
the  question  up  from  what,  I  think,  was 
liie  most  practical  i)oint  of  view.  It  in- 
nted  the  most  competent  of  its  respon- 
riWe  naval  advisers  to  say  what  they 
considered  should  l>c  the  Naval  force 
required  by  this  country,  if,  unaided,  she 
WIS  to  be  placed  in  the  position  of  being 
able  to  meet,  without  any  doubt  of  suc- 
«»,  a  combination  of  two  other  great 
Xival  Powers,  having  regard  to  their  ex- 
i?tmg  Fleets  and  the  building  programmes 
of  those  two  nations.  The  reply  to  the 
JBTitation  was  the  Naval  Defence  Act, 
with  the  reservation  of  the  officers  who 
Bade  the  reconmiendation  that  the  build- 
ing policy  of  other  nations  should  be 
closely  scrutinised,  and  by  which  the 
hture  action  of  this  country  in  regard  to 
Wildiog  other  vessels  ought  to  be  guided. 
I  want  to  compare  the  position  of  our 
Kavj  in  1888  with  the  position  of  the 
Savies  of  France  and  Russia  in  the  same 
y*ar,  and  what  its  relative  position  would 
W  to-day.  A  very  interesting  Return 
W»  recently  been  presented  by  the 
Admiralty,  classifying  the  ships  as  on  the 
Jst  of  January  of  the  present  year.  The 
brte  deemed  necessary  for  Great  Britain, 
*itL  the  ships  added  imder  the  Naval 
^fence  Act,  was  20  first-class  battle- 
Aip*  as  against  15  possessed  by  France? 
•od  Russia,  12  second-class  battleships 
M  against  12  possessed  by  these  two 
*ower*,  and  11  third-class  battleships  as 
*§aiust  six  which  France  and  Russia  had. 
Ab  regards  first-class  cniisers,  it  was 
^eemeii  right,  for  the  protection  of  their 
''lade  and  commerce,  that  whilst  France 
^d  Russia  had  Id,  Great  Britain  ought 
i  Jo  jM»-rtess  29  ;  and  that  while  those  two 
•  **owers  possessed  13  second-class  cruisers, 
viroat    Britain    oaght  to  have  44.     In 


class  battleships,  14  first-class  cruisers, 
and  31  second-class  cruisers.  I  will 
assume  that  the  vessels  now  proposed 
to  be  laid  down  are  completed,  and 
that  the  vessels  stated  in  the  Return  to 
be  constructing  by  [•'ranee  and  Russia 
are  also  completed,  and  then  it  will  be 
shown  that  we  possess  29  first-class 
battleships,  against  28  by  France  and 
Russia,  12  second-class  battleships  against 
21,  31  first-class  cruisers  against 
2.5,    and     53    second-class    cruisers    as 


against 


27  ;     so    that. 


assunung 


thiB 


{ 


programme  completed,  we  shall  still  l^ie 
short  in  our  naval  force,  as  considered 
necessary  by  the  responsible  men  con- 
nected with  the  Admiraltv,  bv  four  first- 
class  battleships,  nine  second-class  battle- 
ships, eight  first-class  cruisers,  and  five 
second-class  cruisers.  I  am  j)erfectly 
aware  that,  in  the  First  Lord  s  state- 
ment, we  are  promised  that  this  is  but 
part  of  a  programme,  and  that,  in  a 
subsequent  year,  it  is  to  be  further 
developed,  and  also  that  it  is  undesirable 
to  make  plain  to  the  world  what  our 
policy  is  in  the  following  year,  for  fear 
that  others  might  take  advantage  of  it, 
and  go  ahead.  I  traverse  that  entirely  ; 
I  do  not  believe  in  programmes  of 
promises.  We  want  something  more 
than  promises.  But,  even  if  these  pro- 
mises are  to  be  fulfilled,  I  think  it  will 
be  seen,  from  the  figures  I  have  givep 
that  if  we  are  to  keep  up  our  Fleet  to 
the  position  deemed  necessary,  these 
promises  ought  to  be  fulfilled  at  a  much 
earlier  date  than  in  the  next  two,  three, 
or  four  ye^rs.  So  much  for  our  com- 
parative position.  I  will  now  inquire 
what  progress  we  are  going  to  make  in 
the  work.  Taking  last  year,  we  voted 
£557,000  for  large  vessels  which  were  in 
course  of  construction,  and  vet  we  find 
progress  only  made  to  the  extent  of 
£334,000.  1  find  that  seven  battleships, 
excluding  the  armaments,  are  to  cost 
£8,500,000  sterling.  Yet,  to  advance 
that  large  programme,  j)rovision  only 
a[>pears  to  have  been  made  for  £  1 ,335,000. 
The  result  of  that  action  is  that,  next 
year,  instead  of  providing  £1,835,(X)0, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
whoever  he  may  be,  will  .  have  to 
provide  for  an  expense  of  £3,500,000. 
It  is  one  thing  to  draw  up  a  programme, 
but   another    thing  to  make  pro[)er   pro- 
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vision  for  it.  If  this  promised  pro- 
gramme is  to  be  continued  next  jear,  the 
£1,250,000  which  will  be  saved  on  the 
construction  of  torpedo-boats  will  be 
more  than  required  for  the  extension  of 
the  programme  necessary  to  get  the  Fleet 
to  that  position  which  is  deemed  neces- 
sary for  the  protection  of  the  country. 
Therefore,  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that  we 
are  now  beginning  a  large  programme 
with  a  comparatively  small  sum  of  money 
provided  for  it,  and  that  next  year  the 
Estimates  as  regards  shipbuilding  n\ust 
be  increased  by  £2,000,000  or  £2,500,000. 
I  should  not  grudge  that  increase, 
or  any  increase  that  is  necessary  to 
strengthen  the  Navy  ;  but  I  think  that 
when  Estimates  for  a  large  programme  arc 
put  forward  it  is  right  to  examine  these 
Estimates  closely,  and  see  whether  the 
provision  for  carrying  it  out  is  properly 
distributed  over  the  year,  or  whether  it  is 
likely  to  increase  burdens  as  years  go 
on.  The  same  applies  to  naval  arma- 
ments. We  have  in  the  Estimates  to  lay 
down  a  Fleet  which,  when  completed, 
will  cost  £15,500,000.  The  armaments 
and  reserve  ammunition  for  that  Fleet 
will  cost  £3,800,000,  and  yet  the  Esti- 
mates voted  this  year  for  these  large 
requirements  are  only  £1,300,000,  of 
which  £500,000  is  required  for  the  nor- 
mal services  of  the  year,  leaving 
£800,000  towards  equipping  the  arma- 
ments and  ordnance  stores  for  this  large 
Aeet  of  vessels.  On  both  these  matters 
it  is  clear  that,  so  far  as  provision  in  the 
Estimates  is  concerned,  the  amount  taken 
is  small,  and  we  have  to  trust  largely  to 
the  future  and  to  promises.  There  is 
another  matter  in  regard  to  which  I 
nm  satisfied  the  Admiralty  are 
going  to  find  themselves  in  a 
serious  difficulty.  They  have  de- 
cried the  Naval  Defence  Act  of  the 
late  Government,  and  have  endeavoured 
and  have  succeeded  in  persuading  the 
House  to  decline  to  bind  themselves  to  a 
programme  by  Act  of  Parliament ;  but 
there  is  one  difficulty  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  going  to  encounter  which  was 
obviated  by  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  and 
that  is  the  difficulty  of  estimating  the 
amount  of  money  that  will  become  due 
next  year  to  contractors.  The  dockyards 
are  pretty  well  able  to  estimate  the 
amount  required  in  their  own  depart- 
ments ;  but  there  are  so  many  chapters 
of  accidents  in  contractors'  yards  that  it 
is  impossible  to  arrive  at  a  very  close 
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figure  as  that  which  contractors  will  eai 
In  the  course  of  the  Naval  Defence  Actt 
Estimates  of  the  naval  experts  were  wro 
to  the  extent  of  as  much  as  £1,000,0( 
In  the  coming  year  the  Contract  V< 
amounts  to  £2,920,000,  and  what  woi 
happen  by  reason  of  the  repudiation  of 
system  like  that  of  the  Naval  Defeo 
Act  ?  The  contractors  might  be  large 
behindhand  with  their  work  ;  ^and  if  tb 
are  behindhand  to  the  extent  of  £500,0( 
that  amount  will  have  to  be  surrender 
to  the  Treasury,  and  will  become  a  char 
on  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  for  t 
same  purpose  in  the  following  year,  wi 
the  result  that  the  whole  of  the  natioi 
finances  will  be  thrown  out  by  tt 
amount.  I  do  not  think  the  right  he 
Baronet  in  charge  of  the  Admiralty  woi 
find  it  possible,  if  he  had  any  large  amoi: 
of  the  contract  money  unearned,  to  < 
otherwise  than  return  it  to  the  Treasu] 
and  every  sixpence  so  returned  has  to 
provided  by  the  House  in  the  followi 
year.  I  sympathise  with  the  Admiral 
in  wishing  to  make  use  of  unexpend 
money  upon  stores  and  not  being  anxio 
to  pay  it  back  to  the  Treasury ;  I 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  b 
complained  of  the  conduct  of  the  h 
Government  and  myself  in  doing  t 
same  thing.  With  an  increase  in  bui 
ing  a  reduction  on  gun  estimates  a 
projectiles  necessarily  implies  an  increi 
in  future  years.  There  are  seve 
other  points  which  I  should  hs 
wished  to  dilate  upon  had  ti 
permitted ;  but  I  can  now  oi 
summarise  them.  The  type  of  vessels 
the  Resolution  class  exhibit  a  consid 
able  increase  in  length  over  ironclf 
previously  built.  I  think  we  get  tl 
class  of  vessels  made  as  long  as 
reasonably  possible,  having  regard  to  \ 
weight  of  their  armour  and  to  i 
armoured  citadel  which  they  have 
carry.  I  congratulate  the  Admiralty 
the  greater  length,  by  10  feet,  that  I 
been  decided  upon,  for  I  have  had  ev< 
confidence  in  the  stability  of  great  leng 
I  assure  the  House,  however,  that  wh 
the  designs  of  these  vessels  were  co 
sidered,  the  extreme  length  was  giv< 
having  regard  to  the  work  the  ships  ha' 
to  do,  the  weights  they  have  to  carr 
and  the  distribution  of  their  cargo.  Wii 
reference  to  the  Victoria,  that  vessel, 
believe,  was  laid  down  in  1885  or  188< 
The  present  Naval  Constructor  was  n< 
in  any  way  responsible  for  the  dcsigi 
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Aoj  ifflperfections  in  that  vessel  as  to 

rab-dirisioD  fore  aud  aft  have  not  been 

fblloired  ia  tbe  vessels  that  have  since  been 

designed.    In  regard  to  the  Resolution^ 

I  beliere  that  she  is  satisfactory,  aud  that 

tiiere  is  no  danger.     I  believe,  moreover, 

iliat  she  returned  owing  to  a  misconcep- 

tioQ  on  the   part  of    her    commanding 

officer.   It  has  been  stated  that  the  vessel 

retoroed  for  coal ;  but  she  had  plenty  on 

board.    The  origin  of  the  trouble  arose 

from  the  vessel   going   to   sea    in    the 

winter,  and  being  exposed   to  a  heavy 

file  in  the  Bay  of  Biscay,  without  the 

■ecessary   steps   having   been   taken  by 

kf  officers  to  batten  down  the  hatches 

ttd  cover  up    the  ventilators,  through 

tUch  the  water  found  its  way  below. 

Tliere  are  other  matters  that  I  should 

kre  liked   to   have   dealt  with,  but   I 

nderstand  we  are  to  have  an  opportunity 

ifter  Easter  of  dealing   more  at  length 

vith  the   Navy  Estimates.      As   a  full 

sad  free  discussion   is  promised  by  the 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  postpone 

whatever  other  observations  I  desire  to 

■ake. 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
liDGashire,  Clitheroe)  appealed  to  the 
Boitee  to  allow  the  Deputy  Speaker  now 
to  leave  the  Chair,  and  said  he  would 
nserre  the  remarks  he  had  to  make  in 
Nplj  to  the  various  points  raised  in  the 
norse  of  the  Debate  until  they  were  in 
Committee  on  the  Votes.  Gentlemen 
vfao  were  anxious  to  speak  would  be  able 
to  do  so  on  Vote  A  aud  Vote  1. 

Mk.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
toid,  he  would  give  way  to  his  hou. 
^nend's  appeal.  He  wished  to  say,  how- 
<^,  that  he  did  not  agree  with  the 
^mgo  speech  just  delivered,  and  on 
*Bother  Vote  he  should  take  an  oppor- 
^ity  of  objecting  to  wasteful  expend!- 
tore  00  the  Army  and  Navy. 

Question,  "  That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker 
*iM)w  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Si-i'i»LY, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1894-5. 

"^  .     [Mr.  Mellor  in  the  Chair.] 

I.  83,400,  Men  and  Boys. 

•Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
VP'  Mellor«  before  I  proceed  to  the  state- 
|&€Dt  which  it  will  be  my  duty  to  make 
^  reference  to  the  new  proposals  of  the 


Government    in     connection    with    the 
Navy,    perhaps  it    will    be    convenient 
if  I  deal    with    a    few    of    the    points 
which  have  been  raised  in  the  course  of 
the  Debate  before  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker 
left   the  Chair.     My   hon.  and   gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Eastbourne  men- 
tioned various  points  with  respect  to  the 
payment  of  the  coastguard,  second-cla6» 
stokers,    leading   stokers,   chief   engine- 
room  artificers,  aud  warrant  officers,  and 
suggested  that  they  should  be  referred  to 
the   Committee   of    which    the    gallant 
officer  who  a  short  time  ago  was  First 
Sea  Lord — Sir  A.  Hoskins — is  a  member* 
There  would  be  some  difficulty    in   re- 
ferring any  of  these  questions   to  that 
Committee,  because  it  has  to  do  entirely 
with   the    officering    of    the  Navy  and 
with     the    working    of     the    Childers* 
scheme ;    and   questions   of    this    kind, 
however  important    in    themselves,    are 
not    germane    to    the    inquiry    of    that 
Committee.     But  if  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  will   bring  any  of   these   points 
under  the  notice  of  those  who  are  re- 
sponsible at  the  Admiralty  he  will   find 
that  several  of  them  have  already  been 
looked  into,  and  that  others  are  under 
consideration,    and     any    representation 
which  he  may  make  will  have  most  care- 
ful  consideration.      These   matters  are^ 
however,  by  no  means  so  simple  as  they 
seem  when  they  are  individually  brought 
under  the  notice  of   the  House   by   an. 
hon.  Member  in  his  position.     It  is  easy,, 
for  instance,  to  bring  forward  the  case 
of  the  stokers  or  the  case  of  the  warrant 
officers,  and  to  make  out  a   very  good 
case  ;  but  what  the  Admiralty  have  to  do 
is  to  consider  the  case  of  any  particular 
class   of   men  or  officers  in  relation  to 
other  classes  of  officers  and  men.     Wheu 
dealing  with  one  you  cannot  help  touch- 
ing the  interests  of  others,  and  my  hon, 
and  gallant  Friend  need  not  fear  that  the 
representations    which    he     made     last 
Session  were  not  duly  considered  because 
I  have  made  no  annouucement  on  behalf 
of  the  Admiralty  in  the  House  in  regard 
to  them.     I  shall  presently  have  some- 
thing to  say  about  the  warrant  officers,, 
aud  I  assure  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
that  the  position  and  pay  of  the  warrant 
officers  and  the  other  classes  of  whom 
he      has      spoken      constantly     occupy 
our    attention     at     the    Adminilty.      I 
am  bound  to  say  one  or  two  words  with 
respect  to  what  fell  from  my  hon.  Friend 
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who  asked  me  why  wo  did  not  draw 
more  meu  to  the  Navy  from  the  Mercan- 
tile Marine.  If  he  will  look  at  the 
Statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, which  is  now  l>efore  the  Hoilse, 
ho  will  find  that  we  are  going  to  take  a 
new  departure,  and  are  attempting  to 
introduce  800  men  from  the  Mercantile 
Marine  and  other  outside  sources  in  order 
to  meet  the  increased  demands  that  are 
being  made  upon  us.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Kirkdale  Division  of  Liverpool 
spoke  of  the  officers  of  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve,  and  I  would  simply  refer  him 
to  the  third  paragraph  of  the  First 
Lord's  Statement  on  this  subject,  which 
is  as  follows  : — 

"The  number  of  oflScers  to  be  entere<l  for  12 
months'  training  on  board  Hhip8  of  the  Fleet 
has  been  raised  from  50  to  70." 

I  now  turn  to  the  statement  I  have  to 
make,  in  the  course  of  which  I  hope  to 
refer  as  far  as  may  be  necessary  to  other 
points  that  have  been  raised  in  the  course 
of  the  Debate.  The  statement  I  have  to 
make  on  behalf  of  the  Admiralty  re- 
specting the  new  proposals  may  suffer  a 
little  from  the  mist  and  drizzle  of  the 
long  Debate,  and  if  it  should  have  made 
my  powder  a  little  .damp  so  that  my 
projectiles  do  not  go  off'  with  energy,  1 
hope  the  Committee  will  make  a  little 
allowance  for  the  circumstances  under 
which,  not  for  the  first  time,  the  state- 
ment of  the  Representative  of  the  Ad- 
miralty is  made  in  this  House.  It  is  not 
necessary  that  I  should  enter  in  full 
detail  into  all  the  various  parts  of  the 
scheme  which  form  our  complete  propo- 
sals, because  hon.  Members  alreadv  have 
them  before  them  very  fully  in  print  in 
the  Statement  of  the  First  Lord.  What 
I  propose  to  do  is  to  dwell  somewhat  on 
certain  salient  points  of  our  scheme, 
and  explain  them  as  briefly  and  as 
clearly  as  I  can.  It  will  be  in  the 
knowledge  of  Members  of  this  House 
that  when  the  present  Government  came 
into  Office  ships  were  being  built  under 
the  Naval  Defence  Act,  and  I  do  not 
think  there  would  be  any  disposition  on  the 
part  of  the  Connnittee  to  find  fault  with 
the  policy  of  the  Government  last  year  in 
introducing  a  modest  programme.  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  mentioned  a  few 
months  ago  that  in  the  previous  year,  and 
I  think  also  in  1887,  he  had  introducfnl 
what  he  described  as  a  modest  pro- 
gramme.      Our     Estimates     Inst      year 
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amounted  to  £14,250,000 — almost  the 
same  amount  as  for  the  three  preceding 
years.  The  year  now  ending  is  the  last 
of  the  fi\Q  years  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Act.  It  appears  to  be  an  appropriate 
time,  therefore,  for  examining  our  naval 
strength  as  increased  by  five  years' 
efforts,  and  as  compared  with  the  strength 
of  Foreign  Fleets.  I  will  not  go  into 
statistics  as  to  the  relative  strength  of 
Foreign  Navies,  as  we  had  a  long  Debate 
upon  the  subject  a  short  time  ago. 
There  has  been  presented  a  Return 
which  I  moved  for  on  behalf  of  the 
Admiralty  which  states  correctly  the 
strength  of  Great  Britain  and  of  five 
Foreign  Powers  in  ships  of  war.  I  will 
only  say  this — that  anyone  impartially 
considering  that  Return  at  the  date  at 
which  I  speak — perhaps  I  might  speak 
more  emphatically  of  the  coming  month 
of  April — must  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  our  present  strength  in  battleships 
and  cruisers,  as  compared  with  that  of 
Foreign  Powers,  is  satisfactory,  and 
that  there  is  nothing  of  which  we 
need  be  afraid.  But  vigorous  additions 
have  been  made  for  some  years  past, 
and  are  being  made,  to  Foreign  Navies, 
particularly  those  of  France  and  Russia, 
and  therefore  the  special  efforts  we  have 
made  during  the  last  five  years  must  be 
followed  by  further  eflforts  continued  over 
years  to  come.  Moreover,  the  addition 
of  the  70  vessels  of  the  Naval  Defence 
Act  Fleet,  and  the  further  additions  now 
projected,  render  it  necessary  that  we 
should  have  more  armaments,  more  men, 
and  more  reserves,  with  consequent  in- 
creases in  the  Wages,  Victualling,  and 
Medical  Votes,  and  a  prospective  increase 
of  Naval  and  Marine  Pensions.  So  that 
it  is  not  in  shipbuilding  only  that  the 
tide  is  rising,  and  must  rise  for  some 
time.  Comparing  the  Estimates  now 
proposed  to  the  House  with  those  of  last 
year,  the  following  are  the  principal 
increases  : — Shipbuilding,  £2,267,000 ; 
armaments,  £68,000 ;  wages  nearly 
£300,000;  Victualling  and  Medical 
Votes  over  £loO,00();  Royal  Naval 
Reserve  close  on  £34,000 ;  works, 
£270,000;  other  Votes,  £37,000  ;  making- 
a  total  of  £3,126,000.  Before  I  come  to 
the  great  increase — the  shipbuilding  pro- 
gramme— let  me  say  a  few  words  on  the 
two  other  principal  causes  of  increase— f  j 
first,  manning  ;  secondly,  works.  I^ 
has    been  recognised    in    the    criticism* 
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thit  hiTe  been  made  upou  our  naval  !  existing  ships  are  concerned.  But  we 
strength  that,  whereas  during  recent  i  have  to  meet  the  additions  to  the  Fleet, 
jeare  very  great  additions  have  been  i  some  of  wiiich  are  being  rapidly  made — 
made  to  the  British  Fleet,  until  last  year  I  for  example,  the  torpedo-boat  destroyers, 
no  serious  effort  has  been  made  to  meet  i  We  have  also  to  meet  the  larger 
the  increasing  necessity  for  manning  the  '  requirements  of  our  modern  ships  as 
A«vv.  A  Manning  Committee  was  compared  with  the  ships  wliich  pre- 
wi:$elv  appointe<l  by  the  late  Government,  ceded  them.  We  therefore  propose  that 
tnd  it  made  the  necessary  inquiries ;  800  men  shall  be  entered  direct  from 
bat  the  chief  burdon  of  meeting  shore — that  is  to  say,  from  the  Mercan- 
the  increasing  demand  for  men  falls  tile  Marine,  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve, 
open  the  successors  of  the  late  Ooverii-  \  &c.  Turning  to  the  engine-room 
ment.  ["  No."]  I  am  surprised  to  hear  ;  complements,  last  year  I  prepared  the 
that  contradiction  ;  but  I  do  not  wish  to  j  Committee  for  an  addition  to  the 
go  into  the  matter  in  a  controversial  '  engine  -  room  and  artificer  ratings 
«pirit.  It  is  obvious,  however,  that  the  I  proportionate  to  modern  needs.  In  the 
Baking  of  great  additions  to  the  Navy  j  coining  year  the  following  additions  are 
wst  leave  the  legacy  to  the  succeeding  i  proposed  : — 100  chief  engine-room  arti- 
Gorerument  of  providing  the  additional  |  ficers,  250  enjjine-room  artificers,  and 
<>fieers  and  men  necessary  to  man  the  ,  2,439  stokers,  including  272  chief  stokers. 
wj.  I  do  not  wish  to  carry  it  further  ;  We  have  found  it  necessary  to  increase 
tkan  that.  We  have  to  face  that  neces-  ;  the  higher  stoker  ratings.  Increasing 
Htr,  and  I  claim  we  are  facing  it  without  I  the    number   of    chief    stokers  has    had 


the  slightest   hesitation,  and  are  doing 
»bat  is  uecessarv  to  meet  the  necessities 


a    very    beneficial    effect    in    attracting 
a  large    number   of    stokers    to   qualify 


« the  case.  The  increase  we  have  pro- i  as  mechanics,  and  thus  become  more 
posed  this  year  is  a  very  largo  one.  It  '  useful.  In  the  case  of  tho  stokers, 
Iw  been  misstated  in  some  quarters  that '  as  in  that  of  the  seamen,  the  necessity 
the  increase  has  been  o,  1 00  men  ;  but  the  '  of  endeavouring  to  secure  a  due  pro- 
wal  increase  is  6,700  men.  Last  year  I  |  portion  of  men  on  tbe  permanent  list,  as 
dplaineil  the  constitution  and  objects  of  \  distinguished  from  reserves  and  new 
tkHauoing  Committee.  It  consisted  of  i  entries,  has  led  to  the  decision  to  make 
Aree  Naval  Lords  and  two  naval  ex-  !  these  large  additions.  I  think  that  the 
pen*;  and  I  repeat  what  I  said  last  ye.ir,  I  Committee  will  learn  with  satisfaction 
<fcat  we  are  greatly  iudebttHl  to  the  efibrts  that  in  this,  as  in  other  respects,  we  have 
of  that  Committee  for  having  thoroughly  taken  measures  during  the  last  few 
uyestigated  the  question  and  settled  the  '  months  to  enable  the  additions  which 
principles  on  which  the  manning  of  the  we  propose  to  be  made  at  once  with  the 
Fleet  should  be  l>ased.  I  explaine<l  last  |  least  possible  delay.  The  months  which 
jearthat  the  Committee  considered  what '  have  passed  since  the  various  proposals 
•bips  would /orm  the  War  Fleet  of  1894  of  the  Government  were  matured  some 
**i  what  should  be  the  revised  com[)le-  '  months  ago  have  been  most  beneficially 
■ents  of  the  ships.  Now,  there  is  a  \  utilised,  and  our  plans  so  arranged  that 
Pcnoanent  Complement  Committee  which  •  no  time  whatever  will  be  lost,  and  mea- 
'''aws  up  the  complements  for  all  newly-  sures  can  be  taken  at  once  as  soon  as  the 
feigned  ships.  The  number  of  men  first  Vote  has  been  passed  by  the  House 
»|ece*sary  for  the  Fleet  has  to  be  con-  |  of  Commons.  One  word.  Sir,  al>out  the 
*uleretl  by  the  Committee  two  years  in  .  interesting  and  important  subject  of 
*^vance.  It  is  necessary  to  look  much  ,  warrant  officers.  Tliere  is  not  a  large 
further  ahead — about  10  years — in  order  |  addition  during  the  present  year.  Tho 
to  estimate  the  number  of  officers  we  may  !  reason  for  that  is  that  there  were  otber 
'»ut.  The  proportion  the  number  of  men  j  points  which  were  more  urgent.  It  is 
^  1^  drawn  from  the  Rtjserve  for  the  |  considered  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
Reel  ill  lime  of  war  sliould  bear  to  the  in  adding  sufficiently  to  the  number  of 
I*naanent  Reserve  has  been  carefully  |  warrant  officers  in  case  of  emergency, 
"^tty.  V7e  are  continuing  to  enter  boys  !  This  could  be  done  partly  iVL>m  the 
•^ the  rate  of  3,700  men  a  year,  auil  as  a  i  coastguard  and  partly  by  promotion  of 
'*s»lt  of  that  we  flfaall  Ikj  able  to  meet  |  petty  officers  from  those  who  have 
^«e  wants  of  the  Fleet  for  1895,  so  far  as    qualified    and    are    on    the    roster    for 
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promotioD.      The    subject    of    warrant 
officers  who  will  be  required  to  meet  the 
increased  needs  of  the  Navy  is  now  re- 
ceiving  special  consideration,  and  it  is 
intended    to   make    sufficient    provision 
for    future    years.      I    now    pass  to  a 
subject    which    occupied    the    time    of 
the    House    for    a    considerable  period 
yesterday  evening.     I  mean  the   Royal 
Naval    Reserve.      The    importance    of 
connecting    the    Royal    Naval  Reserve 
with    the    Service   afloat   is    clearly  re- 
cognised by  the  Admunlty:  700  men  of  the 
Royal  Naval  Reserve  are  now  to  have 
six  months*  training  with  the  Fleet,  and 
we  are  of  opinion  that  if  that   practice 
be  successfully  carried  out  year  by  year 
the  Reserve  will  be  greatly  increased  in 
value  by  this   training.      My   hon.  and 
gallant    Friend    the    Member    for    the 
Holderness  Division  of  Yorkshire  gave 
some    very    interesting     and    pregnant 
observations  to  the  House  on  the  subject 
of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  and  it  would 
not  be  respectful   to  him  if   I  did   not 
briefly  notice  these   observations.     If  I 
fail  to  notice  some  of  them  I  can  assure 
him  that  all  will  receive  due  consideration. 
He  asks  whether  the  800  men  who  are 
enrolled  from  the  shore  as  seamen  in  the 
Fleet  will  be  entered  for  a  shorter  period 
than  other  seamen  ?  We  are  endeavouring 
to  attract  these  men  not  only  from    the 
Royal   Naval    Reserve,    but    from    the 
Mercantile     Marine    and   the   seafaring 
population,  and  we  hope  to  get  a  good 
number  of  the  fishing  population.     They 
will  be  admitted  between  the  ages  of  18 
and  28  years.     They  will  sign  engage- 
ments   either  for    12   years'    continuous 
service  or  for  five  vears'  non-continuous 
service,  and  they  will  receive    exactly 
the  same  pay  and  advantages  and  pension 
as  the  other  seamen  of  the  Royal  Navy. 
I    think  that  is  a  satisfactory  answer  to 
the    question    asked    by   my   hon.    and 
gallant  Friend.     He  also  put  to  me  some 
questions  as  to  the  expectations  of  the 
Government  with  respect  to  the  number 
of    Reserves    who    would    be  available 
for   war,   and    quoted    the    opinion    of 
the    Committee    presided    over    by    Sir 
George  Try  on,  that   10,000  men   would 
be  available  at  the  outbreak  of  war.     I 
may  say  that  the  Admiralty   share   that 
opinion.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man stated  his  own  expectation  that  we 
should  get  20,000  Reserve  men  after  0, 
time  during  war,  and  he  asked  what  was 
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our    opinion.      1  think  his   guess  is  as 
much  entitled  to  receive  weight  as  any 
guess  made  by  the  Admiralty  itself.    We 
think   that   it    is   a  matter   of  surmise. 
Perhaps  we  have  our  own  calculations^ 
but   we  do    not    wish    to    hazard    any 
surmise  of  our  own  in  the  House,  and  we 
are  quite  prepared  to  accept  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend's  guess  as  a  very  fair  one. 
I  am  sure  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  will 
excuse  me  from  going  further  as  to  that 
matter,  and  will  recognise  that  it  is  a  wise 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Admiralty  not 
to  explain  the  details  of  the  manning 
arrangements  which  they  have  in  contem- 
plation for  war  time.     He  thinks  that,  at 
a  small  cost,  a  very  considerable  Reserve 
may  be  obtained.     I  can  only  refer  him 
to  the   Report  of   Sir   George   Tryon's 
Committee.       I  can  assure  him  that  we 
consider  our  present  Reserve  a  very  satis- 
factory force,  but  we  doubt  whether  it 
is  desirable  to  have  so  large  a  Reserve 
that  we  should  be  tempted   to   have   too 
large  a  proportion  of  Reserve  men  in  the 
complements  of  the  ships  in  relation  to 
the    permanent   men.      As    I   said  just 
now,    the   proportion    which    the    one 
should  bear  to  the  other  has    been  care* 
fully  considered  and  settled.     The   hon. 
and   gallant  Gentleman   also   asked  me 
about  the  10  years'  men  and  the  12  years* 
men  as  a  source  of  supply  to  the  Royal 
Naval  Reserve.  I  think  he  must  not  look 
too  much   to  that   source.     In   time  of 
peace    70   per   cent,  of    these   men   re- 
engage, and  that  is  a  satisfactory  fact} 
and  shows  that  the   great  bulk  of  the 
men,  after  serving  their  10  or  12  years, 
do    not    desire    to   sever   their   conneo- 
tion    with    the   Navy.     Out  of  the    re* 
maining  30  per  cent,  we   hope  to  get  a 
good  many  in  time  of  war.     I  now  tnm 
to   a    subject  of    great   difficulty,    upon  '] 
which  I  can  say  but  little — and  that  is- 
the  need  of  officers.  The  Admiralty  have 
taken  one  important  step  in  respect  to 
that,  but  before  I  mention  it  perhaps  I 
may  say  that  the  lieutenants'  list  is  now 
beginning  to  rise.  The  period  of  difficult 
through   which    we   have  been    passin^^ 
seems  to  be  coming  to  an  end.     The  sub- 
ject is  one  of  interest  and  of  great  import*, 
ance.      The  Admiralty  have  appointed  a ' 
Committee,  upon  which  Sir  A.  Hoskinft  - 
and  Sir  R.  Welby  have  happily  consented 
to  serve,  who  are  investigating  the  wbd© 
of    the    difficult  subject — the    numbers^ 
promotion,  and   retirement  of  executira 


i 

i 


757         Supply— Navy  {20  March  1894]  Estimates,  1894-5.         758 


ofBeera,  and  the  results  of  the  scheme  of 
Mr.  Childen — and  wheu  that  Committee 
reports  we  hope  to  get   most  valuable 
ligfal  apon  the  question  how  to  secure 
lafficieDt  officers  in  the  lower  rauk  of  our 
Senice  without   undulj   flooding   those 
rub  and  thus  stagnating  promotion.    In 
the  meantime,  the  entries  of  cadets  in  the 
Britannia  will  be  kept  up.     In  the  time 
of  tbe  noble  Lord  opposite  they  were  iu- 
ermed,  and  from   1886  until  now  they 
kre  exceeded  100  a  year,  having  aver- 
aged 128  in  the  last  four  years.     On  the 
nbjectof  engineer  officers,  we  are  making 
n  endeavour,  which  I  hope  will   meet 
vith  success,  to  enter  engineers  direct, 
bf  which  we  hope  to  have  a  considerable 
Menion  to  our  numbers.     We  are  also 
poposing   additions    to   the   Engineers* 
inioittg  School  at  Keyham.     My  hon. 
Aiendthe  Member  for  Gateshead,  in  his 
pietnresque  and  impressive  speech,  told  us 
tkt  we  do  not  pay  our  engineers  enough, 
lid  do  not  treat  them  well  enough,  and 
Alt  that  is  the  reason  why  we  do  not 
kfe  a  sufficient  response  to  our  invitation 
Id  engineers  to  join.     He  says  that  we 
Mght  to  give  proper  pay  and  provide 
fnper    housing   for   the    engineers.     I 
Mid  say  on  this  point  that  my  noble 
Friend  the  First  Lord  had  an  interview 
vidi  hon.  Members  who  represent  the 
i^'neers  last  year,  and  I  think  they  will 
idmit  that  very  attentive  consideration 
vai  given   to  the  points  they  brought 
Wore  him.    If  they  will  again  approach 
■T  noble  Friend  and  the  Admiralty  and 
pve  ns  the  benefit  of  their  advice  in  this 
ttcolt  and  important  question   we  shall 
be  very   happy   to   consider   the  whole 
■liter  in  the  light  of  the  arguments  they 
pi  before  us.  I  do  not,  however,  think  it 
voold  be  useful  to  enter  into  adiscnssion 
«  the  subject  across  the  floor   of   the 
Book.       I   would  much  rather  that  a 
friendly   conference  should    be    brought 
iboat,  such  as  we  had  last  year,  which 
bore  good  fruit.     I  think  it  would  bear 
food  fruit  this  year.     We  fully  recognise 
that  the  engineering  element  is  one  of 
dkemost  important  elements  in  the  Navy 
I  ft  existing  circumstances,   and  I  need 
cWly  say  that  one  and  all  of  us  are 
luxioas  to  do  full  justice  to  the  engineers 
M  engine-room  complements.     If  there 
[■*^7  grievance  we  are  anxious  to  remedy 
1^   I  confess   that   there   is   one   point 
jthieh  was  brooght  forward  by  an  hon. 
jGeotleman  opposite  in  which  I  feel  that 
pere  jg  some  apparent  hardship,  and  that 


is  that   w^e  have  had    to  call  upon  our 
engineer  officers  to  give  up  their  optional 
retirement  at  the  age  of  50.     But  that 
has    been    absolutely  necessary    in    the 
interests  of  the  country.      If,  however, 
they    can   show    that    there    is     really 
somediing     that     ought     to     be     done 
for  them  in  consequence  of  our  having 
called  upon  them  to  make  that  sacrifice 
in  the  interests  of  the  Navy  we  are  per- 
fectly open  to  conviction  on  that  point, 
and  if  my  hon.  Friend  and  those  who 
have  spoken  on  the  subject  will  bring  the 
matter  forward  we  shall  be  prepared  to 
consider   it.      But   I   cannot  say     more 
than   that.      I  do  not  know  that  there  is 
anything  more  in  connection  with  engi- 
neers that  I  need  dwell  upon  to-night.  I 
think  that  everything  is  covered  by  the 
assurance  I  have  given  that  we  are  ready 
to  hear  their  case — one  of  the  most  im- 
portant cases  that  could  be  brought  before 
us  and  one  which  calls  for  careful  con- 
sideration.    I  have  now,  I  think,  dealt 
with    the    various    points  in   connection 
with  the  manning  of  the  Navy,  and  I  pass 
on  to  the   consideration  of    the    Works 
Vote.    That  Vote  provides  for  the  dredg- 
ing, and    for    certain   defences    of    our 
harbours,  and    the  construction  of   new 
docks  ;   coaling  jetties,  naval  and  marine 
barracks,  magazines,  and  so  forth.     Last 
vear  it  was  evident  that  the  Works  Vote 
must   rise,   although,   having    had    such 
short  experience   at  the  Admiralty,  we 
were  not  then  prepared  to  increase  it.    A 
year's  careful  survey  of  this  question  has 
convinced  Lord  Spencer  that  a  large  ex- 
penditure   from    year   to    year  will    be 
necessarv  to  meet  the  necessities  of  the 
case.  Among  the  works  we  have  in  hand 
at  the  present  moment  are  the  two  great 
docks  l>eiug  constructed  at  Portsmouth, 
which  will  he  capable  of  holding  the  very 
largest  ships.     Progress  has  been  made 
with    very  important  dredging  work  in 
connection  with  harbours.    The  approach 
to  Chatham    in    the    Medway  has    been 
deepened,  the   a])proach   to    Portsmouth 
HarlK)ur  has  Iwen  greatly  improved,  and 
abeginning  has  been  made  of  the  dredging 
necessary  for  the  mooring  of  our  great 
vessels  at  Portsmouth,  and  other  dredging 
works  are  going  on  at  Plymouth.     Both 
at  Portsmouth  and   Devonport  extensive 
dredging  is  necessary.  The  Medway  will 
have    1o    be  widened  in   order  to  mako 
the    approach    to    Chatham     Dockyard 
satisfactory.     The    works    on    the    ex- 
tension  of    the   existing  mole   at   Gib- 
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raltar  have  been  begun.  The  new  works 
proposed  by  the  Admiralty  in  the  present 
Estimates  are,  taking  them  to  some 
extent  in  their  order  of  importance,  first, 
the  beginning  of  the  very  great  work  of 
the  extension  of  the  docks  and  basins 
at  Devonport  Dockyard.  That  scheme, 
known  as  the  Key  ham  Extension,  has 
been  under  discussion  since  1890  and 
has  received  very  thorough  consideration 
at  the  hands  of  the  present  Board  of 
Admiralty.  It  includes  three  additional 
docks  and  a  large  basin  area,  wharfage, 
and,  as  part  of  the  new  works,  a  coaling 
jetty.  These  great  works  cannot  be 
completed  in  less  than  10  years,  though 
of  course  a  certain  part  of  them  will  be 
completed  sooner,  nor  will  it  be  possible 
to  commence  them  before  the  end  of  the 
year,  until  the  scheme  is  quite  ready  for 
carrying  out.  Now  I  come  to  the  ques- 
tion of  naval  barracks.  A  few  words 
were  said  upon  that  subject  yesterday  by 
an  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He  seemed 
to  be  under  the  impression  that  experi- 
ence showed  that  it  was  desirable 
during  the  comparatively  brief  period  our 
seamen  have  to  spend  in  port  they  should 
be  housed  in  ships  rather  than  in  barracks. 
That  view  has  been  shared,  I  believe, 
by  some  persons  of  authority,  but  the 
opinion  at  which  we  have  arrived  is  this — 
that  to  men  who  have  to  suffer  various 
discomforts  during  the  number  of  years 
they  are  at  sea,  it  is  a  great  advan- 
tage to  be  placed  in  barracks  when 
they  are  on  shore,  and  we  can  point  to 
*the  experience  gained  at  the  Gunnery 
School  at  Portsmouth,  and  at  the  great 
naval  barracks  at  Devonport,  as  esta- 
blishing the  view  that  it  is  an  inesti- 
mable advantage  to  have  well-constructed 
barracks  to  receive  our  seamen  when 
they  come  on  shore  rather  than  to  place 
them  in  hulks,  where  thev  encounter  so 
many  discomforts  and  where  they  are 
exposeil  to  some  risk  of  tire.  There 
is  also  the  further  objection  to  such 
an  arrangement,  that  these  hulks  occupy 
valuable  space  in  our  basin  area 
which,  with  our  increasing  requirements, 
it  is  most  desirable  to  keep  open.  In  con- 
nection with  this  subject  of  barracks,  I  may 
say  that  the  swinnning  arrangements  for 
sailors  and  stokers  have  not  been  lost 
sight  of,  and  1  hope  that  before  long  we 
shall  have  such  aiTangements  as  will 
enable  sailors,  stokers,  and  Marines  to 
have  a  full  opportunity  of  learning  to 
swim.     The  convict  prison  at  Chatham 
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being  now  no  longer  needed  for  convicts, 
the  Admiralty  have  been  able  to  com* 
pletc  a  scheme,  not  without  great  alter* 
ations  and    considerable   expenditure,  to 
alter  the  present  prison-like  aspect  of  the 
buildings    and    fit    them    as    barracks. 
There  will   also   be   a  considerable  ex- 
tension of  the  Eeyham  Training  College 
for    Engineers,    which     is    now     over- 
crowded. Another  increase  in  expenditure 
is  caused  by  the  necessity  of  adding  to 
the     accommodation     for     Marines — of 
whom  oOO  were  added  to  the  establish- 
ment last  year,  and   500  this  year — at 
the  barracks  at  Walmer.    That  is  a  most 
desirable     place     for     training     young 
Marines,  and  at  present  we  are  obliged  to 
shorten  the  period.     Consequently,  it  is 
proposed   to  add  to  the  barracks  suffi- 
ciently to  enable  us  to  keep  the  young 
Marine     recruits     longer     at     Walmer. 
With   regard    to   other    works,    the  ex- 
tension    of     the     mole     at    Gibraltar 
has  been  taken  in  hand,  but  we  are  im- 
pressed with  the  necessity,  not  only  of 
carrying  out  that  work,  but  also  of  be- 
ginning a  further  extension  on  the  mole,  so 
that  the  ships  within  the  great  harbour 
at  Gibraltar  may  be  sufficiently  protected 
from  torpedo  attack.    We  have  also  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  time  has  come 
when  a   dock   must   be   constructed    at 
Gibraltar,  and  the  first  step  in  that  direc- 
tion will  be  taken  this  vear.     Stress  has 
been   laid   by  an  hon.   Member  on   the 
necessity  for  greater  accommodation  for 
the   storage  of    ammunition    at  foreign 
stations.     We  have  iutroiluced  into  the 
Estimates  proposals  for  adding    to  the 
magazine  accommodation   at  Malta  and 
Gibraltar,  and   I   hope  that    our    storeifr 
of     ammunition     at    these    places    wilL 
be     brought     up     to     a     satisfactory 
amount.     I  will  now  turn  to  the  question. . 
of  shipbuilding.     The  total  Shipbuildingf 
Vote  this  year  is  close  on  £7,000,000,  <*, 
an  increase  of  £2,267,000  over  that  of  the 
current  year.     The  first  point  to  which  I 
wish  to  draw  attention  under  this  head 
is  that    by  a  concentration  of  eflt)rt  oo 
the   completion   of   the   Naval    Defence 
Act  prognimme  we   have  been  able  to: 
exceetl    the   anticipations  we   formed  •*, 
the   time   we   took    Office.      The  stock, 
complaint  made  against   most   Govern* 
ments  on    first  taking   Office   has  been' 
that   they   were   so  intent  on  l>egiuningi 
new  ships  that  they  delayed  to  complete 
the   ships   already    in    hand.      But  tho 
desire    of  the  present   Government  h^ 
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l>ceu  to  do  the  reverse,  aud  in  tiiking  thih 

course  we  have  acted  upon  tht'iulvic^e  of  the 

naval  inembcn)  of  the  Board  of  Admiraltv, 

who  were  coIleague.s  of  the  uoblu  Lord 

opposite.     There  have  been  comphiints 

from  some  quarters,  however,  about  the 

course  we  have  pursued    in  pushing    to 

completion   tho   ships  under   the  ^'aval 

Defence  Act,  showing  how  impossible  it  is 

for  auy  Government,    whatever  it  may 

do  —  and     especially     for     a     Liberal 

Government — to    ])lease    some     people. 

We  have  tvo  very  good  reasons  for  the 

policy  which  we  have  adoptcil,  and  they 

ire  these.     In    the    first    ])laee,    ships 

pushed  forward  to  completion  promptly 

ait  always  cheaper  and  generally  better 

ihta  those  whose  construction  is  allowed 

l»Jrag  on  for  a  long  time.       Secondly, 

Wthis  effort  we  have   done  our  best  to 

fctiiijr  the  Naval  Defence  fleet  to  its  full 

[     filling  strength  at  tiie  end  of  the  term 

hbl.and  thus  to  fulfil  the   hopes  of  the 

biBitrs   of    the    Act    in    1889   and    the 

iveoiioDs  of  the  Parliament  which  passed 

iktAct.     All  the   10  battleships  which 

vtn;  proposed  under  the  Act  arenow  either 

iBeoiumisslon  or  in  such  a  state  that  they 

«ild  go  into  action  next  week  if  neces- 

■tT.      Of  the  42  cruisers  all  are  com- 

pkieand  ready  for  service  with  the    ex- 

KptioD  of    five,    and    those  are  so  far 

alviuced  that  we  shall  be  able  to  finish 

itta  during  the   next  few  months  ;  and 

^  the  torpodo  gunlK>ats   three  or   four 

•ij  remain  to   be  completed.     Coming 

to  the  year  on   which  we  arc  entering, 

At  first  object  on   which   part   of  our 

^Upbuilding  money  has  to  be  spent  is  the 

^pietion   of    the    Naval   DefeiKu;   Act 

ApS  auil  for  that   purpose  we   propose 

fc  vote  the   sum   of  £281,000.       The 

VVMid  heatl  of  expenditure  is  the  dock- 

M  :*liips  now    in   hnnd  of  the  further 

Fi^unme  not  under  the  Naval  Defence 

^.  These  are  the  Re  now  n^  the  Majestic^ 

*J  the    Maynijiceiit — thrcre    fii*st-(?lass 

■Jlleships — three  cruisers  of  the  Tnlhot 

*Jwi*,  and  two  sloops  building  at   Sheer- 

^!!.    The  third  division  of  outlay  is  the 

Struct  shipbuilding  now   in   hand,   in- 

'Ming  the  Powerful  and  the    Terrible^ 

j*y    tir:it-class     cruisers,     building     at 

^rrow  und  on  theClvde,  and  42  torneilo- 

"*tili!siro vers,   two   or  three  of  wiiich 

^^  oithiT  complete  or  in  an    advance<l 

J'^iHlition.      There  are  also   10  torpedo- 

^ti*  of  the  first  class.     What   I   have 

^iiuniuratcil  is  no  iuconsiderabh;  amount 

^^  work.     But  the  new  proposals  have 
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still  to  be  added,  making  a  fourth  head 
of  outlay.  These  are,  five  dockyard 
battleships,  two  contract  battleships,  hix 
contract  cruisers  of  the  second  class,  and 
two  sloops.  Hence  the  work  in  hand 
in  the  dockyards  will  be,  beside*  the 
completion  of  the  five  cruisers  under  the 
Naval  Defence  Act,  eight  first-class 
battleships,  three  second-class  cruisers, 
and  four  sloops.  In  private  yards  the 
work  will  be  two  first-class  battleships, 
two  first-class  cruisers,  six  se<'ond-class 
cruisers,  and  36  torpedo-boat  destroyers. 
Complaint  has  l>een  made  that  we  are  pro- 
posing too  much  money  for  the  Majestic 
and  Ma (/nijire/tt,  and  too  little  to  the  new 
ships  ;  iuit  I  am  satisfied  that  the  Con- 
troller of  the  Navy  has  very  wisely  dis- 
tributed the  money,  in  view  of  the  way 
in  which  the  Jiof/al  Sovereign  was 
])ushed  forward.  That  was  a  record, 
but  with  the  Majestic  the  piesenl  Board 
hopes  to  create  a  new  record,  profiting 
by  the  experience  gained  on  that  ocjca- 
si'on.  The  Majestic  is  really  growing 
at  Portsmouth  by  leapt*  and  bounds,  and 
Hoi)  tons  of  material  have  been  already 
worked  in.  The  experience  gained  from 
year  to  year  at  the  Admiralty  enables 
work  to  bo  pushed  forward  with  increas- 
inu  rapiditv.  The  total  amount,  in- 
eluding  armaments,  whurn  it  is  pro- 
posed to  vote  for  new  construction 
under  these  Kstimatcs,  is  a  sum  close 
on  €5,000,000,  or  in  actual  figures 
£4,9oO,(XK).  For  new  construction 
under  Vote  8,  exclusive  of  armaments, 
we  proj)ose  to  vote  £4,.500,CK)0,  as  com- 
l)areil  with  t'2,;J98,7C()  voted  in  1893. 
Taking  separately  the  ships  not  under 
the  Naval  Defence  Act,  including  arma- 
ments, we  propose  to  vote  for  them 
£4,669,0CK),  or  excluding  armaments 
£4,219,000,  as  against  £1,017,000  pro- 
posed in  the  Kstimatcs  of  the  current 
year,  an  increase  of  £3,202,000  for  new 
construction  excluding  armaments.  Out 
of  the  £4,r)(K),0()()  for  new  construction, 
dockvard  labour  will  absorb  £HCX),000, 
and  'of  the  balance,  £3,700,0(K),  the 
larger  part  will  go  to  manufacturing  and 
other  industries  outside  the  dockyards. 
So  does  a  large  ])art  of  the   expenditure 


on  armaments.  My  right  lion.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Ormskirk  Division 
made  a  calculation  as  to  the  cost  of  our 
])rograinine.  lie  took  only  the  proposals 
l)efore  the  House,  for  one  year,  and  that 
is  not  a  fair  statement  of  the  total  cost 
of   the  progrannne  of  the  Government. 
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This  Programme  will  involve  for  the  five 
years  ensuing  a  very  liberal  provision  by 
Parliament  of  public  money  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  Navy.  It  will  involve  more 
money  next  year,  and  in  the  following 
year  than  this  year.  Unfortunately,  at 
the  very  moment  when  the  cost  of  this  in- 
creased expenditure  falls  upon  the  nation 
we  have  still  the  unpleasant  prospect  of 
having  to  pay  for  two  years  the  annuity 
of  nearly  £1,500,000,  or  a  total  of 
£2,867,000,  for  the  contract  ships  built 
under  the  Naval  Defence  Act.  Those 
ships  have  been  completed,  but  the  cost, 
£10,000,000,  instead  of  being  paid  in  the 
five  years,  was  spread  over  seven  years, 
of  which  two  have  still  to  run.  In  this 
statement  I  do  not  wish,  unnecessarily, 
to  open  up  any  controversial  topics  ;  but 
I  will  just  say  this.  We  were  told  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  on  the 
13th  of  May,  1889,  that— 

'*  It  is  an  excei)tional  effort  which  we  are 
makinjs^.  We  arc  both  making  up  for  arrears  and 
forestalling  the  efforts  of  the  future." 

We  were  led  to  hope  that  we  should  be 
able,  at  the  end  of  five  years,  to  revert 
to  so-called  normal  expenditure.  This 
anticipation  was  the  justification — the 
only  possible  justification — for  not  bear- 
ing in  tlie  ^\e  years  the  burden  of  five 
years'  work.  The  work  uuder  the  Naval 
Defence  Act,  though  costly,  has  been 
good.  But  of  this  we  feel  satisfied  :  If 
the  House  of  Commons  could  have 
foreseen  the  impossibility  of  returning 
to  normal  expenditure  at  the  end 
of  the  five  years  and  the  necessity  of 
spending  another  £3,000,000  in  excess 
of  the  normal  Estimates,  and  a  still 
further  increase  in  1895,  the  House 
would  never  have  assented  to  this  feature 
of  the  Naval  Defence  Act,  and  would 
have  insisted  tiiat  the  burden  of  the  five 
years  should  be  borne  in  the  ^\e  years, 
and  that  sufficient  for  the  succeeding 
period  would  be,  I  will  not  say  the  evil, 
but  the  burden  thereof.  After  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  CardiflT 
I  need  not  go  very  fully  into  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast. 
My  hon.  Friend  said  that  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  produce  a  ram  which 
could  do  what  he  said,  the  Government 
would  not  hesitate  to  adopt  it.  I  can  only 
-'--vite  him  to  submit  his  design  to  the 
J^nabi  iralty.  W^e  should  accept  with  the 
Allude  a  t  JQ^  i^jj  indestructible  ship  which 
greatesia.  jj^  qI  going  amongst  formidable 
is  capab^,,.  ^  ^  Kay'Shuttleworth 
otr  ^ 


ironclads  and  destroying  them  one  aft^^ar 
the  other,  while  it  is  perfectly  invuln^»> 
able   itself.     There   are    hon.    Memb^ara 
present  who    have   submitted   plans     -^o 
the  Admiralty,  and  they  have  been  v^sry 
fairly  considered ;  and  I  can  only  regr-^ 
that   the   hon.  Gentleman   opposite  (9.  id 
not    take    the    opportunity    which   yrwrn 
open  to  him  last  week  of    meeting  tbe 
present  Director  of  Naval  Constructicio 
at  the  Institution  of    Naval  Architeeti^ 
where  the  whole  of    the  matters  whicA 
the  hon.  Member    has  brought  forward 
might  have  been  discussed  by  experts. 

Sir  E.  HARLAND  :  I  wish  to  say 
that  at  the  very  time  when  Mr.  White'* 
valuable  paper  was  being  discussed  I 
was  very  closely  engaged  on  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Labour.  I  could  not 
possibly  have  attended,  although  I  wai 
most  anxious  to  do  so. 

•Sib  U.  KAY-SHUTTLE WORTH: 
Of  course  I  at  once  accept  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said.  I  onlj 
want  to  indicate  that  exceedingly 
technical  points  of  that  kind  can  be  bar 
better  discussed  among  experts  than 
across  the  floor  of  this  House.  The  hon* 
Gentleman  thought  it  would  be  desirable 
that  designs  for  warships  should  be 
referred  either  to  a  Committee  of  thia 
House  or  to  a  Committee,  including 
engineers  and  representatives  of  the 
Mercantile  Marine.  That  qnestioD 
was  dealt  with  by  the  hon* 
Member  for  CardiflT,  who  objected  to 
an  embargo  being  placed  on  the  Con* 
structor  of  the  Naval  Department. 
The  Admiralty  consider  themselves  r^ 
sponsible  for  designs,  and  they  would 
not  be  discharging  their  duty  if 
they  surrendered  that  responsibility. 
It  is  a  groat  responsibility,  but  thej 
have  the  advantage  of  first-rate  ex* 
pert  advice,  and  the  Board  consista  \ 
to  a  very  important  degree  of  naval 
men  of  experience  whose  opinions  ] 
on  such  subjects  are  entitled  to  great 
weight.  I  think  it  is  a  satisfaction 
to  the  country  that  they  should  accept 
the  responsibility  for  designs  of  ships  and 
not  place  it  on  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  or  any  other  Committee. 
^j  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  CardiflT  W- 
asks  for  an  assurance  that  the  new  ships  " 
will  be  absolutely  invulnerable  against 
guns,  rams,  and  torpedoes.  He  knows 
that  is  too  much  to  expect  ;  and  I  ven- 
ture to  say  to  the  House  that  anyone 
occupying  my  position  ought  to  be  chary 
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of  gifing  ADj  each  assurances.  The 
next  war — long  may  it  be  off — will  alone 
aohe  manj  of  these  problems,  but  I  do 
aaj  that  we  believe  our  new  ships  will 
be  strong  enough  to  keep  rams  and  tor- 
pedoes at  a  respectful  distance,  and  that 
tiiqr  possess  qualities  of  offence  and 
defence  which  will  not  be  second  to 
thoflo  of  any  of  the  existing  battleships 
of  the  world.  It  will  be  satisfactory 
to  the  House  to  know  that  all  possible 
I  preliminary  steps  have  been  taken  in 
coDoection  with  the  carrying  out  of  our 
pQgramme.  Orders  for  commencing  the 
two  big  battleships  can  consequently  be 
jJBna  to-morrow.  Invitations  for  tenders, 
vi&  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  were 
Jned  some  time  ago  ;  they  have  come 
ii,hi?e  been  examined,  and  have  been 
pprisionally  settled,  and  the  oxpendi- 
tn  on  the  earlier  dockyard  battlc- 
iips  has  already  begun.  More  than 
IS50,0(X)  has  been  taken  for  the  three 
lUeh  are  to  be  commenced  early,  and 
ibnt  £60,000  for  two  which  cannot  l>e 
kpm  at  Portsmouth  and  Chatham  till 
ie  end  of  the  year.  It  is  absolutely 
■possible  to  commence  ships  in  the 
Mjards  without  regard  to  the  work 
lUeh  is  in  hand,  and  that  is  the  reason 
vhj  a  comparatively  small  sum  is  taken 
lor  those  two  ships,  though  it  is  double 
the  amount  which  was  proposed  for  two 
kfttleships  which  were  put  in  the 
Kitimates  of  1892-3  by  our  predecessors. 
For  poshing  on  the  Majestic  and  Magni- 
feaU  more  than  £160,000  in  labour 
iktte,  or  more  than  £836,000,  including 
Merials  and  contract  work,  is  taken. 
The  RenotPn  will  cost  about  £266,000 
ttii  year.  These  measures  for  prompt 
eonmencemcnt  and  rapid  pushing  for- 
wd  of  ships  now  in  hand  are  part  of  the 
falfilment  of  the  assurance  which  was 
firen  to  the  House  by  the  right  hon. 
llember  for  Midlothian  on  behalf  of  the 
Government  that  steps  would  be  taken, 
with  Treasury  sanction  where  neces- 
sary, for  hastening  preparations  and 
avoiding  loss  of  time.  I  ask  the 
Committee  also  to  remember  that,  as 
we  fully  maintain  our  supremacy  as  a 
Kaval  Power,  so  also  we  maintain  the 
inperiority  in  the  speed  at  which  we  can 
build  ships  of  war.  Not  only  is  that  the 
ease,  but  we  can  build  considerably 
cheaper  than  Foreign  Powers.  It  cannot 
be  too  clearly  understood  by  our  neigh- 
boors  that  we  recognise  the  fact  that  the 
United  Kingdom  cannot  afford  to  allow 


any  combination  to  endanger  our  supre- 
macy on  the  seas.  Whatever  it  may 
cost,  whatever  sacrifice  it  may  entail, 
we  shall  keep  our  Navy  capable  of 
defending  our  interests  against  any 
combination  which  can  be  formed 
against  it,  and  of  performing  the  ex- 
ceptional duties  in  time  of  peace,  and 
the  duties  of  a  different  nature  in  time  of 
war,  which  fall  on  our  ships.  This  is 
our  defence,  as  an  Empire  of  i$>lands  at 
home  and  in  distant  seas,  an  Empire  of 
colonies  and  dependencies  throughout 
the  world.  When  we  say  this,  we  say 
it  in  no  warlike  or  defiant  spirit,  but  as 
a  truism,  as  a  doctrine  which  is  accepted 
in  this  country  by  people  of  all  shades  of 
opinion,  as  a  recognition  of  what  is 
vitally  essential  to  our  commerce,  to  our 
security,  and  to  our  very  existence.  We 
are  asked  in  some  quarters  to  publish  our 
five  years'  programme.  I  gladly  notice 
that  by  some  other  critics  of  both 
shades  of  politics  we  are  strongly  urged 
to  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  opinion 
of  the  Government  is  this — that  the  only 
possible  effect  of  prematurely  i)ublishing 
our  programme  is  to  deprive  us  of  an  ad- 
vantage which  we  may  as  well  rctiiin  as 
long  as  possible.  It  is  right  that  wo 
should  look  aheail  ;  that  what  we  do 
this  year  should  be  part  of  a  scheme 
thoroughly  worked  out  by  naval  and 
expert  authority  at  the  Admiralty,  con- 
sidered by  the  Government,  and  approved 
in  time  to  allow  of  the  careful  prepara- 
tion of  designs  for  various  types  of 
vessels  of  improved  or  novel  construction. 
The  scheme  has  been  worked  out,  and  will 
remain.  The  preparation  of  the  designs 
has  been  commenced,  and  the  newer 
types  will  be  built  in  the  coming 
years  of  the  period  ;  and  I  may 
say  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
that  it  is  their  deliberate  resolve  that  if 
they  have  an  opportunity  they  will  con- 
tinue theirs  effort  through  the  five  years 
and  carry  into  full  effect  their  programme. 
That  is  my  answer  to  my  right  lion. 
Friend,  who  says  this  is  a  programme  of 
promises.  He  may  regard  it  as  such  ;  but 
I  ask  the  House  generally  to  accept  our 
word  that  it  is  our  intention  to  persevere 
with  the  programme,  and,  if  we  have 
the  opportunity,  to  carry  it  into  effect. 
If  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  take  our  places  and  come  into 
Office  we  entertain  not  the  slightest  fear 
that  they  would  go  back  from  a  pro- 
gramme which  has  been  settled 
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predecessors,  and  which  is  based  on  the 
best  expert  advice.  Risk  may  arise 
of  uudue  stimulus  to  the  increase  of 
rival  efforts  abroad  when  a  five  years' 
programme  is  anuounced  with  a  flonrish 
of  trumpets.  We  do  what  we  can  to 
minimise  that  risk  by  confining  our 
published  details  as  to  ships  and  money 
to  one  year.  But  how  can  we  best  check 
this  competitive  race  on  the  part  of  other 
Powers  ?  My  answer  is  this — by  evidence 
that  one  Party  is  quite  as  alive  as  the  other 
to  the  paramount  duty  of  maintaining  our 
strength  on  the  sea.  And  if  to  that 
evidence  he  added  the  salutary  lesson 
that  neither  Party  in  this  House  will  be 
tempted  to  Party  attack  and  Party  re- 
crimination on  the  subject  of  our  Navy 
—  a  subject  on  which  we  should  all 
agree,  and  which  should  be  lifted  above 
the  level  of  faction  and  petty  wrangle 
— then  we  may  hope  that  it  will  be 
once  for  all  understood  that  nothing 
which  any  other  State  can  do  will  pre- 
vent our  maintaining  the  security  of 
our  commerce,  the  defence  of  our  poases- 
bions  throughout  the  world,  and  the 
command  of  the  seas.  Sir,  I  now 
submit  these  large  and  carefully-con- 
sidered proposals  to  the  House,  in  full 
confidence  that  they  will  be  adopted 
by  common  consent  in  the  true  interests 
of  the  security,  prosperity,  and  peace 
of  our  people  and  possessions  through- 
out the  world. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  r  Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  The  fact  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  proposed  to  the  House 
Estimates  so  largely  in  excess  of  those 
of  last  year,  coupled  with  the  speeches 
of  the  present  Prime  Minister  and  other 
Members  of  the  Government,  may  be 
accepted  by  the  House  as  an  earnest  that 
the  Government  are  determined  to  do 
their  best  to  bring  up  the  Navy  to  the 
standard  of  strength  at  which  both 
Parties  in  the  House  agree  it  is  necessary 
it  should  be  maintained.  Therefore,  I 
feel  it  is  the  duty  of  those  who  in  the 
past  have  urged  upon  the  Government 
the  necessity  of  increased  expenditure,  to 
do  their  best  to  accept  the  proposals  now 
submitted  in  the  spirit  in  which  they  are 
made,  to  let  bygones  be  bygones,  to 
refer  to  the  past  as  little  as  possible,  and 
to  concentrate  our  attention  in  trying  to 
make  the  i)roposal  of  the  Government  a 
really  workable  scheme  which  shall 
secure  for  the  British  Navy  a  standard 
of  strength  superior  to  that  of  any  other 
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two  Foreign  Powers  in  the  world, 
difficulty  with  which  we  are  confroi 
on  the  threshold  is  that  while  the  ( 
vernment  ask  the  House  of  Commoos 
give  them  its  confidence  in  respect  O! 
five  years'  scheme  they  only  reveaT 
the  House  one-fifth  part  of  that  schep 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  reasons  irhi 
have  been  given  for  this  maintenance 
secrecy  will  not  stand  a  moment's  analjv 
What  is  the  objection  to  taking  Pam 
ment  into  the  confidence  of  the  Gova 
ment  ?  Every  Government  has  done 
before.  It  was  done  when  Lord  NoH 
cote's  three  years'  scheme  was  propot 
And  when  the  late  Government  broii| 
forward  their  five  years'  scheme,  nottt 
did  they  tell  the  House  what  they  fl 
posed  to  do,  but  they  gave  a  full  reel 
of  the  financial  liabilities  which  \ 
scheme  would  impose  on  the  revenues 
the  country.  It  is  impossible,  thereft 
for  Parliament  to  have  confidence  b 
scheme  of  the  financial  magnitudt 
which  it  has  no  knowledge.  The  i^ 
hon.  Gentleman's  objection  to  the  p 
lication  of  the  scheme  is  that  forfli 
nations  will  find  out  the  details.  ] 
does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  raa 
suppose  that  he  can  keep  the  Bohd 
secret  from  any  Foreign  Govenutt 
during  five  years  ?  The  only  resuU  ^ 
be  that  every  Admiralty  in  Europe  ^ 
be  in  full  possession  of  the  details  of 
Ministerial  plans,  and  the  body  that  "^ 
be  kept  in  ignorance  is  the  House 
Commons,  which  has  to  vote  the  mofl 
I  cannot,  therefore,  understand  why 
Government  will  not  take  the  Hodei 
Commons  into  its  confidence.  1 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone'^' 
great  length  into  various  propoi 
in  connection  with  his  scheme.  1 
proposes  to  spend  a  very  large  amoinil 
money  under  the  head  of  buildings  i 
works.  I  have  no  doubt  these  are  nai 
sary,  but  the  amounts  which  it  is  ^ 
pose<l  to  expend  during  the  coming  ji 
appears  in  many  cases  to  be  absurdly! 
of  proportion  to  the  total  sum,  which 
put  at  £4,130,000.  For  example,  dl 
propose  to  spend  £940,000  on  dred^ 
but  the  amount  taken  in  the  Estimit 
for  the  year  is  £85,000,  which  meaoflj 
this  rate  spreading  the  expenditure ovi 
period  of  12  years.  On  Key  ham  Ba 
they  propose  to  spend  £2,000,000,  1 
the  amount  taken  for  the  coming  year 
only  £1,000,  and  at  this  rate  it  will  II 
2,000  years  to  complete  the  expendite 
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lie  next  ImbUitT  is  £783,000  for  cx- 

flitnre  abroad.  The  Hmount  taken 
Ik  rear  i«  £23,000,  wliicii  means 
itt  it  will  take  36  rears  to  pasH  before 
It  vork  H  finished. '  Then  for  barracks, 
ibh  are  ni^^tlj  required,  it  is  pro- 

K  to  spend  £350,000,  and  £1,000  is 
u  i«  a«ked  to  be  voted  now,  so  that 
Iw  bamcks,  which  are  nrgcntlj  rc- 
feM,eaonot  be  finished  for  350  year:*. 
1  ii,  therefore,  evident  that  if  the  prc- 
generation  is  to  have  any  benefit 
I  these  works  and  knildings  we  nin^t 
mpbte  a  very  much  larger  ex  pond  i- 
'ifnture  years.  I  repeat,  tiiat  it  is 
that  the  House  shoiihl  )>e  taken 
lie  confidence  of  the  Ciovernracnt ; 
if  a  change  of  Government 
place,  how  can  the  incoming 
lent  be  pledgcfl  to  a  scheme 
Intent  of  which  they  do  not  know  ? 
to  repeat  that  it  is  only  right 
lAe  House  should  be  taken  into  the 
of  the  Government,  becniisc 
lAiDge  of  Government  shouhl  take 
how  could  the  incoming  Govern- 
be  pledged  to  a  scheme,  the  full 
trf  which  they  were  not  aware  of  ? 
idy  method  by  which  continuity 
knaintained,  and  the  adlierents  of 
Furies  in  the  House  kept  to  a 
of  naval  construction,  is  to 
Ae  Honse  into  confidence  and 
tbe- assent  of  both  Parties  to  tlio 
We  should  then  all  be  ])lod<]:ed 
I'tttd  no  matter  what  cbaiio^es  mav 
pK*  the  scheme  must  be  carried 
As  to  the  Manning  Vote,  ir  is 
^t  no  attempt  was  made  by  the 

AJrairaltv     Board     to     meet    the 

ft 

difficulties    engendered    by  the 
Defence  Act.     A  more  astonisii- 
[Utement  I  never  heard,  and  it  was 
in  the  flattest  and  plainest  man- 
^  Lonl     Spencer.       Six  or   eight 
*  after    Lord  Spencer  came    into 
he-  dealt    with    the    question    of 
Did  the  noble  Lord  then  say 
the    late    Government    made     no 
to  meet  the  manning  difticuity 
'1  bv  the  Naval  Defence  Act  ?  On 
^«ootniry,  the  noble  Lonl,  after  being 
'•oothft  in  Office,  so  far  from  stating 
'the late  Government  had  neglected  the 
king  difficulty  held  out  the  hope  that 
'  innluctions  might  be  made,  but  that 
could  not  be  made  just  then  ;  that 
ioapossible  to  reduce  the  numVicr 
[^ficers  and  men   then  ser^'ing  in  the 
N  And  that  be  was  not  prepared  then 


to  suggest  any  change  in  that  dire<?tion. 
The  fact  is  that  for  vears  before  the  late 
Government  left  Office  they  raised  by 
annual  increments  the  number  of  men 
from  60,()()i)  odd  to  74,(XK)  odd.  It  is 
therefore  an  act  of  gross  injustice  to  say 
that  the  late  (iovernmcnt  ignored  the 
manning  dif!iciiltv. 

•Siu  r.  KAY*SIirTTLi:\VORTH  : 
I  beg  the  n()bh>  Lord's  pardon  ;  I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  recognised  the 
fact  that  the  udble  Lord  opposite 
api>ointe<l  the  Committee,  a  most  useful 
Committee,  but  1  said  what  was  perfectly 
true,  that  the  burden  of  the  increase  in 
the  number  of  men  had  falhMi  upon  the 
present  (iovernnient. 

Lord  (i.  HAMILTON  :  I  dilFer 
altogether  from  my  right  lion.  Friend. 
We  increased  the  manning  number  }»y 
lOjCKM)  men,  and  the  He^erve  by  (),(K)0. 
I  undertake  to  say  that  we  j>roviiled  the 
great  bulk  of  the  men  necessary  to  man 
the  Fleet  as  anti(Mpated  undt-r  the 
Naval  Defence  Act.  Of  course,  if  vou 
subsequently  add  a  fresh  number  of 
ships  vou  must  increase  vour  numl>ers 
of,  men.  I  am  perfectly  satistied  that 
0,000  additional  men  will  cover  all  the 
requirements,  as  far  as  manuiug  is  con- 
cerned, for  the  ships  comprised  in  tiie 
Naval  Defence  Act.  We  are  now  told 
that  there  is  to  lu;  an  increase  of  (>,70() 
men,  but  1  cannot  see  how  thai  total  is 
arrived  at.  Hut  I  am  (juife  willing  to 
recojrnise  that  the  (lovernfnont  have  dealt 
liberallv  with  the  mannintr  ditliirultv,  and 
that  their  proposals  are  in  the  main  satis- 
factory. The  number  seems  really  to  be 
/),T(K),"  that  is,  l.OOO  short.  ()f  that 
number,  !,<)()()  is  automatic!  ;  800  are  sea- 
men entered  dinjct  from  the  Mi-n-antile 
Marine  ;  there  is  an  increase  of  .JoO  en- 
gine-room artitieers,  2,4r>0  stokers,  and 
oOO  marines.  As  far  as  I  can  make  out, 
oOO  arc  bovs  who  have  been  entered, 
making  tin;  number  really  .j,2(K).  I 
(juestion  the  policy  of  the  increase  of 
stokers,  as  the  duties  of  stokers  and  fire- 
men are  the  same  in  the  jMercantilo 
Marine  as  in  men-of-war,  an<l  we  can 
obtain  men  when  we  want  them  for  this 
duty.  It  is  otherwise  with  tniinetl  men. 
Whilst  I  agree  with  the  proposals  re- 
lating to  manning,  I  wish  to  make  a 
suggestion.  In  the  past,  when  olficurs 
and  men  were  more  than  sutHcient  to 
man  sea-going  ships,  a  number  ol* 
secondary  and  snbsitliarv  duties  were 
put  upon  the  men  in  the  Navy,  including 
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the  surveyiDg  and  trooping  service.  I 
have  always  felt  that,  as  officers  and 
men  receive  more  scientific  training,  it  is 
a  mistake  to  use  them  for  the  everj-daj 
purposes  where  less  trained  labour  would 
answer  every  demand.  It  seems  to  me 
to  do  so  is  much  the  same  as  using  razors 
to  chop  blocks  with.  I  deprecate  the 
mode  in  whicii  it  is  proposed  to  augment 
the  number  of  stokers.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  necessity  to  make  the  new- 
comers long-service  men.  To  do  that 
would  be  to  create  an  additional  expense, 
when  stokers,  whose  work  is  the  same 
on  any  steamships,  can  be  obtained  easily 
from  the  Mercantile  Mariue.  I  am 
strongly  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  for 
the  advantage  of  the  Public  Service  if  a 
change  were  made  in  the  present  arrange- 
ments by  which  troops  are  now  con- 
veyed to  and  from  India.  The  Indian 
troop  service  is  now  composed  of  old 
troopers.  These  old  ships  will  soon,  how- 
ever, cease  to  exist,  and  I  am  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  proposal  that  trooping 
and  transport  should  be  carried  out  in 
future  not  by  Government  ships,  but  by 
contracts  with  private  companies.  In 
time  of  war  these  troopers  would  at  once 
have  to  be  laid  aside,  and  every  officer 
and  man  engaged  on  them  now  would 
have  to  be  used  elsewhere.  As  that  is 
what  must  happen  on  the  outbreak  of  a 
war,  I  cannot  but  think  it  would  be  a 
wise  policy  to  get  the  transports  which 
would  then  have  to  be  called  into  requisi- 
tion into  something  like  working  order 
during  times  of  peace.  I  believe  there 
are  some  60  lieutenants  locked  up  iu  the 
surveying  service.  I  would  not  dissociate 
the  surveying  service  from  the  Navy, 
but  I  think  a  good  deal  of  that  work 
could  be  done  by  hired  vessels,  leaving  a 
considerable  number  of  officers  available 
to  man  our  vessels.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that  a  Committee  has  been  appointed  to 
consider  the  question  of  officers  under  the 
proposed  new  arrangements.  With  regard 
to  the  subject  of  increased  pay,  which  is 
from  time  to  time  brought  forward  for 
non-commissioned  officers  atid  men,  I 
have  always  maintained,  whether  I  am 
at  the  time  in  or  out  of  Office,  that  if  the 
men  expect  more  money  in  the  future 
the  conditions  of  the  old  regime  must  be 
very  carefully  gone  into.  I  regard  with 
great  satisfaction  the  action  taken  by  the 
Government  with  a  view  of  extending  the 
«cope  of  the  annual  mobilisation,  and  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  the  system  is  steadily 
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developing  and  increasing  in  favour  with 
the  men.  I  believe  that  the  change  in 
the  barrack  system  is  also  working  good. 
Before  I  say  a  few  words  on  the  Ship- 
building Vote,  I  must  notice  the  very 
able  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Belfast  (Sir  £dward 
Harland)  with  reference  to  the  Admi- 
ralty business  now  before  the  House.  I 
could  not  help  feeling  that  the  opinion  of 
none  of  us  can  stand  on  equal  terms  with 
that  of  a  man  who  has  had  so  many  years 
of  daily  practical  knowledge  of  ship- 
building, when  a  question  has  to  be  faced 
from  a  purely  practical  point  of  view. 
But  while  I  most  fully  appreciate  the 
value  of  the  hon.  Member's  remarks  as  to 
what  should  in  future  be  done  in  the  way 
of  lengthening  our  war  vessels  and 
altering  their  coaling  capacity,  I  would 
very  humbly  suggest  that  the  experienct 
gained  in  the  building  of  merchant  ships 
alone  cannot  always  be  applied  to  the 
building  and  equipment  of  men-of-war. 
In  building  the  latter  there  is  one  thing  - 
above  all  to  be  considered — namely,  where 
and  how  to  place  the  guns.  So  difficult 
a  question  has  this  always  proved  that  I 
feel  I  may  say  that  those  who  have  tried 
the  building  of  both  kinds  of  ships  hanv 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  to  build  a 
merchant  vessel  is  but  child's  play  to  the 
difficulties  experienced  in  building  pro- 
perly a  fully-equipped  man-of-war.  A\ 
battleship  is  a  fighting  machine,  anfld 
therefore,  many  things  in  her  desiga^ 
must  be  subordinated  to  the  training 
her  guns  and  the  storing  of  the  ammi 
tion  for  them.  I  would  make  one  si 
gestion,  and  it  is  this  :  that  the  h< 
Member  for  Cardiff,  who  has  achiei 
such  success  in  the  designing  of  vi 
to  cross  the  Atlantic,  should  try  his 
on  a  cruiser,  and  that  he  should  take 
the  responsibility  for  her  sea-j 
qualities. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Battleships  ?       *^ 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  am  noti 
sure  about  the  hon.  Member's  battle 
and  therefore  I  would  give  him  a  ci 
first.      If  he  could  attain  success 
that  he  would  have  had  the  satisfi 
of  proving  his  theories,  and  the  Const 
tive   Department  of  the   Admiralty 
only  too  glad  to  welcome  outside 
gestions   when    they    can    do    so 
reasonable  security.  The  confidence 
is  now  placed  in  the  Designing  Dej 
ment  of  the  Admiralty  is  a  contntt. 
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tiie  laek  of  coDfideoce  formerly  exhibited, 
and  the  change  maj,  I  think,  be  taken 
M  the  measure  of  the  gratitude  due  to 
Mr.  White  for  his  services  during  the 
put  13  years.    If  the  Committee  assent 
to  the  proposals  for  increased  expendi- 
ture we  ought  to  have  a  guarantee  that 
the  money  voted  will  be  applied  to  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  asked.     Great 
objection  was  taken  by  Members  of  the 
Govemment  to  the  procedure  under  the 
Naval  Defence  Act    by    which  money, 
when  voted    to   particular    ships,    was 
mder  the  necessity  of  being  devoted  to 
thoee  ships  alone,  and  could  not  be  de- 
foCed    to    any    other     purpose.       The 
iauicial   year,   which   would    close    on 
April  I,  was  the  first  in  which  the  two 
qitems  had  been  in  operation — the  new 
9Mem  inaugurated  by  the  Act  and  the 
lU  system.     The  two  systems  having 
WW  been  in  operation  side  by  side,  I 
voold  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the   Ex- 
chequer  to   follow   the    results    of    an 
Bvestigation  which  I  have  made.     The 
Moont  of  money  voted  under  the  Naval 
Drfeoce  Act  for  new  construction  was 
£1^1,000,  and  every  penny  of  that  has 
hn  devoted  to  the  purpose  for  which 
it  was  asked.     All  the  rest  of  the  money 
«M  under  the  old  system.     It  provided 
ftrdie  commencement  of  four  large  ships 
■i  the  building  of  a  number  of  smaller 
Aipiand  torpedo-catchers.     There  was 
a  manimous   opinion  that    we   should 
|Hh  on  the  building  of  big  ships,  be- 
MMewe  were  most  deficient  in  them. 
Iv  that  purpose  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
U  £37d,0O0,   and  the  sum  they  had 
fM  at  the  close  of  the  present  financial 
>r  was    £143,000.      There    may    be 
[ikMible  reasons  given  for  the  expendi- 
^  having   been   kept  down — ^for   the 
between   the  actual   and   the 
iMunated  expenditure — but  as  the  ships 
;vwe  included  in  the  Programme  of  the 
|;^eeding  year,  there  does  not  seem  to  be 
valid    excuse    for     the    difference 
BCD  the   sum   spent    and   the   sum 
The  Admiralty    also   proposed 
year  to  build   14  torpedo-catchers, 
mtal  vessels.     They  were  to  bo 
with  tubular  boilers,  on  a  new 
iple ;  and,  as  we  are  only  in  the 
of  that  experiment,   I    protest 
the  unwiae  step  of  so  many  being 
notil  we  have  gained  experience 
may     auggeet     improvements. 
the  Hooae  was  in  continuous 
tliere  was  no  intimation  of  any 
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change  until  December,  when  the 
Financial  Secretary,  in  a  tone  of  triumph, 
informed  the  House  that  instead  of  14 
the  Admiralty  had  ordered  36  torpedo- 
boats,  costing  £34,000  each,  thereby 
incurring  an  additional  outlay  of 
£800,000  without  Parliamentary  autho- 
rity. Now,  Sir,  I  own  to  being  very 
much  surprised  at  this  occurring  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  Financial 
Secretary,  because  he  was  so  very  severe 
on  all  our  Departments  when  he  was  ^ 
Chairman  of  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee. What  is  the  consequence  ?  The 
consequence  is  that  a  liability  of 
£800,000  is  carried  forward  to  this  year. 
If  this  unauthorised  order  for  22  torpedo- 
ships  had  not  been  given,  that  £800,000 
would  have  been  available  for  big  ships^ 
and  four  or  five  of  them  might  have  been 
commenced  in  private  yards.  I  object 
to  this  irregularity,  from  a  Parliamentary 
as  well  as  from  a  naval  point  of  view. 
It  is  a  mistake  to  order  at  once  such  a 
large  number  of  torpedo-boats,  which 
require  constant  care  and  attention, 
especially  when  the  engine-room  artificer 
complement  is  so  short,  and  when  there 
will  be  a  difficulty  in  obtaining  basin 
accommodation  for  the  vessels  that  will 
be  completed  this  year  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act.  Frum  the  Parliamentary 
point  of  view  I  ask  what  guarantee- 
have  we,  if  we  are  not  put  in  possession 
of  the  whole  scheme,  that  the  same 
transaction  may  not  take  place  in  the 
future  on  a  larger  scale  ?  I  suppose  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
will  say  that  when  I  was  in  Office  I  did 
the  same  thing.  Even  if  I  did,  that 
would  not  be  a  justification,  but  I  did  not» 
What  I  did  was  entirely  different.  I  will 
tell  the  Committee  what  occurred.  The 
late  Government  had  trouble  with  certain 
boilers  which  leaked  badly,  and  we  were 
reluctantly  compelled  to  put  in  the  Sus- 
pense Account  £60,000  or  £70,000  for 
the  purpose  of  reboilering  those  vessels, 
if  certain  experiments  failed.  But  the 
experiments  succeeded  beyond  our  most 
sanguine  expectations,  and  that  sum  was 
not  appropriated  under  the  Repairs  Act,, 
but  we  asked  the  Treasury  to  be  allowed 
to  devote  the  money  to  building  certain 
small  vessels.  But  what  has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  done  ?  I  quite  agree 
that  there  must  be  a  latitude  given  to 
First  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  so  that 
they  may  make  provision  for  unforeseen 
expenditure  out  of  savings,  but  there  is 
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one  Vote  to  which  the  power  of  diver- 
sion ought  not  to  apply,  and  that  is  the 
Vote  for  new  construction.      My  com- 
plaint is,  that  not  only  have  the  Admi- 
ralty run  up  unauthorised  liahilities  with 
regard   to   small   boats,    but   also    with 
regard  to  big  vessels.     It  is  an  axiom  of 
naval  Rnauce  that  no  new  ironclad   is  to 
be  constructed  until  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  an  opportunity  of  assenting  to 
the    commencement   of   the  vessel,   but 
during    the     past     year     the     Govern- 
ment have,    without   authority,  entered 
upon    the    construction     of     big     ves- 
sels    which     in     the     aggregate     will 
cost  £2,400,000.  I  therefore  congratulate 
the   right  hon.  Gentleman,   as  the  late 
Chairman  of  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, on  having  beaten  the  record  of 
financial  irregularity   in  running  up  this 
enormous  bill   without   authority.     The 
right     hon.    Gentleman    referred    to    a 
possible  change  in  the  Government.      If 
that  change  takes  place,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  resumes  his  functions  as 
Chairman  of  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, we  shall  watch  with  interest  the 
manner  in  which  he  will  pronounce  judg- 
ment himself  for  this  irregularity.      If 
Parliament  is  to  have  control  over  ex- 
penditure, such  transactions  ought  not  to 
take  place.       I  hope  we  will  have  an 
assurance   from    the   Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  nothing  of  the  kind  shall 
occur  again.     There  is  no  Service  which 
is  more  liable  to  fads  than  the  Naval 
Service.     At  one  time  it  is  a  torpedo,  at 
another   time    a    100-ton   gun,    and    at 
another  a  torpedo   catcher.     All    these 
things  are  good  ;  but  do  not  let  the  idea 
run   away   with   you.     I    have    always 
believed  that  the  danger  of  torpedoes  in 
warfare  has  been  over-estimated,  and  the 
more  I  see  and  read  the  more  am  I  con- 
firmed  in    that   impression.      These  42 
vessels  to  which  I  have  referred  are  of 
no  use  whatever  for  offensive  purposes, 
and  their  construction  only  shows  how  a 
certain  idea  carries  away  distinguished 
naval     officers.       The    expenditure    of 
£4,500,000,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposes,  is  a  good  round  sum.     It  is 
not   quite   equal  to    what   France    and 
Russia    are    spending    at    the    present 
moment,  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer may  fairly  take  credit  for  the 
greater  economy  of  our  method  of  con- 
struction.    The  idea  is  that  our  Navy  is 
to  be  equal  to  those  of  any  two  Powers, 
and  the  two  strongest  Naval  Powers  are 
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France  and  Russia.     England  has  now 
22  first-class  battleships  building  and  in 
commission.      With  the  additional  seven 
ships    that   are    to    l>e    constructed    the 
number    will    bo   raised  to  29.     France 
and   Russia   have  already    28  first-clasb 
battleships.      I    therefore    imagine  that 
the  number  *'  seven"  was  fixed  upon  in 
order  to  give  England  an  apparent  ad- 
vantage of  one  over  the  battleships  of 
these  two  nations.     But  the  bulk  of  the 
vessels  of  these  Powers  in  course  of  con- 
struction are,  however,  much  advanced, 
and  will,  I  fear,  be  completed  before  our 
seven   additional  ships  can  be  finished. 
France  and  Russia  will,  therefore,  soon 
be  ahead  of  us.     In  second-class  battle- 
ships there  is  no  semblance  of  equality 
between     ourselves     and     France     and 
Russia,  for  we  have  only  12  such  ships, 
whilst  the  two  Powers  named  have  21. 
In  second  and  third-class  cruisers  we  are 
superior,  and  we  have  a  certain  superi- 
ority in   first-class   cruisers.     What   we 
want  are  big  vessels  ;    and,  that  being 
the  case,  instead  of  building  six  second- 
class  cruisers,  it  would  be  wiser  to  build 
four  of  the  first-class,  which  are  vessels 
that  can  take   part  in  any  great  naval 
engagement.     I  wish  to  say,  in  conclo- 
sion,   speaking   for   myself    and    for    a 
large  majority  of  those  who  act  with  me, 
that  we  desire  to  co-operate  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in   increasing  the 
strength    of  the  Navy  ;    but   when   the 
right     hon.    Gentleman    concluded     bj 
stating  that  he  had  placed  his  scheme  on 
record,  I  must  point   out   that   that  if 
exactly  what  he  has  not  done.     I  hope^ 
therefore,  that  the  Government  will  con- 
sider the  advisability,  in  spite  of  whafe 
they  have  said  on  platforms,  of  taking 
the  House  of  Commons  into  their  confi- 
dence,  and   telling  it  what  they  reallj 
propose  to  do.     If  they  will  only  do  th&l»  : 
and  give  some  assurance  that  what  I  have  . 
complained  of  shall  not  occur  again,  they  ^ 
will  receive  every  assistance  from  us  in 
bringing     to    a    successful     issue    aoy 
scheme    for    the    strengthening  of  tbB 
Navy  in  the  interest  of  the  Empire  atj 
large. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, NJE> 
said,  he  was  by  no  means  satisfied  witbj 
the  expressions  used  by  the  Fioancillj 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  respecting  w 
engine-room  artificers.  In  connectidnj 
with  that  portion  of  the  scheme  whiel; 
provided  for  a  large  number  of  stokeOij 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the  singn* 
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lar  expression,  '^  the  stukerA  are  qualified 
as  mechaoica.'*    Now,  the  only  men  who 
were  in  anv  sense  qualified  as  mechanics 
were  the  artificers.       These  men  ha<l  to 
Bcrve  a  seven    years'  apprenticeship  to 
My  qualify    themselves    as    practical 
engineers,  and  then  they  had  to  pass  a 
test  examination  as  to  fitness  ;  and  vet, 
after  doing  all  that,  they  could  never  be 
promoted  from  the  position  in  which  they 
fonml  themselves  on  the  first  day  of  their 
entry  into  the  Navy.       Their  grievance 
was  that  they  could  never  be  promoted, 
ud  that  though  they  entered    the  Ser- 
Tice  as  nominal  petty  officers,  they  had 
not  the  status,  pay,  accommo<lation,  or 
ttthority  of  petty  officers.      In  all  other 
lADcfaes  of  the  Service  avenues  of  pro- 
aodoQ  were  provided.       In  the  Army  a 
tammer-boy  could  become  a   non-com- 
■ittioaed  officer.     These  men,  after  all, 
were  the  really  qualified    practical    en- 
gineers of  the  Navy.       He  had  nothing 
whatever  to  say  of  the  so-called  engineers 
—so-called,  he  meant,  by  the  Regulations; 
iMt  he  did  say  that  whatever  their  quali- 
fcatioDS  might   be   they   had    not    the 
ipecial  qualities  which  the  engine-room 
■en  had.       Engine-room  artificers  were 
Nieeted  for    service    in    torpedo-boats. 
They  would    not   select  even   engineer 
•iicers  for  that  onerous  post,  and  yet, 
with  the  exception  of  a  little  extra  pay 
•hile   doing    such     duty,    engine-room 
•rtifieers     went     back     to     the     same 
\     ■ting    as    before    -without   any    chance 
•laterer    of  promotion.     As  the   right 
hnu     Gentleman     the     Member      for 
lirerpool     had      said,     the     ships     of 
4e  Xavy  would  have  to  depend,  not  on 
^  men  on  deck,  not  on  the  first-class 
^rs,  but  upon  the  men  beneath,  who 
vcre  in  the  engine-room.      He  therefore 
libd    the     Financial     Secretary,    and 
iboQgh  him  the  First  Lord,  to  consider 
k   position     of     these    men.       They 
^ed  for  nothing  unreasonable.       They 
M  not    ask    to   be    relieved   of    their 
Onerous  duties.     They  did  not  ask  to  be 
^le  gentlemen  on  board  the  ships  ;  but 
4iey  asked    that  they  should  have  the 
^Qce  of   promotion    like   every  other 
t\MA  in  the  Service,  and  that  they  should 
we  accommodation  suitable  to  the  posi- 
es they  occupied.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    talked    abont    the    stokers 
Wing  qualified  as  mechanics.     What  did 
«^  mean  by  that  phrase  ?    The  engine- 
'^oom  artificers   were  the  only  qualified 
"iischanics.    If  the  stokers  were  put  into 


the  engine-room  as  mechanics  with  the 
artificers,  the  Navy  would  find  itself  at 
once,  so  far  as  the  Regulations  would 
permit,  absolutely  without  the  assistance 
of  the  very  class  of  men  it  most  required 
— [_A  laugh'] — iHicause  the  artificers 
would  never  allow  their  places  to  be  taken 
by  untrained  and  unskilled  men,  when 
they  thcmselvo.'i  had  spent  a  long 
apprenticeship.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Meml)er  for  Eastbourne  laughed.  He 
would  tell  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man that  the  workmen  had  done  so  be- 
fore, and  would  do  it  again.  He  there* 
fore  appeuleil  to  the  Financial  Secretary, 
in  the  interest  of  the  welfare  of  the 
Navy,  to  take  the  matter  into  considera- 
tion. It  would  have  to  be  dealt  with 
sooner  or  later.  He  hoped  the  Con- 
ference suggesteil  would  take  place  at  an 
early  date,  and  that  the  recommendations 
of  the  men  would  be  attended  to  by  the 
Admiralty. 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bcthnal  Green  hail  said  there  would  be 
a  mutiny  in  the  Service  if  the  demands 
of  a  certain  section  were  not  settled.  He 
did  not  think  the  hon.  Member  meant 
that,  and  he  would  pass  the  expression 
by  as  a  figure  of  speech.  He  did  not 
wish  it  for  a  moment  to  be  thought  that 
he  entertained  ungenerous  feelings  to- 
wards the  engine-room  artificers  ;  but  he 
should  say  that  he  thought  this  case  was 
greAtly  exaggerated,  and  that  the  15,000 
stokers  who  would  be  required  under  this 
Naval  Programme  deserved  even  more 
consideration.  The  leading  stokers  were 
mechanics.     ["  No,  no  I  "] 

Mr.  W.  ALLAN  :  I  have  been  in  the 
Navy  myself,  and  I  never  knew  a  fire- 
man to  lift  a  hammer  in  the  repairing 
room. 

Admiral  FIELD  said,  he  was  sorry 
for  having  ruffled  the  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
but  he  was  right  in  saying  that  the  leading 
stokers  were  looked  upon  as  mechanics  ; 
that  they  worked  under  the  engineers,  and 
would  continue  to  do  so  till  the  end  of 
time.  There  should  be  no  jealousy  of 
this  kind  between  branches  of  the  Ser- 
vice. The  sympathies  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  were  with  their  pets  the 
engine-room  artificers,  but  he  thought 
the  stokers  were  not  unworthy  of  con- 
sideration. The  hon.  Member  for  Gates* 
head  had  called  them  firemen.  They 
were  more  valuable  than  firemen,  for 
they  were  taught  what  the  eugine-room 
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artificers  were  not  taught — how  to  fight. 
He  did  not  want  to  be  thought  ungene- 
rous towards  the  engine-room  artificers. 
Let  them  get  what  thej  could,  but  let 
their  demands  be  first  carefully  considered 
by  the  Admiralty.  Passing  to  the 
general  scheme,  he  should  first  offer  his 
humble  compliments  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary  for 
the  manner  in  which  he  had  presented 
his  statement  to  the  House.  He  was 
glad  that  the  noble  Lord  had  struck  the 
right  keynote  by  promising  the  Govern- 
ment all  the  assistance  the  Opposition 
could  give  them  in  the  discharge  of  this 
great  duty.  This  should  not  be  a  Party 
question.  It  was  a  question  of  the 
greatest  national  importance,  and  it 
ought  to  be  handled  in  a  fitting  manner 
by  both  sides  of  the  House.  He  did  not 
share  the  objections  of  the  noble  Lord 
to  the  action  of  the  Admiralty  in  ordering 
these  torpedo-catchers  without  the  autho- 
rity of  Parliament.  He  rejoiced  that 
they  had  had  the  courage  to  order  them 
without  that  authority.  [Dissenf.]  Well, 
he  was  speaking  as  a  naval  officer  and 
not  as  a  politician,  and  he  did  not  care 
"  tuppence  "  about  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament having  been  obtained  or  not. 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
We  had  the  authority  of  the  Treasury 
for  spending  the  money. 

Admiral  FIELD  said,  it  was  enough 
that  the  Treasury  had  assented.  He 
was  afraid  that  the  noble  Lord  had  been 
keeping  bad  company  when  he  found 
him  wanting  to  abolish  the  Imperial 
troopships. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  The  Indian 
troopships. 

Admiral  FIELD  :  That  was  not  his 
view  on  a  former  occasion. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Yes. 

Admiral  FIELD  did  not  understand 
so.  He  was  himself  strongly  opposed  to 
the  giving  up  of  these  troopships.  The 
matter  had  been  fully  inquired  into,  and 
the  result  had  been  that  it  was  found 
that  the  troopships  had  done  splendid 
;flervice,  and  had  paid  for  their  cost  over 
and-  over  again  ;  and  not  only  that,  but 
they  had  been  an  admirable  school  for 
officers  and  men,  and  the  only  efficient 
school  that  we  had.  Consequently,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  noble  Lord  really 
represented  the  naval  view  of  the  sub- 
ject. He  thought  it  would  be  an  admir- 
able plan  if  we  adopted  the  French 
custom  and  carried  oar  own  troops  in  oar 
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own  transports.  They  would  then  have 
the  Naval  Reserve  men  trained  in 
men-of-war  vessels  instead  of  being 
carried  about  in  all  sorts  of  vessels. 
["  Agreed  I  "]  Well,  he  thought  he  was 
entitled  to  the  same  consideration  as  hon. 
Members  for  the  dockyard  towns.  He 
thought  the  French  were  at  least  as  wise 
as  we  were,  and  if  they  thought  it  desir- 
able to  carry  their  troops  in  their  own 
troopships  it  was  a  very  curious  thing 
that  we  should  be  told  that  we  ought  to 
abolish  our  troopships.  Then  the  noble 
Lord  wanted  them  to  give  up  the  Survey 
Service.  For  his  part,  he  wanted  to 
increase  it.  Their  complaint  was  that 
they  had  not  enough  of  the  Surveying 
Service,  and  that  there  were  not  enongh 
surveying  officers.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  assent  to  any  change 
in  the  way  of  decreasing  the  efficiency 
of  that  Service.  If  we  were  so  poor  that 
we  could  not  have  enougn  men  and 
money  to  keep  our  Fleet  going,  then  God 
help  us  I  He  should  prefer  that  there 
were  more  men  in  the  Marines.  He  re- 
joiced that  the  Admiralty  were  going  to 
increase  the  leading  stoker  class,  but  it 
was  more  important  to  increase  the  sea- 
men class.  He  was  amazed  to  see  that 
only  500  Marines  were  put  down  as  in* 
crease.  They  were  the  cheapest  force 
that  could  be  devised  under  the  Crown« 
They  were  cheapest  as  regarded  pay  and 
provisions,  and  were  excellent  men  ia 
regard  to  discipline,  and  valuable  gene- 
rally to  the  Fleet.  He  hoped  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty  would  consider 
this  point  again  as  to  the  inferior  stokac 
class  of  men,  and  he  should  suggest  thai 
they  knocked  off,  say,  1,000  of  the  pro* 
posed  increase,  and  substitute  a  similar; 
number  of  seamen.  The  AdmiraUjjjj 
thoroughly  understood  the  needs  of 
situation  both  as  to  works  and  ship%1 
and  personnel,  and  armaments  anaAd 
docks,  but  the  Government  W8i»:; 
not  able  to  put  forward  a  complell^^ 
scheme  for  their  acceptance.  If  they  dU. 
not  choose  to  put  forward  a  compl 
scheme,  of  course  they  were  mastflfSj 
of  the  situation.  He  regretted 
they  were  the  masters  of  the  situat 
He  noticed  they  had  put  down  sei 
battleships  and  six  cruisers  to  be 
but  he  did  not  understand  why  the 
were  to  belong  to  the  second  class ; 
the  information  they  had  was  in  fa^ 
of  vessels  of  the  nlenheim  and 
class.    But  the  Govemment  were  masU* 
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of  the  situation,  and  would  do  as  they 

liked,  and,  no  doubt,  thej  would  go  on 

doing  as thej  liked ;  but,  at  all  events,  he 

hoped  they  would  do  what  they  could  to 

meet  the  ideas   that  he  had   indicated. 

They  were  promised   seven   battleships 

iod  six  cruisers.     Only  five   had  been 

laid  down,  and  two   stood  over  for  two 

jean.    If  the  Grovernment  was  satisfied 

that  we  were  weak    in  battleships,  why 

aboald  not  all  of  them  have  been  laid 

down  at  the  same  time  ?     If  five  of  the 

ahips  were  to  be  advanced  rapidly,  why 

lot  the  whole  seven  of  them  ?     Allusion 

had  been  made  to  the  lieutenants'  class. 

The  lieutenants'  class  was  much  below 

what  was  required  by  the  circumstances 

lithe  present  time  ?     That  might  not  be 

Ab  view  of  hon.  Members  opposite,  but 

k had  endeavoured  to  gather  the  opinion 

if  iieatenants  in  the  Service,  and  that  was 

their  opinion  ;  and   they  felt  that  when 

Ihej  were  called  upon  to  command   im- 

fortant  vessels,  it  was  a  great  hardship 

that  they  should  not  have  the  substantive 

aok  of  commander.     The  rank  of  com- 

■uder  was  an  ambition  desired  by  cvery- 

Uy  in  the  Service,  and  he  thought  it 

VH  worthy  the  serious  consideration  of 

the  Admiralty   whether   officers    called 

^  to    command   vessels    of    an    im- 

Iflrtaot    class     should     not     have     the 

ahitantive  rank  of  commander,  although 

tte  seniors    might    not     be    promoted 

tithe  rank  of  captain.     He  thought  it 

voiild  do  a  great  deal  of  good  if  they 

pnmoted  100  lieutenants  to  the  rank  of 

Mmander.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 

U  said  that,  with  regard  to  the  cugl- 

Har  class,  the  Admiralty  were  ready  to 

ktf  their   case.     He,   however,   would 

Bther  have  a  Committee  to  consider  th& 

ftie  Instead  of  individuals,  and  he  was 

Hlj  sorry  tha#  the  Admiralty  did  not 

bow  more  about  the  subject. 

Sib  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Ecclesall)  said,  the  most 
ilBarkable  thing  about  the  proposals  of 
4e  Government  was  that  they  only 
proposed  to  spend  £1,360,000  out  of  the 
total  of  £8,000,000  which  their  com- 
fkte  programme  would  cost.  No  reason 
OMld  be  given  by  the  Government  for 
iifliiig  to  put  their  complete  programme, 
ihich  shoald  be  a  five  years'  programme, 
B  its  entirety  before  the  country,  except 
^  the  fact  that  they  committed  them- 
*b1tm  to  attacks  upon  the  late  Govern- 
i^mt  when  thej  were  canring  their  five 
P^  prognumne  out.    Of  course,  they 


welcomed  any  efibrt  on  the  part  of  the 
present  Government  to  bring  the  Navy 
up   to    its    proper    strength,    and    they 
would   support    them    in   all   that   they 
could  do  in  that  direction.     At  the  same 
time,  they  could  not  help  feeling  that  the 
programme  was  begun  much  later  than  it 
ought  to  have  been  begun.  Then  the  Go- 
vernment    had    practically    wastod    20 
months  of  precious  time,  and  now  they 
put  forward  a  new  programme  of  seven 
battleships   and   six    cruisers,  but   were 
only  proposing  to  spend  one-sixth  of  the 
whole    sum    involved.      He   wanted   to 
say  one  word  in   regard    to  a  work  of 
great    importance    referred    to    in    the 
First  Lord's   statement — he   meant   the 
construction  of  a  naval  dock  at  Gibraltar. 
When  the  late  Government  went  out  of 
Office  two  years  ago  they  put  a  sum  of 
£2,000  into  the  Estimates  for  preliminary 
inquiries  and  examinations,  and  now  the 
Government  came  forward  with  a  pro- 
posal to  spend  several  thousand  pounds 
on  the  dock.     He  ventured  to  say,  al- 
though he  made  no  claim  to  be  an  expert 
in  the  matter,  but  as  one  who  had  studied 
it  thoroughly,  that  of  all  the  necessities 
of  the  Naval  Service  the  building  of  this 
dock  at  Gibraltar  was  the  greatest.     He 
would  rather  see  the  dock  at  Gibraltar 
undertaken  and  finished  even  if  it  were 
necessary  to  give  up  the  construction  of 
one  of  the  battleships.     What  was  the 
centre  of  our.  naval  power  ?     It  was  at 
present  the  Mediterranean.     If  we  were 
forced    into    a   war    with    France    the 
Mediterranean  Fleet  would  be  compelled 
to  retire  to  Gibraltar  for  reinforcements, 
and  it  was  probable  that  the  great  naval 
battles  of  the  future  would  be  fought  in 
waters  close  to  Gibraltar.     Was  it  credit- 
able that  we  had  not  the  means  of  re- 
ceiving and  repairing  a  single  battleship, 
or  cruiser,  or  torpedo  catcher  at  that  great 
naval  centre,  which  ought  to  be  one  of 
the  greatest  naval  centres  and  dockyards 
in  the  world  ?     It  would  be  necessary,  as 
things  stood  at  present,  to  send  a  disabled 
warship    1,000  miles — to  Portsmouth  or 
Plymouth — against  an   enemy  in  posses- 
sion     of     innumerable      torpedo-boats. 
Seven     thousand     vessels     stopped     at 
Gibraltar  in  1889,  and  the  amount   of 
commerce  passing  through  the  Mediter- 
ranean in  a  year  was  enormous.     One  of 
the  first    necessities   of  the    Navy,    he 
urged,  was  the  construction  of  a  suitable 
dock  at  Gibraltar.     The  work  had  been 
put  off  year  after  year  ;  and  now  that  ♦^  ^ 
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Government  had  undertaken  it  at  last, 
thej  only  put  £1,000  on  the  Estimates, 
leaving  £366,000  for  construction  of  the 
dock  alone  to  be  spent  in  future  years. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  con- 
sider this  question,  and  see  if  it  was  not 
possible  to  advance  the  work  more 
rapidly.  It  was  an  undertaking  the 
necessity  (for  which  was  recognised  by  the 
whole  nation,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
money  could  be  better  spent. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said' 
that  before  the  Vote  was  taken  he  must 
endeavour  to  get  an  answer  from  the 
Admiralty  upon  a  matter  of  great  in- 
terest to  his  constituency.  The  Admi- 
ralty engaged  in  dredging  operations,  and 

the  stuff  the  dredgers  got  up,  in  defiance 
of  remonstrances  made,  was  thrown  into 
the  fishing  grounds  of  his  constituents, 
or,  at  all  events,  into  waters  which  were 
under  the  purview  of  the  Kent  and  Essex 
Fishery  Committee.  In  order  to  get  an 
answer  from  the  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty he  should  move  the  reduction  of 
the  Vote  by  £100. 

The  chairman  :  That  would  be 
out  of  Order. 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee)  : 
I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  this 

work  is  about  to  be  stopped.  I  will  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to-morrow  particulars 
of  the  new  scheme  of  dredging,  which  I 
am  sure  will  obviate  the  objection  raised. 

Major  RASCH  :  May  I  mention  that  I 

was  present  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  Kent 

and  Essex  Fishery  Committee,  and  know 

what  is  the  proposal  made.     I  accept  the 

proposal  in  the  sense  that  half  a  loaf  is 

better  than  no  bread,  but  I  suggest  that 

the  best  plan  is  to  throw  the  refuse  into 
the  water  from  between  the  Mouse  Light 
and  the  Mouse  Sand — if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knows  where  that  is.  In  that 
case  I  shall  not  want  to  trouble  him 
again. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  said,  he  could 
not  go  farther  than  to  promise  to  consider 
the  suggestion. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  £3,918,500,  Wages,  &c.,  of  Officers, 
Seamen,  Boys,  Coast  Guard,  and  Marines, 
agreed  to.  .'o 

Sir  E.  Ashmld  -Bartlett 


ARMY  EXCESSES,  1892-3. 
3;   £100,  Army,  (Ordnance  Factories) 
Excess,  1892-3. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  would  venture  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  he  can 
give  us  any  idea  when  he  will  proceed 
with  the  Navy  Estimates  ? 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Govern- 
ment acknowledge  the  consideration 
shown  by  the  Opposition  in  the  transac- 
tion of  Business  in  difficult  circumstances 
before  the  close  of  the  financial  year.  I 
hope  that  during  April  time  will  bd 
found  for  the  full  and  fair  discussion  of 
the  Naval  Estimates  which  has  been 
promised. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

CIVIL  SERVICE   EXCESSES,  1892-3. 
4.  £685  14s.,  Civil  Service  Excesses, 
1892-3. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  I 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

KITCHEN  AND   RBFUKSHMENT   ROOMS 
(HOUSE  OF  COMMONS). 

MOTION    FOR   A    SELECT    COMMITTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''  That  a  Select  Committee  be  apfiointed  to 
control  the  arrangcmentfi  for  the  Kitchen  and 
Refreshment  Rooms,  in  the  department  of  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  attending  this  House."— (JITr. 
T,  E,  EllU.) 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
said,  he  had  obtaineil  a  promise  that  this 
proposal  should  not  be  taken  except  at  a 
reasonable   hour,  when   there  would  be 
an  opportunity  of  debating  it.     Actinf 
upon   that   promise  a  number  of  Mem- 
bers who  were  interested  had  gone  aw»j# 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  allow  the  proposal  to  be  pot 
off.     Otherwise,  he  thought  there  woiM 
be  an   impression   that   the   right  heo. 
Gentleman  had  not  acted  fairlj. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  cer- 
tainly had  every  desire  to  act  fairly* 
The  hour  was  comparatively  early,  and 
if  the  Committee  were  not  appointed 
supplies  might  literally  be  cut  off. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger 
ston^  said  that,  as  one  of  the  Member* 
of  the  Committee,  he  should  have  be^ 
glad  if  the  proposal  could  have  be«^ 
postponed.  He  was  not  anxious  for  anT 
unnecessary  delays  but  it  was  idle  to  die^ 
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guise  the  fact  that  somo  very  unpleasant 
expressions  had  been  used  in  re^i^ard  to 
the  Committee.  He  bad  invited  some 
of  those  who  had  used  such  expressions 
to  make  their  complaints  in  the  House, 
so  that  the  Members  of  the  Committee 
could  ansvrer  them.  As  the  Members 
who  complained  had  gone  away,  they 
coald  oot  now  express  their  views,  and 
he  therefore  hoped  that  the  Motion 
woold  be  postponed. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  acting 
QpOD  what  he  thought  was  an  under- 
standing with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  had  told  Members  who 
were  interested  in  the  question  that  they 
■ight  go  away  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
oenied.  He  should  not  attempt  to  dis- 
eoss  the  question  at  that  late  hour. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

'  The  Committee  was  accordiagly  nominated 
•^Mr.  Anstrather,  Mr.  Af^-Gardner,  Lonl 
•nighley,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Fellowes,  General 
GoUbworthy,  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert,  Mr.  Jacoby, 
Mr.  I^reaon-Gower,  Mr.  Loder,  Mr.  M-Arthur, 
feP.J.  Power,  Mr.  Alfred  Thomas,  and  Dr. 
Ikimer. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  qnorum.— (.!/>.  T, 
I  BlU.) 

THE  SITTING  ON  THURSDAY. 
Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  it  will 
l«for  the  convenience  of  Members  who 
■IT  desire  to  leave  London  at  a  reason- 
•Wehour  on  Thursday  that  the  House 
■kmld  meet  earlier  than  usual  on  that 
^y.  I  will  therefore  put  down  a  notice 
ttat  on  Thursday  the  House  shall  meet 
*t 2  o'clock.  There  will,  I  think,  only 
k  formal  business,  so  that  very  soon 
*fter  that  hour  Members  will  bo  released. 

tnrERS   POLLUTION    rREVEXTIOX    BILL. 

Od  Motion  of  Sir  Francis  Powell,  Bill  to 
•ike  more  effectual  provision  for  Prevention 
''the  Pollution  of  Rivers  and  Streams,  ordered 
J  be  brouprht  in  by  Sir  Francis  Powell,  Mr. 
jttry  Ilobhouse,  Sir  John  Dorlngton,  Mr. 
°^nvi^  Sir  Henry  Howorth,  and  Dr.  Far- 
<l»hanon. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  fint  time.     [Bill  95.  ] 

'^DrSTRIAL   AND    PROVIDENT    SOCIETIES 
ACT   (1893)   AMBNDXENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell,  Bill  to  amend  "  The 
JJdMtrial  and  ProFident  Societies  Act,  1893," 
^10  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Island  of  Jersey, 
gewi  to  be  brought  ia  by  Mr.  Howell,  Sir 
iJ^  Powell,  Mr.  Bart^y,  Mr.  James  ^w- 
?^  Mr.  Henry  Hobhoose,  and  Mr.  Charles 
'ttnrick. 

I      Bill  presented,  and  read  tint  time.  [Bill  96.] 


COUNTY    COUNCILS    A88i>CIATION     (SCOT- 
LAND)   EXPENSES    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Renshaw.  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  establishment  of  a  County  Councils 
Association  in  Scotland  and  to  enable  County 
Councils  to  contribute  to  the  exiienses  of  the 
Association,  onlered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Renshaw,  Captain  Hope.  Captain  Sinclair,  Mr. 
Parker  Smith,  Sir  John  Kinloch,  Mr.  Maxwell, 
and  Dr.  Farquharson. 

Bill  preaentei,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  97.] 

MERCHANDISE    MARKS    ACTS    (1887     AND 
1891)  AMENDMENT  (CUTLERV)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Coleridge,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Acts,  1887  and  1891, 
onlered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Coleridge,  Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley,  Mr.  Howell,  and  Mr.  Henry  J. 
Wilson. 

Bill  presented,  an«l  read  first  time.    [Bill  98.] 

GROUND    GAME     ACT    (1H80)    EXTENSION 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Limlxjrt,  Bill  to  extend  the 
provisions  of  *'Thc  Grouml  Game  Act,  1880," 
oniered  to  be  brought  in  bv  Mr.  Lambert.  Earl 
Compton,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Billson,  Mr.  John 
H.  Roberts,  and  Mr.  Luttrell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  99.] 

FOREIGN    MEAT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lambert,  Bill  for  the  iden- 
tification of  Foreign  Meat,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Lambert,  Mr.  Yerburgh,  Dr. 
Farquharson,  Sir  John  Kennaway,  and  Mr. 
Billson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  lOO.] 

SPORT   REGULATION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,  Bill  to  pro- 
hibit the  hunting,  coursing,  and  shooting  of 
animals  kept  in  confinement,  oniere<l  to  be 
l)rought  in  by  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,  Mr.  Barran, 
Mr.  «Tohn  Burns,  Mr.  Diamond.  General  GoUls- 
worthy.  Major  Jones,  Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr. 
B.  J.  C.  Morton,  Mr.  Schwann,  and  Mr.  Angus 
Sutherland. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  101.] 

RETURN    TICKETS    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,  Bill  to 
enable  passengers  in  railway  trains  and  on 
steamboats,  &c.,  to  make  use  of  Return  Tickets 
at  any  time  after  the  date  of  issue,  onlered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton,  Mr.  Bous- 
field,  Mr.  John  Burns,  Dr.  Clark,  Sir  John 
Leng,  Mr.  Lloyd  Morgan,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr. 
Provand,  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  and  Dr.  Tanner. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  102.] 

CROFTERS     HOLDINGS     (SCOTLAND)     ACT 
(1886)    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Clark.  Bill  to  amend  "The 
Crofters  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act,  1886," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Clark,  Mr. 
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Angus  Satherland,  Mr.  Weir,  Dr.  Macgregor, 
and  Sir  Donald  Mac&urlane. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  103.  J 

avomen's  franchise  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Clark,  Bill  to  abolish  the 
Elective  Disabilities  of  Women,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Mr. 
Cameron  Corbet,  Sir  Charles  Dilke,  Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy,  Mr.  C.  B.  M'Laren,  Sir  Albert  Rollit, 
Mr.  Stansfeld,  Sir  William  Wedderbum,  and 
Mr.  John  Wilson  (Durham). 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  104.] 

TENANT    FARMERS   SPORTING    RIGHTS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Luttrell,  Bill  to  give  to 
occupiers  of  land  the  sporting  rights  thereon, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Luttrell,  Mr. 
Benson,  Mr.  Burnie,  Mr.  Billson,  Mr.  Logan, 
Mr.  Halley  Stewart,  and  Sir  William  Wedder- 
bum. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  105.] 

workmen's  HOUSES  TENURE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Bill  to 
make  provision  with  respect  to  the  Tenure  of 
the  Houses  of  Workmen  in  certain  employments, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Donald  Craw- 
ford, Mr.  John  Wilson  (Govan),  Mr.  John  Wil- 
son (Durham),  and  Mr.  Philipps. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  106.] 

IRISH    EDUCATION    ACT    (1892)     AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Field,  Bill  to  amend  "The 
Irish  Education  Act,  1892,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Field,  Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  John 
Bedmond,  and  Mr.  Clancy. 

Bill  presented,  and  reacl  first  time.  [Bill  107.] 

SOLICITORS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Field,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  for  regulating  the  admission  of  Law  Clerks 
into  the  profession  of  Solicitors  inIreland,ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Field  and  Dr.  Kenny. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  108.] 

CLUBS  REGISTRATION  (iRELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Field,  Bill  for  the  Regis- 
tration  and  Regulation  of  Clubs  in  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Field  and  Dr. 
Kenny. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  109.] 

OUTDOOR  PROVIDENT  RELIEF  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bartley,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Outdoor  Relief  in  sickness  and 
widowhood  to  the  provident  poor,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Bartley,  Sir  Fnsderick  Seager 
Hunt,  and  General  Golds  worthy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  110.] 

OCCUPTING  tenants'  ENFRANCHISEMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bartley,  Bill  to  enable 
Occupying  Tenants  of  Houses  and  Places  of 


{COMMONS}       (Miscellaneous  Series).     788 

Business  to  purchase  the  foe  simple  of  their 
holdings,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Bartley,  Sir  Frederick  Seager  Hunt,  and  Gieneral 
Gk>ldsworthy. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  111.} 


solicitors'  examination  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Bill  to  amend 
the  provisions  of  "The  Solicitors  Act,  1877," 
relating  to  the  examination  of  persons  applying 
to  be  admitted  Solicitors  of  the  Supreme  Court 
in  Bngland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Albert  Rollit,  Mr.  Perks,  Mr.  Billson,  and  Mr. 
Chance. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [  Bill  1 12.] 

KINGSTON-UPON-HULL    (COURT     OF     RE- 
CORD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  Bill  to  better 
define  the  jurisdiction  and  to  improve  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  Court  of  Record  in  the  town  and 
county  of  the  town  of  Kingston-upon-HuU, 
ordered  to  be  brou^i^ht  in  by  Sir  Albert  EolUt, 
Mr.  Charles  Wilson,  Sir  Seymour  King,  Mr. 
Clarence  Smith,  Commander  Bet  hell,  and  Mr, 
Wilflon-Todd. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,  [Bill  11 3.] 

grocers'   CERTIFICATES  (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Leng,  Bill  to  abolish 
Dealers'  or  Grocers'  Certificates  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Leng,  Mr. 
John  Wilson  (Gtjvan),  Mr.  Crombie,  and  Mr. 
I>al2iel. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  114.} 

^  WAYS    AND    means. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Resolved,  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  servioe 
of  the  year  ended  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1899^ 
the  sum  of  £785  14s.  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

2.  ReBolv(Kl,  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  serdoe 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March, 
1895,  the  sum  of  £3,918,500  be  granted  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  King- 
dom. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Com* 
mittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  1)  BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-morrow. 

TRADE  REPORTS  (MISCELLANEOUS 

SERIES.) 

Cop7  presented,— of  Reports  on  Sob* 
jects  of  General  and  Commercial  Inter«el» 
No.  325  (Germany)  [by  Command^.;  t© 
lie  upon  the  Table.  — -j^ 

House  adjourned  at  fire  minutei 
after  Twelve  o*cIoelE; 
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if R,  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 
be  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
Table  informed  the  House  of  the  un- 
lable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 
be    continuance    of    his    iudisposi- 

m 

Whereupon  Mr.  Mellor,  the  Chair- 
of    Ways   and   Means,    proceeded 

be  Table,  and  after  Prayers,  took 
Chair    as    Deputy    Speaker,    pur- 

t  to  the  Standing  Order. 

>JESS  OF  THE  HOUSE   (THURSDAY 

SITTING). 
»olved,    That  this  House  do  meet 
aorrow  at  Two  of  the  cloak.— {The 
u:ellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAF. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
:pply, — considered  in  Committee. 

\    (In  the  Committee.) 

L    SE;^IVICES    AND    REVENUE    DE- 
PA  RT./liNTS,  1894-5    (VOTE  ON 
ACCOUNT). 

otion   made,  and  Question  proposed, 

hat  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,199,768,  be 
ed  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or 
■ds  tlefraying  the  Charges  for  the  following 
Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for  the 
ending  on  the   Slst  day  of  March  1895, 

CIVIL   SERVICES. 
Class  I. 

I  Palaces  and  Marllx)rough       ...  £, 

age             5,000 

1  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens  ...  16,000 

z-^  c»f  Parliament  Buildings      ...  6,000 

rally.  Extension  of  Buildings  ...  8,000 
■llaneous  Legal  Buildings,  Great 

tain           10,000 

ind    Science   Buildings,    Great 

tain           ...         ...         ...         ...  5,000 

•iiiatic  and  Consular  Buildings...  4,000 

nue  Def^artment  Buildings      ...  60.000 

c  BuiMings,  Great  Britain      ...  35,000 

rys  of  the  United  Kingdom  ...  40,<H)0 
ours.  &C.,  under  Board  of  Tnule, 

I  Ugbthuuses  Abroatl 3,000 

heail  Harbour      3,00() 

.  on  (lovemment  Propertv        ...  105,000 

c  Works  and  Buildings,  Ireland  40,000 

rays,  Ireland        3,000 

OL.  XXII.    [fOCSTH   8ERIGS.] 


Class  II. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 

House  of  Lords,  Offices  

House  of  C/ommons,  Offices 

Treasury  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
men  vs..  •        ...        ...        ...        ... 

Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
meuio. ..         ...         ...         ...         ... 

Foreign  Office' ... 

Colonial  Office 

Privy  Council  Office  ancl  Subordinate 
Departments  

Board  of  Trade  and  Subonlinate  De- 
partments 

Mercantile  Marine   Fund,  Grant  in 

A ICX   •••      •••      •••      •■•      ••• 

Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade        ...        ...        ...        •.. 

Boanl  of  Agriculture 

Charity  Commission 

Civil  Service  Commission      

Exche<iuer  and  Audit  Department  ... 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry 

Local  Government  Roanl      

Lunacy  Commission ; 

Mint  (including  Coinage)     

National  Debt  Office 

Public  Reconl  Office 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission 

Registrar  General's  Office      

Stationery  Office  and  Printing 
Wood,  Forests,  A:c.,  Office  of 
Works  and  Public  Buihlinj^,  Office  of 
Secret  Service 

Scotland  : — 

Secretary  for  Scotland 

Fishery  Boanl 

Lunacy  Commission 

Registrar  General's  Office     

Board  of  Sui)er vision 

Ireland  : — 
Lord  Lieutenant's  Household 
Chief  Secretary  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments 
Charitable  Donations  and   Bequests 

X^UlVrV«    •    •     •  •••  •••  •■■  ••• 

Local  Government  Boanl      

Public  Reconl  Office  ...        , 

Public  Works  Office 

Registrar  Genenil's  Office      

Valuation  and  Boundary  Survey    ... 

Class  III. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 

Law  Charges 

Miscellaneous  Legal  Exi)ense8 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 

Land  Re)^stry  

County  Courts 

Police  Courts  (Londrm  and  Shecmesa) 

Police,  England  an<l  Wales 

Prisons,  England  antl  the  Colonies  ... 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 

Great  Britain  

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum 

Scotland  :  — 

Law  Chfirges  and  Courts  of  Law 

Register  House,  Kdiiiburgh 

Crofters  Commission 

Prisons,  Scotland        

2  L 


4,000 
6,000 

15,000 

16,000 
6,000 
7,000 

2,500 

25,000 


3 

fl,000 
6,000 
7,000 

10,000 
1,600 

28,000 
2,000 
10 
2,500 
4,000 
1,500 
6,000 

70,000 
4,000 
8.000 
7,000 


2,000 
4,000 
1,200 
1,500 
1,500 


1,000 

7,000 

400 
10,000 
1,000 
6,000 
3,000 
4,000 


12,000 
7,000 

55,000 
1,200 
6,000 
1,000 

10,000 
100,000 

70,000 
6,000 

10,000 
6,000 
1,500 

15,00(> 


/ 
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Ireland  : — 

Law  Charges  and  Criminal  Prosecu-  £ 

tions  •..        ...        ...        ...        ...  12,0(Kt 

Hupreme    Court  of  Judicature,  and 

other  Legal  Departments 20,000 

Land  Commission 11 ,0(X) 

County  Court  OflScers,  &c 18,000 

Dublin  Mctroi)olitan  Police,  &c.      ...  20,0(K> 

Constabulary 280,000 

Prisons,  Irelantl           20,0(K> 

Keformatory  and  Industrial  Schools  30,000 

Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum  1,500 

Class  IV. 

United  Kingdom  and  England  : — 

Public     Education,     England     and 

Wales  1,160,000 

Science  and  Art  Department,  United 

Kingtlom      116,000 

British  Museum  27,000 

National  Gallery         3,000 

National  Portrait  Gallery     500 

Scientific  Investigations,  &c.,  Unitetl 

Kingtlom      7,000 

Universities  and  Colleges,  Great 
Britain,  and  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion, Wales    14,000 

London  University 5 

Scotland  : — 

Public  Education        220,000 

National  Gallery         400 

Ireland : — 

Public  Education        250,000 

Endowed  Schools  Commissioners    ...  250 

National  Gallery        300 

Queen's  Colleges         500 

Class  V. 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Services  ...  110,000 

Slave  Trade  Services 1,500 

Colonial    Services,  including  South 

Africa 25,000 

Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companies,  &c.  17,500 

Class  VI. 

Superannuation  and  Retired  Allow- 
ances       130,000 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions, 

OuO.  •••  ...  •••  ...  *..  ijf\J\/\J 

Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies 

Deficiency —    — 

Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain 500 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland       70,000 

Hospitals  and  Charities,  Ireland     ...  4,000 

Class  VIL 

Temporary  Commissions       9,000 

Miscellaneous  Expenses        500 

Diseases  of  Animals 10,000 

Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland  6,000 
Repayments  to  the  Local  I^)ans  Fund  —    — 
Repayments   to   the     Civil    Contin- 
gencies Fund           —    — I 

Hobart(Tasmania)  Exhibition,  1894-5  —    - 


Total  for  Civil  Ser\'ices 


£3,529,768 


REVENUE  DEPARTMEN 

Customs  

Inland  Revenue  

Post  Office 

Post  Office  Packet  Service 

Post  Office  Telegrams 

Total  for  Revenue  Departments 

Grand  Total 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  sa 
gretted  to   see    that   tlie    See; 
Scotlaad  was   not  iu  his   plac< 
he  desired  to  make  some  remarl 
should  like  the  right  hoii.  Geu 
hear.     Tlie  matters  he  wanted 
about  had   reference  to    finan< 
tious  and  to  questions  of   pol 
remarks  would  be  directed  to 
Forest  Commission.      Tiie  C( 
got  into  a  bad  condition  last  y 
moiety   of   the    members    reti 
believed  these  members  had   i 
back.     The  trouble  was  a  tina 
So  far  as  his  information  went, 
perpetnited.     Generally,  a  job 
petrated  on   behalf  of  one's  fr 
upon   this  occasion  it    Jiad   bo 
trated  on  behalf  of  the  enonn 
the  Commission   was  establish 
composed  of  gentlemen  who  wc 
to  give  their  time  free.    When 
appointed  tliey  appointed  a    a 
assist    them    upon    fair    auu 
terms — two  iruiueas   a  da  v. 
tleman  did  his  work  for  some  ti 
and-bye  one  of  the  members  of 
missiou  was  asked   to  act  as 
not  at  two  guineas  a  day,  Init  a 
of   five   guineas  a   day.     And 
voted  to   him  by  his  own   vot 
was  now  being  paid,  and  if   tl 
return  from  the  Secretary  for 
as  to  the  amount  of  money  pa 
Commission   they    would    prol 
that     this      one     individual 
more    money    than   all   the   re: 
Commission    put     together, 
not     intend,    he    might     say 
move  any  reduction   of  the   V* 
Commission   was  divided   into 
tious.      8o  far  as   the  Jandlon 
Commission  were  concerned,  lit 
they  had  shown  a  gread  deal  o 
and  acted  with  fairness,  but  thi 
man  who  rei)resented  the  land 
more  a   landlord   than  all  the 
there.      He  had  attended  the 
siou,  and  he  had  acted  as  the  p 
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cite  of  his  class.      When  the  question 

came  up  he  should  move  the  rediictiou  of 

the  Vote  by  the  sums  paid  to  him  on  the 

grouod,  first,  that  it  was  unnecessary  ; 

and,  secondly,  that  the  Commission  were 

paying  this  man  by  their  own  votes  for 

▼ork  which  he  did  before  as  a  member 

of   the     Commission     without     salarv. 
__  t^ 

He   hoped     that     the     Chancellor     of 
the  Exchequer   and    the    Secretary    to 
the  Treasury     would     see     that     these 
amoQQts    were     paid     back     into     the 
Treasury.     A  more  important  point  was 
the  question  of  the  mode  in  which  the 
Commission  was   doing  its    work.     He 
understood  the  Commission  was  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether  there 
Was  any  arable  land  in   the    Highlands 
tTailabie  for  the  crofters.      It  was    14 
numths  since  they  were  appointed,  and  they 
had  bad  no  information  of  what  they  had 
done.    He    had    seen    reports    of  their 
Meetings  in  the  newspapers,  but  they  had 
>o  official  Report  of  what  they  had  done. 
He  wanted  to  know  how  long  it  was  to 
go  on.     He  would  not  be  a  party  to  the 
pijmeut  of  another  penny  towards  con- 
tinning  the  Commission.     The  point  in 
fepnte  was  whether  .there  was   arable 
M  in  the  Highlands  for  the  crofters, 
^t  was  a  question  which  could  be  very 
•aily  settled.     If   they   were    going  to 
•odify  the  Crofters  Act  they  could  very 
^ilj  modify  the  question  at  once,  and 
ti»ey  could  either  give    to  the  Crofters 
Commission  or  to  the  Sheritfs  the  power 
<i^  giving  out  the  laud  if  it  was  there. 
As  to  the  Crofters  Commission,  he  re- 
setted that  things  were  going  on  on  the 
fune  lines,  and  hoped  that  with  a  now 
Government  in  power  they  would  have  a 
«hange.     They  had  a  Commission  com- 
posed of  a  Sheriff,  a  factor,  and  a  farmer. 
These  were  men  in  whom  they  could  not 
Uve  much  confidence.     As  a  matter  of 
^  that  same  class  of  men  were  being 
^ipointed  as  assessors.     There  was    no 
'(presentative  at  all  of  the  crofter  class. 
The  people,  he   repeated,   had  no  con- 
^nce  in  this  class  of  persons.     There 
^ere  plenty  of  other    men    among  the 
^Jofters    who     could     represent     them. 
There  was  another  point  he  wished  to 
'^ise — the  salary  of  the  Under  Secretary 
'or   Scotland.    He    went    down  to  the 
W'elsh  Land  Commission  to  give  evidence 
'^rding  the  working  of   the  Crofters 
Act.      His    evidence    manifested    great 
Ignorance.     Ignoraace    alone    might  be 


excused.  But  it  was  worse  than  that. 
He  misrepresented  the  facts,  and  traduced 
and  mali^uetl  the  crofter  people.  That 
was  one  of  the  evils  which  was 
suffered  through  the  sending  of  these 
well-paid  aristocrats  all  over  the  country. 
When  the  Vote  came  up  he  thought  he 
would  be  able  to  convict  this  gentleman 
of  ignorance  and  arrogance  utterly  un- 
worthy of  a  public  servant,  and  uiiless 
they  had  some  excuse  better  than  his 
letters  he  should  do  what  he  could  to 
take  away  his  salary  from  him  as  being 
unworthv  of  tlie  position  he  held. 

Sir  i).  MACFARLANE  (Argyll- 
shire) said,  ho  did  not  mean  to  travel 
over  so  large  a  ground  as  his  hon.  Friend, 
but  his  hon.  Friend  suggested  there 
should  be  soma  simpler  and  more  rapid 
mode  of  ascertaining  what  laud  in  the 
Highlands  was  available  for  the  extension 
of  crofters'  hohlings.  His  hon.  Friend 
did  not  suggest  how  it  was  to  be  dis- 
covered or  to  what  extent  land  was  so 
available  except  by  travelling  over  the 
country  for  the  purpose.  As  to  the 
methods  of  the  Commission,  he  was 
neither  going  to  censure  them  nor  to  ex- 
press approval  ;  but  a  Commission  was 
necessary,  because  for  years  past  they  who 
had  advocated  the  rights  of  these  people 
had  maintained  there  was  sufficient  land 
available  if  they  could  get  at  it,  and  this 
Commission  was  appointed  to  see  whe- 
ther that  allegation  was  true  or  not, 
and  he  regretted  that  the  Commis- 
sion had  not  seen  its  way  to  make 
an  Interim  Report,  but  at  the  same 
time  ho  must  say  they  could  scarcely 
expect  the  Government  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  deal  with  the  Report  of  a  Com- 
mission whose  work  was  not  half  finished , 
He  understood,  however,  the  Government 
were  prepared  to  support  a  Bill  to  ameujl 
the  existing  Crofters  Act,  to  inclu<lo 
leaseholders  and  other  urgent  matters, 
but  he  did  not  see  that  they  could  expect 
the  Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  and  to 
legislate  for  the  disposal  of  available  land 
in  the  Highlands  until  the  whole  amount 
of  that  land  was  ascertained,  and  that 
could  not  be  done  until  the  Commission 
finished  its  work.  He  hoped  it  would 
finish  its  work  in  a  short  time.  He  was 
aware  there  was  a  certain  amount  of 
friction  in  connection  with  the  surveyor, 
but  that  had  been  more  or  less 
satisfactorily  arranged.  As  to  the 
amount  of  money,  it  was  very  small  as 
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compared  with  the  magnitude  of  the  sub- 
ject. It  was  very  clear  that  a  job  had 
been  perpetrated,  he  would  not  say  by 
what  part,  but  by  a  part  of  the  Commis- 
sion, to  secure  a  sum  that  was  not  neces- 
sary for  the  work,  because  they  had  a 
man  appointed  regularly  to  do  it.  But 
that  was  immaterial.  What  they  wanted 
to  deal  with  was  the  large  question  to 
settle  whether  there  was  no  land  in  the 
Highlands  for  the  Highland  people. 
He  had  never  himself  run,  what  he  might 
call,  a-muck  at  the  deer  forests  ;  he  was 
quite  content  the  deer  should  be  left 
when  the  land  was  not  fit  for  any  other 
purpose  ;  but  what  they  contended,  and 
were  now  proving  by  the  action  of  the 
Commission,  was  that  a  very  large  area 
of  the  land  occupied  by  the  deer  might 
be  bettor  occupied  as  arable  or  pasture 
land.  While  he  sympathised  with  the 
object  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  could  not 
entirely  agree  with  him  in  all  the  views 
he  bad  expressed. 

•Dr.  MACGREGOR  said,  he  should 
defer  the  remarks  he  wished  to  make 
on  the  condition  that  he  could  speak 
on  Vote  27. 

The  CHAIRMAN  indicated  that  the 
hon.  Member  could  do  so. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  he  merely  wished  to  ask  a 
question.  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
was  aware  that  he  (Mr.  Bowles)  had 
moved  for  a  Return  of  the  pluralists, 
simply  in  the  interests  of  the  Public 
Service,  and  he  proposed  to  call  attention 
to  the  whole  question.  However,  he 
was  extreraly  anxious  to  save  the  time 
of  the  House,  and  not  to  be  driven  to 
call  attention  to  each  of  these  pluralists 
as  the  name  came  up  in  the  Votes. 
There  were  439  of  them,  and  he  did  not 
wish  to  raise  439  discussions.  Therefore, 
he  would  prefer  to  deal  with  them  all  at 
one  time  by  way  of  a  Resolution.  Con- 
sequently, he  wished  to  ask  if  the  Go- 
vernment could  see  their  way  towards 
affording  him  facilities  to  deal  with  the 
whole  of  these  pluralists  at  the  one 
time  ? 

•The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBEUT,  Oldham) 
said,  he  believed  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  put  down  a  Notice  of  Motion  on 
this  subject  on  going  into  Committee  of 
Supply.  He  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
the  question  forward  in  that  way,  which 

Sir  D.  Macfarlane 


would  be  preferable  to  dealing  with  the 
subject  on  many  different  Votes.  If  the 
hon.  Member  was  unable  to  bring  the 
matter  forward  on  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply,  he  would  see  what  could  be 
done. 

•The^  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyax,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  said,  the  Committee  would 
think,  as  two  or  three  rather  serious 
things  had  been  said,  that  he  should  say 
a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark).  He  was 
quite  sure  when  his  hon.  Friend  brought 
forward  his  rather  vague  questions 
definitely  before  the  Committee,  he 
would  give  him  notice  not  that  he  had 
not  a  very  good  general  knowledge  of 
the  matters  about  which  he  had  spoken, 
but  as  some  of  his  charges  were  very 
definite,  not  against  himself  but  against 
certain  individuals  whom  he  was  bound 
to  defend,  and  with  regard  to  whose  pro- 
ceedings he  should  be  glad  to  have  the 
exact  facts  and  figures  before  him.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  treated  the  matter  in  a 
slight  prefatory  manner.  He  sAid  a  job 
had  been  perpetrated  by  the  Deer  Forest 
Commission,  and  a  job  on  behalf  of 
the  enemies  of  the  Government ;  thai 
the  Commission  was  divided  into  two 
sections,  the  landlord  class  and  the  friends 
and  representatives  of  the  crofters, 
and  the  paid  advocate  of  the  landlord 
class  had  voted  himself  five  guineas  a 
day,  and  that  was  a  job  perpetrated  on 
behalf  of  the  enemies  of  the  GovernmenU 
With  regard  to  this  Commission  and  the 
classes  with  whom  the  Commission  dealt, 
the  Government  had  neither  friends  nor 
enemies ;  their  desire  was  to  have  all  classes 
duly  represented  on  the  Commission  in 
order  that  they  might  get  a  fair  Report 
that  might  command,  as  far  as  possibly 
universal  confidence.  One  gentlemaa,. 
placed  on  that  Commission,  Mr.  Gordon^ 
was  a  very  eminent  land  valuer  and  sur-* 
veyor,  and  was  placed  there  in  order  to 
give  the  Commission  the  benefit  of  his 
continuous  services.  It  was  not  Mr. 
Gordon  who  voted  this  five  guineas  a dajT, 
but  it  was  done  by  the  Treasury  befor* 
his  appointment,  on  the  understanding 
with  him  that  he  should  have  fiSQ  guinssi 
a  day  for  his  professional  servicer  in  so* . 
cordance  with  the  very  general  TreasmT 
Rule  of  which  he  (Sir  G.  '^reveljW 
had  already  given  the  House  a  good 
number  of  instances.      It  was  left  tot» 
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Commission  to  say  on  what  days  bo  should 

be  ptid  this  live  gnineas.      In  obedience 

to  tkat  the  Commission  pa^jsed  a  vote  by 

a  majority — it  was  not  the  business  of 

the  Government  to  inquire  into  how  that 

majoritj    was     constituted — that      Mr. 

OordoD  should  be  paid  on  certain  days, 

and  at  the  same  time,  by  a  majority,  they 

requested   the   Government  to  take  the 

responsibility  off  their  hands,    and    lay 

down  io  future  for  themselves  on  what 

dajs  Mr.    Gonlon    should  be    paid  this 

iiTe  {(oineas.     In  both  cases  the  Govern- 

neot  accepted,  as  they  were  bound,  the 

decision  of  the    majority   of   the  Com- 

■ission.    With  regard  to  his  past  services, 

^paid  Mr.  Gordon  for  the  days  which 

vne  recommended  ;  and  with  regard  to 

bhture  services  they  laid  down  a  rule, 

ttdhe  had  been  paid  accordingly.     The 

Conmission    had     been    appointed    for 

ik   purpose      of     ascertaining      what 

iud  there  was  in  the  Ili^rhlands  avail- 

iWe   for    cultivation    bv    the   crofters, 

w  at  the  same  time  what  land  was  fit 

fc  pasture  by  the  crofters.     The  lion. 

Ihnber  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  said 

Ifce  great  grievance  was  that  they  wanted 

mm  land.     What   land  ?      This   Com- 

■inion  had   been  appointed  for   finding 

that  out.  It  would  not  take  three  or  four 

JHrs  to  make  the  inquiry  ;  it  had  taken 

At  working  days  of  one  year,  and,  as  far 

••  he  knew,  the    crofting   districts   of 

Seotland  would  have  been  ius|)ected  in 

tlw  coarse    of    the    working    days    of 

•Bother  year,  and  very  hard  indeed  these 

fBotlemen  worked  in  order  to  cover  the 

gnat  extent  of  country  they  had  gone 

WW.     It     had    seriously    affected    the 

kalth  of  more  than  one  of  them,  and  he 

wist  say  they  deserved  the  gratitude  of 

the  House,  and  not  its  reprobation.     As 

to  the  Interim    Report,  it  was  for   the 

Commission   to  say  whether  they  would 

Bttke  one,   and    it   was   absolutely   im- 

poisible  for  a  Government  Department 

^  dictate  to  a  Royal  Commission,  and  he 

^»8  l)ound    to  say  that  in  the  reasons 

^7  gave   for   making   a   Report   as  a 

^hole  there  was  a  very  great  deal  with 

^hich    the   Government   was    satisfied. 

Bis  hon.  Friend  referred  to  the  evidence, 

^bich  Sir  Colin  Moncrieff  gave  before 

^    Welsh    Laud    Commission.      That 

Commission  was  appointed,  he  took  it, 

'or  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 

^eodment  would  be  made  in  the  Welsh 

I^nd  LawSy  and   therefore   it   was  ex- 


'tremely  important  to  ascertain  what 
effect  the  Crofters  Act,  and  the  great 
benefits  it  conferred  on  the  Highlands, 
had  produced  on  the  prosperity  and 
character  of  the  crofting  population. 
With  regard  to  the  evidence  of  the 
Under  Secretary,  he  should  say  little  or 
nothing,  for  the  very  good  reason  that 
the  charge  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
made  against  him  was  of  the  most 
general  nature.  The  hon.  Member  said 
the  evidence  showed  ignorance  and 
arrogance  utterly  unworthy  of  a  public 
servant,  and  that  he  traduced  and 
maligned  the  people  of  the  Highlands. 
He  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  thought  it  would 
have  been  well  if  his  hon.  Friend  had 
kept  these  strong  words  until  ho  had 
quoted  the  passage  in  Sir  Colin  Mon- 
criefTs  evidence.  He  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan) 
was  bound  to  say  he  had  gone  through 
that  evidence,  and  he  thought  Sir  Colin 
Moncrieff  had  given,  as  far  as  statistics 
were  concerned,  an  extremely  brief,  and 
by  no  means  unfavourable,  account 
of  the  working  of  the  Crofters 
Act.  He  could  not  even  imagine 
on  what  passage  in  his  evidence 
his  hon.  Friend  could  justify'  the  expres- 
sion "  traduced  and  maligned  the  people," 
except  some  expressions  let  drop  by  Sir 
Colin  Moncrieff  with  regard  to  the  in- 
dustry of  the  Highland  people.  On 
that  point  it  was  extremely  important 
that  evidence  should  be  before  the  Welsh 
Commission  and  the  public  as  to  the 
effect  that  had  been  produced  by  the 
Crofters  Act  on  the  Highland  people. 
He  had  evidence  given  him  on  high 
authoritv  and  in  confidence,  but  evidence 
which  the  same  hii^h  authoritv  would 
be  quite  willing,  he  was  sure,  to 
give  in  public  before  the  Welsh 
Commission.  That  evidence  told  him 
that  the  effect  of  the  Crofters 
Act  on  the  Highland  people  had 
been  greatly  to  increase  their  indus- 
try, greatly  to  increase  their  self-re- 
liance, and  greatly  to  increase  their  self- 
respect.  On  that  point  he  must  bear 
witness  that  the  poor  homes  in  which  in 
so  many  cases  they  often  lived  had  now 
been  superseded  by  excellent  well-built 
houses.  When  once  the  magic  of  pro- 
perty came  to  be  realised,  the  people 
were  induced  to  spend  labour  and  money 
on  the  improvement  of  their  dwellings, 
and  he  was  informed,  likewise,  when  the 
Commission  visited  these  farms,  sugges- 
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tions  had  been  inaile  of  better  farming, 
which  the  crofters  had  most  willingly 
taken  up  and  carried  forward  with  goo<i 
results.  It  was  extremely  important  that 
the  Welsh  Commission  should  have 
evidence  on  this  point  before  it  of  a 
responsible  character,  and  he  had  ar- 
ranged that  such  evidence  should  be 
forthcoming.  He  had  reason  to  believe 
they  would  be  only  too  glad  to  hear 
evidence  from  Members  of  Parliament, 
and  others,  who  were  thoroughly  con- 
versant with  the  state  of  the  Highlands, 
and  in  one  case  he  knew  that  that 
evidence  had  been  offered  and  accepted. 
But  ou  the  general  question  of  Sir  Colin 
Moucrieft''s  evidence,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  charges  made  in  the  newspapers 
and  elsewhere  had  not  been  fair  to- 
wards that  public  servant,  who  had 
taken  great  care  to  inform  him- 
felf  before  he  went  to  give  evi- 
dence. He  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  ad- 
mitted Sir  Colin  MoncrieflThad  not  that 
personal  acquaintance  with  the  High- 
lands which  would  enable  him  to  give  a 
complete  and  authoritative  statement  on 
the  subject,  which  would  not  need  to  be 
supplemented  by  others,  as  it  would  be 
supplemented  ;  but  the  evidence  was 
given  in  good  faith,  and  when  it  was 
read  in  txtenso  it  was  of  a  very  different 
nature  from  that  compressed  and,  in 
some  respects,  adulterated,  edition  of  it 
which  got  into  the  newspapers  the  next 
day.  With  regard  to  the  Bill  to  amend 
the  Crofters  Act,  the  Government  pro- 
mised that  this  year  they  would  do  their 
best — that  was  to  say,  they  would  pass, 
if  the  House  did  not  prevent  them,  a 
Bill  to  extend  the  advantages  of  the 
Crofters  Act  to  leaseholding  occupiers. 
That  was  a  small  promise,  but  it  was 
an  absolute  one. 

Mk.  H ANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
only  wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  with  regard  to 
a  Vote  which  he  saw  was  of  the  same 
amount  this  year  as  it  was  lust, 
although  the  House  of  Commons  last 
year  decided  in  favour  of  a  reduction  of 
£oO().  He  did  not  presume  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  face  of  the  action 
taken  by  the  House,  was  goin«i;  to  ask 
for  the  same  amount  for  the  House  of 
Lords  Otticers  as  was  asked  last  year. 
He  knew  that  the  right  hon.  (ientleman 
had  been  in  communication  with  the 
Chairman  of  Committees   of  the  House 

Sir  G.  Trevelyan 


of   Lords,  and,  therefore,    he    was    not 
going  to  press  it  to-day,  as    he  did  not 
think  it  a  proper  opportunity,  and  because 
some    allies    who    supported    him    last 
time  were  not  in  their  places  to-day  ;  still, 
he  thought  it  was  a  matter  on  which  they 
should  have  some  information.     There- 
fore, he  would  like  to  know  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  deal  with  the 
matter — whether    he    would    suggest    a 
Joint  Committee  of  the  two  Houses  or 
how  the  question  was  to  be  dealt  with ; 
but  surely  the  House  of  Commons  would 
not  desire  to  pass  the  same  Estimate  this 
year  as  was  passed  last  year. 
•Sir  J.   T.   HIBBERT   thought  the 
hon.  Member  was  quite  right  in  raising 
the  question,  and  he  might  tell  him  that 
a  difficulty  had  arisen  in  regard  to  this 
matter.     He  had  made  a  proposal  to  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  of   the  House 
of  Lords,  Lord  Morley,  suggesting  what 
he  considered  the  best  way  out  of  the 
difficulty — namely,  to  have  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee  of  both  Houses,  who  should  con- 
sider  the  question  of  the  salaries  of  the 
Clerks  of  both  Houses.     He  had  not  yet 
had  any  definite   reply,    but  the  matter 
was  under  consideration.     He  was  glad 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  pro{>ose  to  cany 
the   matter   further  to-day,    and  before 
they  reached  the  Vote  on  the  Estimates 
he  hoped  he  should  be  able  to  make  a 
communication  to  the  House. 

Mr.  J.  G.  LAWSON  (York,  N.E^ 
Thirsk)  said,  he  wished  to  call  attention 
to  a  matter  of  interest  to  agricultural  and 
rural  districts,  and  in  this  he  hoped  he 
would  receive  the  support  of  Members 
for  agricultural  constituencies. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough): 
On  a  point  of  Order,  asked  if  the  hon. 
Member  was  going  to  move  a  Resolution  ? 
•The  chairman  :  I  do  not  know, 
but  he  is  in  possession  of  the  Com* 
mittee. 

Mr.  J.  G.  LAWSON  said,  the  matter 
he   wished    to  raise   was  of   very  grea^ 
importance. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  Do  vou  mean  to  move 
a  Resolution  ? 

Mr.  J.  G.  LAWSON  :  Yes. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  That  will  stop  al/ 
our  discussion. 

Mr.  J.  G.  LAWSON  said,  the  Ume 
was  so  short   that  he  was   compelled  .ti>    , 
bring  the  matter  forward,  even  if  it  pre- 
vented the  other  question  being  discussed. 
The  question  he  had  to  raise  had  refe^ 
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eoce  to  the  attitude  taken  up  with  re- 
gani  to  voluutary  schools.  At  this 
moment,  wheu  it  was  ino.st  ilitficult  to 
raise  money  id  rural  districts,  great 
prewiire  was  beiug  brought  to  lK3ar  upon 
all  volantury  schools  throughout  Eng- 
laud  to  meet  the  requirements,  wliicli 
were  of  various  descriptions  ;  some  of 
which  were  perhaps  necessary,  but 
others  of  which  he  considered  were  fads, 
if  he  might  be  allowed  to  use  the  expres- 
sion. There  were  in  the  agricultural  dis- 
triet:i  two  things  which  the  people  had 
It  heart  :  first,  they  liked  their  voluntary 
«cbool  system  ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
they  hateil  rates.  If  this  matter  was  to 
go  00,  and  pressure  was  to  l>e  put  on  the 
■utagers  of  these  schools,  the  voluntary 
Mhools  must  go  down,  and  they  wquld 
Kf«r  l>e  reared  again,  because  if  once 
the  School  Board  system  was  established 
thej  could  not  go  back  to  the  voluntary 
•ehools,  and  the  villagers  would  have  a 
lehool  rate  which  at  present  they  were 
Ahie  to  escape  in  so  many  places.  It  was 
Mid  on  a  former  occasion  that  was  not  the 
right  opportunity  for  raising  the  question, 
that  the  proper  occasion  would  bo  when 
ibe  Vote  for  the  salary  of  the  Minister 
of  Education  came  up.  That  Vote  had 
BOW  come  on,  and  therefore  this  was 
4iitiiictly  their  opportunity.  The  right 
iioo.  (ieutleman  iiad  not  l>een  slow  to 
meet  any  charges  directe<l  against  him, 
and  had  always  appeared  most  eager  for 
the  contest ;  but  whenever  the  subject 
had  been  hitherto  debated,  it  had  been  in 
the  early  hours  of  the  morning,  or  at 
come  time  when  the  House  was  anxious 
to  hnrrv  on  w^ith  other  business. 

The' VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  AcLAND,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherliam)  :  Allow  me  to  make  one 
wnark.  Last  week  this  subject  was 
ttnJer  di>cussiou — the  exact  question  the 
hon.  Meml)er  is  now  raising — and  the 
Government  made  no  request  that  it 
'hoiiM  be  put  off,  or  in  any  way  post- 
liooeil. 

Mr.  J.  G.  LAWSON  said,  the  iK>int 
he  ile^irwl  to  make  was  not  the  question 
^  the  voluntary  system  as  against 
w^anl  schools,  but  whether  pressure 
^OiiM  lio  put  on  the  agricultural  dis- 
^cts  at  this  moment.  He  knew  nothing 
*htHit  the  urban  districts,  with  which  he 
^as  not  acquaiutetl  ;  but,  as  far  as  the 
^nil  districts  were  concernetl,  he  desired 
^0  continue  his  remarks.     They  had  had 


no  opportunity  of  raising  this  particular 
point  from  the  views  of  the  agricul- 
tural Members,  but  there  appeared, 
all  through  last  Session,  signs  that 
trouble,  anxiety,  and  indignation  were 
growing  throughout  the  rural  dis- 
tricts, for  week  after  week  (piustions 
had  been  put  by  Members  pointing  out 
particidar  cases  of  hardship  in  their  own 
divisions,  and  with  so  much  smoke  there 
must  Ihj  some  fire.  The  fact  was,  that  it  was 
well  known  to  every  Inspector  of  Schools 
in  England  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ])referred  the  School  Board  system 
to  the  voluntary  system. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  No,  I  never  said  so. 

M«.  J.  G.  LAWSON  said,  it  was  a 
matter  of  common  notoriety. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  deny  it. 

Mr.  J.  G.  LAWSON  was  very  glad, 
was  delighted,  to  have  drawn  that  denial 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
hopeil  it  wouhl  go  forth  to  every  Inspector 
in  p]ngland  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  prefer  the  School  Board  to 
the  voluntary  system,  and  perhaps  they 
would  see  that  the  Inspectors  would 
change  their  tactics. 

Mr.  ACLAND  ;  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  allow  nic  to  interrupt  him. 
If  he  makes  an  imputation  of  this  sort  he 
must  give  some  foundation  for  it.  He 
says  the  Inspectors,  as  servants  of  the 
Department,  are  well  aware  that  I,  as 
head  of  the  Department,  prefer  the 
School  Board  to  the  voluntary  system. 
That  means  that  thev  must  have  some 
official  knowledge  of  it.  I  must  ask  him 
to  prove  it,  and  I  say  it  is  not  prove<l. 

Mr.  J.  G.  LAWSON  said,  that  he 
had  listened  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speeches,  and  ha<l  drawn  from  them  that, 
although  he  said  (piite  truly  that  he 
endeavoured  to  hold  the  scales  equally 
between  the  two  systems,  his  own  opinion 
was  in  favour  of  the  School  Board 
system.  This  was  the  view  of  the  In- 
spectors, and  it  accounted  for  their  in- 
creased assiduity  and  vigilance  in  making 
demands  on  the  managers  of  the  voluntary 
schools.  If  these  demands  were  made  in 
the  large  towns,  whore  there  were 
wealthy  citizens  able  to  meet  them,  per- 
haps no  great  harm  would  be  done  ;  but 
they  were  made  in  the  rural  districts, 
where  the  landlord  was  in  a  yavy  em- 
barrasse*!  condition,  the  farmer  was  little 
better  off  than  the  labourers  who  worked 
for  him,  and  the  labourers  hml  no  money 
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to  spare,  however  willing  they  might  be 
to   subscribe   to   the    voluutary  schools. 
The  result  was   inevitable,   unless  they 
could  persuade  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
to   stay   his   hand   for   the  present.     If 
Board     schools     were     substituted     for 
voluntary   schools    the    country    would 
lose    subscriptions    equal    to   £750,000. 
They    would     also     lose     the     greater 
economy    of   voluntary    schools,    where 
children     were     educated      for     6s.     a 
head    cheaper   than    in    Board    schools. 
He  trusteil  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  throw  out  some  hint  that  zeal 
in  bringing  about  the  introduction  of  the 
School  Board  rate  into  parishes  which 
were  now  free  from  it  was  not  the  royal 
road  to  his  favoiu*.      The  rural  schools 
were  suffering  at  present  from  the  utmost 
rigour  of  what,  with  all  deference  to  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman,   was    called    the 
active  persecution  of  voluntary   schools 
throughout    the   country.      If    only   an 
intimation  went  forth  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  desirous  that  at  the 
present   most   unfortunate   moment  that 
rigour   should  be  not   only    not  relaxed 
but    increased,    something   would    have 
been  gained  which  would  be  valued  in 
agricultural  constituencies.      He  moved 
the  reduction  of  Item  1,  Class  IV.,  bv 
£500. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  :  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  Order,  Sir.  If  this  Amend- 
ment is  moved  one-half  of  the  Votes 
cannot  be  discussed  or  amended.  The 
hon.  Member,  in  moving  it,  is  taking 
advantage  of  the  Forms  of  the  House  to 
prevent  discussion. 

♦The  CHAIRMAN:  As  there  are 
seldom  any  notices  of  reductions  on  a 
Vote  on  Account  this  state  of  things 
always  happens.  It  is  in  accordance  with 
the  Rules,  and  if  the  hon.  Member  chooses 
to  move  his  Amendment  I  cannot  help  it. 

Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough)  : 
I  rise  to  Order,  Sir.  My  hon.  Friend 
stated  just  now  that  he  wanted  to  deal 
with  Class  IV. 

•The  CHAIRMAN  :  I  have  decided 
the  point  of  Order.  The  hon.  Member 
who  referred  to  Class  IV.  did  not  move 
on  that  class. 

Moti:)u  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Item  of  £1,160,000  for  Public 
Education  in  England  and  Wales,  be  reduced 
by  £500."— (Jlfr.  J.  G.  Lawwn.) 

Mr,  J,  G,  Lawson 


Dr.  CLARK  :  I  now  beg  to  move, 
Mr.  Mellor,  that  you  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

•The  CHAIRMAN:  The  Rule  is 
perfectly  clear,  and  I  cannot  put  that 
Motion.  If  there  was  any  doubt  about 
the  Rule  I  should  do  what  I  could  to 
assist  those  Members  who  wish  to  discuss 
earlier  parts  of  the  Vote. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  I  move  to  report  Pro- 
gress. I  say  it  is  utterly  impossible  for 
us  to  do  our  duty  if  discussion  npoQ 
four-fifths  of  the  Votes  before  the  Com- 
mittee is  to  be  ruled  out  of  Order  as  it 
will  be  by  the  course  now  taken.  We 
shall  be  unable  to  discuss  the  whole  <A 
Class  L,  Class  II.,  in  which  there  are 
35  Votes,  and  Class  III.,  which  takes  ia 
almost  everything.  It  will  leave  of 
with  absolutely  nothing  to  do. 

•The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  is  not  speaking  to  the  Question 
before  the  Committee.  The  Question  is 
that  of  the  proposed  reduction. 

Dr.  CLARK :  The  Question  is  to 
report  Progress. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  cannot  pat 
that  Question,  as  the  Rule  is  quite  clear* 

Dr.  CLARK  :  I  am  moving  a  Motion, 
Sir,  and  I  am  within  my  rights  in  doing 
so. 

The  chairman  :  I  have  alteadj 
dealt  with  that.  I  cannot  accept  the 
Motion. 

Dr.  CLARK :  It  is  your  function, 
Sir,  to  maintain  Order.     If 

The  chairman  :  Under  the  Stand- 
ing  Order  I  must  decline  to  put  the  hon* 
Member^s  Motion. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  Sir,  I  have  a  right  te  . 
move  my  Motion  and  make  my  speech* 
I   demur   to   your   right  to   decline  the*~ 
Motion. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order! 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :    On  thm 
point  of  Order,  Sir,  I  understand  that  tC 
is  within  the  competence  of  the  Chair- 
man to  decline  to  put  the  Motion,  but  J 
would  ask  is  it  not  within  his  competence 
to  refuse  to  have  the  Motion  made  ? 

•The  CHAIRMAN:    Certainly.     H 
as  I  have  already  said,  the  Rule  were 
clear  I  should  do  what  I  could  to  assifll 
the  hon.  Meml>er,  because  I  think  it  ii 
the  hard  rule,  and  I  must  abide  by  it. 

Dr.  CLARK:    I  have  risen  to  cttt 
attention  to  the  inconvenience 

The  chairman  :    That  is  cleMfr' 
out  of  Order. 
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Dr.  CLARK  :    II  is  always  a  Mem- 
ber's right  to  move  to  report  Progress. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  woald  call  my  hon.  Friend's  attention 
to  the  fact  that  he  must  submit  to  the 
deeisioD  of  the  Chairman.  He  can- 
not ioform  the  Chairman,  after  a  decision 
has  been  given,  of  what  he  thinks  is  the 
proper  coarse.  Clearly,  if  order  is  to  be 
mtiotained  in  the  House,  he  must  submit 
to  the  Chairman's  ruling.  It  is  the  duty 
of  the  Chairman  to  stat«  to  the  Com- 
luttee  the  coarse  that  must  be  taken 
inder  the  circumstances  that  arise. 

Dr.  CLARK  :  I  was  goin^r  to  give 
■?  reasons  for  moving  to  report  Pro- 
fRM,  and  when  I  was  doing  so  the 
Qairman  rose  and  said  he  had  put  the 
Motion.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  have 
•right  to  give  my  reasons  for  moving 
lifBport  Progress. 

8nt  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  understand 
thit  when  the  Chairman  has  given  a 
nling  of  this  kind,  which  is  within 
Ui  discretion,  that  ruling  cannot 
k  trgaed  npon.  If  we  once  began  to 
Apate  the  rulings  of  the  Chair  we 
irald  get  into  a  deplorable  state  of 
Aorder. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  : 
I  d«ire  to  ask,  Mr.  Mellor,  whether  I 
iWl  have  an  opportunity  of  making 
observations  regarding  the  state- 
made  bv  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
hud? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  When  the 
•itter  arises  I  will  answer  that  ques- 

tiOQ. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  May  I  ask, 
Hr.  Mellor,  whether  you  can  refuse  to 
fttthe  Motion  for  redaction,  seeing  that 
'^  Jon  do  so  it  will  put  us  to  such  a  dis- 
adfintage,  bearing  in  mind  that  the 
hm.  Gentleman  informed  you  that  he 
*18  going  to  move  in  Class  IV. 

The    CHAIRMAN  :     As     I     have 

'boady  explained,  I  am  bound  by  the 

iole  of  the  House.     I  have  no  power  to 

•iter  it.     As  I  have  said,  I  would  help 

fte^on.  Member  if  I  coald,  but  the  hon. 

^  learned  Gentleman  is  perfectly  within 

m  right,  and  I  am  bound  to  administer 

^  Rale  as  I  find  it.     This  has  happened 

^Kffe  than  once  on  Votes  on  Account. 

•Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 

^^9)  :  Is  it  not  the  fact,  Mr.  Mellor, 

that  there  is  no  point   of  Order  at  all, 

^  that  if  a    Mraiber   who  wishes  to 


move  a  redaction  on  Class  I.  finds  a 
Member  who  wishes  to  move  on  Vote  7 
is  in  possession  of  the  House,  he  cannot 
call  upon  him  to  give  way  unless  he 
wishes  to  do  so  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  That  is  so  ;  that 
is  the  Rule  of  the  House.  Owing  to  the 
fact  that  on  a  Vote  on  Account  there 
is  no  list  of  Notices  of  Motion,  any  hon. 
Member  who  is  called  upon  remains  in 
possession  unless  he  chooses  to  give  way. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  Then  if  we 
had  Notices  on  the  Paper  you  would  call 
upon  us  in  the  order  of  those  Notices  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  When  hon. 
Gentlemen  give  Notice  of  Amendments 
the  Chair  calls  upon  them  according  to 
their  Notices,  but  on  a  Vote  on  Account 
any  hon.  Member  who  is  in  possession  of 
the  Committee  is  entitled  to  move  a  re- 
duction unless  he  gives  way. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  Then  we  could 
give  notice  on  a  Vote  on  Account  ? 

The  chairman  :  That  has  been 
done  repeatedly. 

•The  financial  SECRETARY  to 
the  treasury  (Sir  J.  T.  IIibbert, 
Oldham)  :  As  it  is  very  desirable  that  we 
should  if  possible  get  out  of  the  diflfitMilty, 
I  would  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Thirsk 
(Mr.  J.  G.  Lawson)  whether,  if  he  were 
afterwards  allowed  to  continue  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  subject  he  has  brought 
forward,  he  would  be  willing  to  with- 
draw his  Motion  for  a  reduction,  ^«o  as  to 
give  Members  an  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing other  matters. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  But  I  must  call 
attention  to  the  Rule.  The  withdrawal 
of  a  Motion  on  a  Vote  on  Account  does 
not  help  the  matter.  The  question  is 
whether  the  Amendment  has  been  put 
from  the  Chair.  My  duty  is  to  put  from 
the  Chair  every  Amendment  moved,  and, 
whether  it  is  withdrawn  or  not,  the 
putting  it  from  the  Chair  has  the  same 
effect. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  wished  to  draw  attention  to 
the  fact  that  on  Thursday  last  a  couple 
of  hours  were  spent  mainly  in  discussing 
the  general  question  of  the  demands  of 
the  Education  Department  upon  schools 
in  all  parts  of  the  country,  especially  in 
relation  to  buildings.  Some  coiivcrsation 
then  took  place  between  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Rochester  (Viscount 
Cranborne)    and    himself,    and    it    was 
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things  which  he  (Mr.  Acland)  had  had 
to  do.  Speaking  on  the  Slst  of  July, 
1891,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  W. 
Hart-Dvke)  said  that  it  would  be  the  duty 


arranged  that  all  serious  cases  in  which 
there  was  any  question  of  withholding 
the  grant  should  be  brought  before  him 
and  that  the  facts  should  be  published,  so 
that  everybody  might  know  that  the 
schools  were  in  danger.  The  effect  of 
this  arrangement  would  be  to  bring  to  his 
own  notice  «onie  of  the  (»ses  which  he 
would  not  otherwise  know  of.  As  he  had 
already  pointed  out,  he  had  no  interest  in 
the  unequal  treatment  of  schools  in 
any  part  of  the  country.  He  did  not, 
however,  object  to  these  discussions  if 
they  brought  him  the  unusual  distinction, 
such  as  he  had  received  since  last  Thurs- 
day, of  a  letter  from  a  rural  dean,  wordeil 
as  follows  ; — 

*'  I  see  that  complaint  is  made  on  account 
of  onlers  being  given  that  every  school  should 
have  a  cloak-room.  For  <loing  this  you  are 
calle<l  a  '  faddist.'  I  do  not  exactly  know  what 
that  means,  but  if  it  has  regaixl  to  cloak-rooniH 
and  siinitary  arrangements,  I  suffer  from  the 
same  complaint.  Whatever  politics  a  man  may 
hold,  if  put  down  to  teach  in  a  school  when  on 
a  wet  day  the  cloaks,  hats,  bonnets,  &c.,  are 
hung  in  the  schoolrojm,  he  would  become  a 
'  fatldist,'  if  that  is  the  proi^er  term  for  those 
interested.  I  must  add  that  all  the  schools  in 
my  deanery  and  districts  have  been  treated 
with  the  utmost  courtesy  by  the  authorities, 
and  that  there  have  boen  no  *  needless  onlers  of 
alteration.' " 

This  showed  that  there  was,  at  all  events, 
one  ecclesiastical  authority  who  was 
thoroughly  satisfied  with  the  action  of 
the  Department.  The  Reports  which 
were  coming  in  from  the  Inspectors 
stated  that  the  suggestions  they  had 
made  for  improvements  in  the  arrange- 
ments had  been  received  with  courtesy 
and  kindness.  The  reason  why  he  spoke 
rather  warmly  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Thirsk  (Mr.  J.  G.  Lawson)  just  now 
was,  that  he  understood  the  hon.  Member 
to  be  attacking  him  as  a  Minister  and 
not  as  an  individual,  and  it  was  a  very 
strong  thing  to  say  that  the  Inspectors 
had  had  it  from  him  that  they  were  to 
favour  one  school  more  than  another,  and 
were  to  condemn  one  class  of  school 
for  the  sake  of  strengthening  another. 
Any  Minister  would  deserve  to  lose  all 
his  influence  with  the  officials  of  his 
Department  if  he  ^ave  any  directions  of 
that  sort,  even  if  they  merely  savoured 
of  partiality  for  one  school  as  against 
another.  If  his  predecessor  (Sir  W. 
Hart-Dyke),  as  Minister  for  Education, 
had  been  in  Office  for  the  last  18  months, 
he  would  have  htul  to  do  a 

Mr,  Acland 


great 


manv 


of  the  Education   Department  to  secure 
greater  effort   in   country   schools,    and 
that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  was 
prepared  to  pledge  himself  and  the  De- 
partment that  the  educational  methods  of 
the  country  schools  must  be  improved, 
and   the   excuse   of   poverty    would    no 
longer  be  permitted.     If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    meant   to    carry   ont    these 
wor4s,  and  if  he  had  remained  in  Oifice, 
he  would  have  had  to  do  a  great  deal  of 
the  work  that  ho  (Mr.  Acland)  had  done. 
If    hon.    Members   would     study     The 
School  Guardian,  as  he  did,  they  would 
know  that  the  methods  now  adopted  by 
both  Church  and  Nonconformist  schools 
were  of  a  somewhat  old-fashioned  cha- 
racter.    It  was  said  that  the  Department 
was  putting    on    too  severe  a  pressure. 
He    admitted  that  at  the  present  time 
many  of    the    supporters  of   voluntary 
schools  were  suffering  from  want  of  means, 
but  he  gathered  from  the  Inspectors  that 
there    was    great    willingness    in     nine 
schools  out  of  ten  to  meet  all  reasonable 
demands,  and  in  many  cases  the  friends 
of  voluntary  schools  had  raised  the  funds 
that  were  necessary.     When  in  any  case 
it    could    be   shown    that    without    his 
knowledge,  as  it  usually  was,  some  In- 
s))ector  or  official  was  putting  unreason* 
able  pressure  upon  a  school,  the  friends 
of  the  school  ought  to  do  their  liest  to 
let  him  (Mr.  Acland)  know,  or  ought  to 
send  a  firm  and  respectful   protest  to  th^ 
Department.       He    thought     that    thd 
publication    of    the     Returns     he     huA 
promised    would    help   to    improve    tbo 
position  in  all  cases  where  there  was  any 
chance  whatever  of  a  voluntary  school 
l)eing     condemned    without     its     bein^ 
brought  to  his  knowledge.       It  was  cou- 
stantly   stated  on  the  platform   that  be 
was  actuated  by  mere  jealousy  and  envy 
of  the  voluntarv  schools.     Such  was  not 
the  case.     When   the  State  was  giving 
more  and  more  grants  to  these  schools— 
and  it  might   interest  hon.  Members  to 
know  that  the  grant  actually    given  to 
voluntarv  schools  this  vear  hail  increased 
rather    more    than    the   grant    given   to 
Hoard  Schools — it  did  not   look  as  if  b® 
had  shown  any   special  disfavour  to  tLe 
voluntary  schools.      He    said,   however, 
that  when  the  State  gave  from  £6,000,000 
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to  £7,000,003  to  the  voluntary  schools 
the  GovernmeDt  was  boiiud  to  ask  iu 
return  for  thoroughly  healthy  buildings, 
and  tboronghly  good  apparatus  with 
which  to  carry  on  the  education  given. 
Everybody  would  agree  that  this  was  a 
reasooable  demand  to  make. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  West 
Derby)  said,  he  had  listened  to  the  right 
hoii.  Gentleman^s  statement  with  some 
satisfaction,  because  it  had  carried  them 
a  little  bit  further  than  they  hat!  hitherto 
been  carried  in  regard  to  the  voluntary 
schools.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
eoald  not  blame  gentlemen  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House  if  they  put  on 
to  his  shoulders  blame  which  he  might  he 
tWe  to  shift  elsewhere.  He  could  not 
but  be  aware  of  the  fact  that  durin*'  the 
wt  12  months — a  period  of  time  almost 
corresponding  with  the  period  during 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  in  Office — there  had  been  a  strong 
ind  concerted  action  taken  in  the  country 
\ff  gentlemen  who  were  supporters  of 
the  Government  in  opposition  to  the 
TOluntary  schools,  and  iu  support  of  the 
ca^i^tence  of  the  Board  sctiools.  Men 
who  were  identified  with  the  Liberal 
ftuiy  in  the  districts  iu  which  they  lived 
ind  forced  on  the  creation  of  Board 
•iools  by  the  simple  process  of  with- 
fawing  their  subscriptions.  It  was 
uderstood  that  the  majority  of  gentle- 
men opposite  believed  in  the  Board 
•yjtem  as  being  a  better  one  than  the 
voluntary  system.  ["  Hear,  hear  !  "  from 
^  Ministerial  Benches.']  That  cheer 
•*«  an  endorsement  of  the  accusation 
^his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  G.  L:iwson). 
^  his  hon.  Friend  had  said  was  that 
^e  policy  of  the  Government  and  their 
^pporters  was  to  support  the  Board 
•fels  as  op|>osed  to  the  voluntary 
"^k  All  he  had  meant  to  convey 
^  that  if  the  Government  could  do  it 
%  would  favour  the  creation  of  Board 
*wK)ls  to  the  extinction  of  voluiiUiry 
"cbools. 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  What  he  said  was 
^b«t  I  had  done  that. 

Mr.\V.  long  .said,  his  hon.  Friend's 
"Utement  was  that  it  was  a  matter  of  coin- 
"•^w  notoriety  that  the  Inspectors  knew 
*nat  the  policy  of  the  Go venmieniTwa  shut 
'^  Was  not  suggesteii  that  tho/fispectors, 
*ho,  as  everyone  who  kuowlieni  would 
•^njjt,  discharged  their  duUes  with  abso- 
^•^te  fairness,  integrity,  ao/  courtesy,  lent 


themselves  to  any  unfair  action.     Gen- 
tlemen on   the  Opposition    side   of   the 
House  had  felt  compelled   to   represent 
the  views  which  were  held  by  a  largo 
section  of  the  community  on   this  ques- 
tion, and  to  present  to  the   Vice  Presi- 
dent almost    a    prayer   that    something 
more  than  consideration  might  be  shown 
to   them   in   the  circumstiinces  in  which 
thev  now  found  themselves.      This  was 
not   a   matter  of  politics.      There  were 
many  Liberals  in  country  and  small  urban 
districts  who  held  the  belief  that  a  more 
inopportune  moment  on  which  to  jiress 
increased  expenditure  on  those  districts 
could  not  have  been  chosen.     The  Go- 
vernment and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
late  Vice  President  (Sir  W.  Hart-Dyke) 
might  say  that  the  plea  of  poverty  could 
not  be  entertained,   but  they  could  not 
deny  the  most  deplorable  fact  that  since 
1891    the  circumstances  surrounding  the 
small    towns   and    agricultural    districts 
had  changed  in  a  most  lamentable  degree 
for  the  worse.     Agriculturists  now  found 
themselves  confronted  with   what  many 
believed    to   be  inevitable  ruin.      They 
had    cut    down    expenditure   under    all 
heads     which     might      bo     classed     as 
personal  luxuries,  enjoyments,  or  amuse- 
ments.     Squires  had   given    uji  coming 
to  London,   and  given  up    their  horses 
and     carriages     and      their      pleasures, 
many  of   which    promoted  employment, 
and  in  some  cases  they  were  only  living 
in    their  houses  because    no   one  would 
rent    them.       He    knew    from    his   own 
experience  that  rents  in  some  agricultural 
districts    had    fallen     by    sums    varying 
from  30  to  50  and,  in  some  cases,  70  per 
cent.     Even  with  these  heavy  reductions 
of  rent  the  farmers  found  it  extremely 
difficult  to  carrv  on   their  industry.     It 
was    nothing    short    of    a    farce    and    a 
mockery  to  insist  on  spending  consider- 
able bams  in  improving  school  accommo- 
Jation  when  it  was  difficult  to  find  for 
the  lal)ourers  wages  sufficient  to  provide 
bread  for  themselves  and  their  children. 
Members    knew    very   well    that    if    the 
people   of    a    small    agricultural   district 
were     called     upon      to     spend      £300 
or   ,£o0()    on   school   accommodation   the 
money  must  come  out  of  the  pockets  of 
the  owners,  or  o'se  must  be  obtained  by 
the  clertrvnian  and  his  friends  by  moans 
which  were  known  to  everybody.    When 
things    were    in    the    condition    he    had 
descrilied    it    was    nothing    less    than    a 
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hardship  and   a   cruelty  to   come  down 
upon   the   owners   and    say,    "In   order 
that  the  strict  letter  of  the  law  may  be 
maintained    you    must   find   money   for 
increased    expenditure  on    the  schools." 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  did 
not  differ  with  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
as    to     the    provision,   for    instance,    of 
cloak-rooms.     No  doubt  it  was  undesir- 
able that  children  and    teachers    should 
have  to  stand  all  day  in  a  room  where 
wet  cloaks  and   hats  were  hung  up.     It 
was  most  undesirable  that   there  should 
not  be  sufficient  cubic  space,  or  that  all 
the   children    should    be    taught  in    the 
same  room.     It  was  very  desirable  there 
should    be   different  rooms  for  the  dif- 
ferent grades,  so  that  there  should  not  be 
the   confusion   which    existed  in   rooms 
where  the  unfortunate  teachers   had    to 
teach  four  different  classes  of  children  of 
different   ages.      They   believed    in    all 
these    things    as    much    as     gentlemen 
opposite,      but      they      thought      that 
in      many    agricultural    districts     they 
were    carrying    the    system    of    educa- 
tion   a   little   too    far,    and    putting  too 
much    pressure    on    the   people.      The 
Opposition   were  as  much  in  favour  as 
the     gentlemen     on     the     Government 
Benches   of    improvements    in   sanitary 
arrangements  and  in  the  matter  of  accom- 
modation, and  if  the  time  were  suitable 
and  the  money  there  they  would  be  the 
last  to  stand  in  the  wav.     On  the  con- 
trary,    the    right   hon.    Gentleman    had 
himself  referred  to  what  had  been  done 
by    voluntary    means    in    this    country. 
The  action  of  the  supporters  of  the  volun- 
tary schools  was  not  to  be  judged  by  the 
mere  amount  of  subscriptions  and  by  the 
enormous    sums     they    had     spent    on 
school  buildings,  and   in  other  ways,  and 
he   believed    the  right   hou.   Gentleman 
did  not  say  more  than  the  truth  when  he 
said,    in    reference    to    these    voluntary 
schools,   there    was    always   an    earnest 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  people  to  carry 
out    the    recommendations    of    the    In- 
spectors, and  to  find  the  money  for  this 
purpose.     The    view    held    by  many    of 
the     poorer    and     smaller    squires    and 
clergymen   in  the  country  districts   was 
that,  unless  they  were  able  to   manage 
to  raise    the  necessary  money   between 
this  and  the  next  visit  of  the  Inspector, 
by  one  stroke  of  the  pen  they  would  find 
themselves  minus  a  portion  of  their  income; 
whilst  to  start  and  collect  £200  or  £300 

Mr.  Fr.  Long 


in  a  rural  district  of  this  kind  was  to 
start   an   enterprise   so   difficult  that   it 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  carry  it  to 
a  successful  issue.     It  was  often   urged 
that  School  Board  expenditure  was  ex- 
penditure  by  an   elected  authority,  and 
therefore  responsible  to  their  constituents, 
and  entitled  to  spend  money.     But  there 
was   all    the    difference    in    the    world 
between   the    expenditure   of  a    School 
Board  and  an  ordinary  elected  authority 
such  as  a  Corporation  or  Local  Board* 
The   latter   bodies    were,   after   all,   the 
judges   of   the   necessity  of  the  expen- 
diture,  and    decided  how    it   should   be 
spent ;  but  the  School  Boards  had  no  dis- 
cretion at  all  in  the  matter,  being  called 
upon  to  spend  the  money  at  the  d  ictation  of  a 
Department  in  London,  and  according  to 
the  terms  and  conditions  laid  down.     AU 
they  wished  to  urge  on  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent  was   that   it   would  be  impossible 
immediately  to  carry  out  in  many  rural 
districts    the   changes    required   in    the 
shape  of  improved  accommodation,  and 
that  by  not  pressing  the  matter  at  once 
he   would  be  relieving   the  people  of  a 
great  difficulty  and  dread,  and  although 
the  Department  might  not  get  buildings 
quite   in   conformity  with  their  present 
views   and  regulations   they   would  get 
buildings   which    would    be   practically 
satisfactory,  and  they  would  not  find  %hB 
people  backward  to  meet  them  half  way, 
and  to  do  everything  they  could  to  make 
the   education  of  children  in  voluntary 
schools    a    success.     In    recommending    ~ 
these  views  to  the  Vice  President  they  S 
were   only   asking  that  his  Department  " 
should  be  governed  by   the  same  Roles' 
which  governed  other  Government  De- 
partments. He  had  the  privilege  of  being 
associated  for  six  years  with  a  Govern^ 
ment    Department — the   Local    Govern- 
ment Board — which  had  more  work  to  do^ 
through  the  medium  of  Inspectors  than, 
perhaps  any  other  Board.     But  in  carry- 
ing   out   its  regulations  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  always  taken  into 
consideration  the  local  circumstances  and 
exercised  a  discretion  before  imposing  or 
adding  to  the  burden  of  debt  in  a  pa^ 
ticular  area.     That  was  all  they  asked  of 
the  Vice  President  and  of  the  Govern- 
ment.^^They  did  not  ask  them  to  relix 
their  ener^s  in  the  direction  of  strengtih 
ening    and^tanproving    the    educationil 
system  of  tlvl  country,  but  they  askrf 
them    not    to  i  apply    their    rule    undar 
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m    set   of    cast-iron     conditions,     but  cloud   of  depression  at  present  hanging 

to   hare  regard  to  all   the    local     cir-  over  us  has  disappeared, 

cnnutaaces 'and   consideratiotis,   to    the  Sir  W.  HAKCOURT  :    I   used  the 

seTeredepression  and  real  suffering  which  word  '*  insanitary  "  because  of  the  special 

at  present  existed.     He  could  assure  the  instance  the  hon.  Member  gave  us  of  the 

right  hoD.  Gentleman  that  such  a  course  cubic   space    for    school    children.       A 

woold  do  no  harm,  but  rather  do  good  to  greater  sanitary  question  than  that  it  is 

the  cause  of  education,  whilst  it  would  impossible  to  conceive ;  therefore,  he  must 

enonnously  lighten  the  great  burden  of  excuse  me  for  taking  the  illustration  out 

sorrow  and  difficulty,  which  at  present  of  his  own  mouth. 

weighed  heavily  on  the  smaller  squires,  Mr.  W.   LONG  :    I   am   afraid   the 

parsons,  and  farmers  of  this  country.  right  hon.    Gentleman  did  not  listen  to 

c     ur  TT  A  nnf\Trnny     r    •       ^  what  1  Said.       I  did  not  instance  insuffi- 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  rise  to  say  •     ^       u-                         *i      i        •          * 

.              ,     ^                              ,.  •'  cieut   cubic  space   nor   the   keeping   of 

•  my  few  words  to  remove  an  ent.re  ^,^jij^^„  .^   ^he    same   room    as    being 

mwpprehension  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  a„,i„i,,     y,^^      j^^  ^he  reverse.    I  stated 

Uentleman,  who  has  lust  spoken  ma  very  *.k„«.  „„«;'•  ,.<.  \„u:«  .««.«  ^  «  *i       i -i 

, ,             '  J        ^^  ''      ^'^  e  ^i           xi  that  sutncieut  cubic  space  for  the  chil- 

^  T'  -fir  ^1  ^     ^u       ^       T  Jren   and    the    necessary    separation    of 

■n  who  sit  behind  him.     They  seem  to  ^,^,^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  desirable  objects  which 

beimder  the  "npression  that  my  right  ^^^^^  ^^  ,,^  ^^^i^  ^^^      j^^\^  ^,^^ 

IMML  rriend   and    the  Government   are  •  •        ^    i     i                      'i            i    fi 

^.       .       ,.  .          ^              .#    ..  vision  of  cloak-rooms,  corridors,  and  other 

aetiiur  in    this  matter  as  if   it  were  a  .1     _     t  n  .^*   ^    \i  *i  «     J 

^?        *  ^1-    T»       111         •     ^  xi  tliiuffs,  1  did  not  regard  them  as  so  neces- 

qnestion  of  the  Board  schools  a£:ainst  the  .  i  «         „*  T  4.1    *  *i          •  1  *  u 

Cary  schools.     My  right  hon.  Friend  '^/^^^^^^  suggested  that  they  might  be 

Aavows  that  altogether.     The  question  '    g^^  \y  hARCOURT  :    I  accept  the 

l«  «  not  a  question   between  Board  explanation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 

■diools  and  voluntary  schools       It  is  a  j  /^  „^j  ^.j^,,  ^^  „;      ^te  him  in  any  way. 

yiHUon    between  good    buildings    and  aU  that  the  Government  and  my  right  hoi. 

Mffieient  buildings.     The  view  of    he  p^j^^^j  j^^.,^^  j^  ^^  j^^j^^  ^,,^^  the  schools 

Goreniment    is    that,    cous.dern.g    the  sUouklbekept  iuarcasonableconditionfor 

eMimous  sums  of  money  which  are  con-  ^.i    •           11 

^  .   ,       ,    -       ,  ,.     /       ^.       ^          J  carrviui?  on   their  work,  and  we  cannot 

mated  out  of  public  taxation  towards  u   "   ^\^  ^    *.  4.1    4.        i      i  •          1     * 

J ^           1     *^x.        -x  •    XI    .     1  X     X  allow  the  fact  that  a  school  is  a  voluntary 

WDeatary  education,  it  is  their  duty  to       1      1  *     1  ^  , 1     „  „         1      •* 

t      ^r        1       X-       •        1              *^      1  school  to  bo   urged  as  a  reason  why  it 

ne  that  the  education  is  adequate,  and  1  ^  ,1 1    i^    i.«^„*°i    i-«v.  ^  *i      ♦        Ii 

^      ,      ,                   ,  ,.         -  ^        '    ,  suoiilu    be    treated   ditierently    to    other 

iiettoool  accommodation  of  a  good  de-  „  i  ^1        rn    *  •    *i  ^  i*                u-  1    *i 

.    .          rx  •    xi_     1  X      i.  xi    ^i-i  schools.      1  hat  is  the  lino  on   which  the 

Mfiption.     It  IS  the  duty  of  the  Govern-  r^                  *         1  ..  *                 11 

*   ^              ^,    ^       11   1    Ml.  Government  ought  to  proceed   and  upon 

Mt  to   see   that  school  buildings  are  ,^,,i^,,  „,    ,  ^^e  bound  to  proceed.     That 

fci^  good  biiUdiiigs.     If  the  argument  j^  „,^       j-^    ;„   ^^,,^i^,,   ^j^^   ,,^^,^   ^^^^^^ 

€itoe  bon.  Member  went  for  anythinsf  n^    i                1     •         1    .          .         r 

ic  ui/ti.  -«*^    /^    -^ T  .,,.         -^        !'='  We  have  no  desire  whatever  to  onforoe 

m^  It  wa3  that  unfit  buildings  are  to  ^^^^  ^^^,^  j^^  ^^  j^^^^^,^  ^^   ^^^^^^^^.^      .^.     ^^^^^ 

fetllowed  because  they  belong  to  volun-  ^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^  distinction  between 

tey  schools  and  because  the  agricultural  ^^^^           ^^^^  Board" schools  in  respect  of 

We^     IS  depressed.      Every   one  de-  .^^.^^.J    ^^^^  ^^       ^^^^H  ^,^  reasonably 

Jfcres  the  depression  m  agriculture,  but  ^^  ^^^  ^^      .      ^/^j^^  ^^,^^^  ^^  education, 

te  cannot  allow  a  plea  of  that  kind  to  be  ^^^   RICHARDSON  (Durham,  S.Pl) 

•tupin  defence  of  insanitary  buildings.  ^^.^^    ^^   ^^.^^^^^   ^^    ^^^^^   ^^.^           J^ 

it  would  be  entirely  wrong.  ^^^.^j^^^  ^1^^.  ^^^^^^^^  language  which  had 

Mr.  W,  long  :   I  did  not  suggest,  been  used  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mom» 

Bor  did  anybody    here,  that    that    plea  ber  for  Thirsk   as    to  the  treatment  of 

^u  in   defence   of   insanitary   schools,  voluntary  schools  by  the  Education  De- 

K     there      be      anything      insanitary  partment.     Whenever  he  had  had  to  see 

it  ought,  of  course,  to  be   immediately  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  he  had 

'emedied.    All  we  have  suggested  is  that  always  been  met  with  the  utmost  cor- 

^here  the  improvement  takes  the  direc-  diality    with   respect    to  every   question 

tioD  of  what  may  no  doubt  be  regarded  which  had  been  raised  by  the  hon.  and 

^  ID  improvement,  but  one  which  is  not  learned  Member,  and  had  always  obtained 

absolutely  necessary   to    the   health   of  reasonable  satisfaction.     Of  course,  they 

^cation  of  the  children,  that  these  alter-  had  always  gone  with  a  good  case  ;  they 

aUons  should  be  postponed  until  the  great  had   not  contended  that  insanitary  and 
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bad  schools  should  he  coutiuued.  In  one 
case  the  Church  of  England  schools  and 
the  voluntary  schools  with  which  he  was 
connected  approached  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  together,  and  they  at- 
tained their  object.  In  another  case 
the  inhabitants  of  one  rural  parish 
with  which  he  was  connected  found 
themselves  unable  to  bear  the  burden 
which  would  have  been  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  establishment  of  a  Board 
school,  and  consequently  it  was  agreed 
by  nearly  all  to  submit  to  a  voluntary 
rate  of  Id.  in  the  £1  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  on  the  work  of  education. 
Even  then,  however,  they  still  found 
themselves  short  of  money,  and  the  poor 
landowners,  of  whom  he  was  one,  agreed 
to  make  up  the  deficiency,  contributing 
in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  their  rent- 
rolls.  And  in  that  place  they  had  earned 
the  highest  grant  of  any  school  in  their 
neighbourhood.  He  thought  it  might  be 
well  if  hon.  Geutlemeoi  opposite  would 
endeavour  to  help  voluntary  schools  in 
the  same  manner. 

SiK  K.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
•said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice 
President  had  complained  that  this  dis- 
cussion was  now  raised  for  the  second 
time  this  Session.  That  might  be  so  ; 
but  this  was  a  matter  of  absolutely  vital 
importance  to  more  than  half  the  elemen- 
tary schools  of  England,  and  the  oppor- 
tunities of  raising  a  discussion  were  few. 
Unless  they  had  seized  that  opportunity 
they  might  not  have  had  another  for  a 
very  considerable  period ;  therefore  they 
must  be  excused  if  they  once  more 
raised  the  question.  In  the  first  place, 
might  he  remark  that  the  principles 
laid  down  so  very  smoothly  by  the 
Leader  of  the  House  were  very  plausible 
to  the  ear,  but  they  directly  militated 
against  the  voluntary  and  in  favour  of 
the  Board  school  system.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  talk  of  equal  treatment  for  Board 
schools  and  voluntary  schools.  The 
School  Board  had  always  the  long  purse 
of  the  ratepayers  to  fall  back  upon,  and 
were  able  cheerfully  to  comply  with 
requisitions  for  improvements.  The 
Leader  of  the  House  spoke  of  improve- 
ments in  accommodation  being  designed 
to  make  the  buildings  fairly  good. 
That  was  an  abstract  proposition  which 
was  undeniable,  but  what  was  meant 
by  "  fairly  good "  ?  He  submitted  that  the 
presumption    that    the    buildings    were 

Mr,  Richardson 


fairly  good  was,  primafacie,  in  favour  of 
the  voluntary  schools,  which  were  at  this 
moment   advancing   more    rapidly   than 
the  Board  schools.     The  argument  as  to 
cnbic  space  also  sounded  very  plausible, 
but  would  anyone  with  a  knowledge  of 
the  subject   deny   that   the   health    and 
appearance  of  the  children  in  voluntary 
schools   were  better  than  in  the  Boai^ 
schools  ?     No  onfe  who  looked  at  the  rosy 
cheeks  and  healthy  aspect  of  our  children 
in  country  schools  would  think  much  of 
the  cubic  space  argument.      The  Leader 
of  the  House  spoke  of  it  being  impossible 
to  favour  voluntary  schools.     But  why 
not  ?  Had  not  voluntary  schools  peculiar 
claims  on  the  country  in  that  they  had 
saved   the    general    taxpayers  sums  of 
money  not  only  in  the  original  capital  for 
providing  the  school,  but  in  the  cost  of 
management  ?     Did  anyone  doubt  that  if 
owing  to  this  new  system  inaugurated  bj 
the    present  Government  the  voluntary 
schools  were    to   be    done  away    witl^ 
perhaps  £1,000,000  would  be  added  to 
the  Budget  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ?       Therefore,     the     voluntary 
schools  had  a  claim  upon  their  favour, 
and     ought     not    to    be    treated    with 
cast-iron  rules  in  comparison  with  Board 
schools.      They  acknowledged  the  ex- 
perience,  the   diligence,   and   the    high 
political  reputation  of  the   Vice  Presi- 
dent.    They  admitted  he  always  spoke 
very    fairly    indeed — in     fact,     it    was 
difficult  to   take  exception   to  any   ex- 
pression with  which  he  favoured  them* 
But  they  had  to   look   at   the   practical 
result  of  the  action  of  the  Department ; 
and  when  they  came  to  opinions   they 
must  beg  leave  to  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    that   he  formed    part   of  a 
Government  which  had,  through  its  in- 
dividual  Members,    declared   the    hope 
that  the  introduction  of  the  free  educa- 
tion   system     would     bring    about    tha 
establishment  of   Board  schools  every- 
where. He  should  be  able  from  the  pages 
oi  Hansard  to  produce  ample  proof  of  that 
contention  in  the  speeches  of   hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  delivered  when  in  Oppo- 
sition.    All  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Thirsk  meant  to   say  was,  that  tbe 
Inspectors  —  gentlemen  of   culture  and 
knowledge — were   seised  with   informs" 
tion  of   the   fact   that   there  was  a  GrO- 
vernment  now  in  power  who  were  con- 
scientiously of  opinion  that   the  Board 
school    system    was     better    than   tho 
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voluntary  sjstem,   and   whon  they  saw 
there  had  been  a  marked  change  of  policy 
absolutelj    coincident     with    the     time 
of     the    accession    of     the     Vice    Pre- 
sident to  power,  they  could  not  be  sur- 
prised   that  thoHO   interested   iu    vohin- 
tarj  schools  attributed  it  to  the  declared 
opinions  of   the  gentlemen  who  formed 
the  Government.  The  Vice  President  had 
declared  that  had  there  been  no  change 
of  Government  many  of  the  things  now 
ordered  by  the  Department  would  have 
been  done  or  ordered  by  his  predecessor 
(Sir  W.  Hart-Dyke).     He  might  remind 
the  Committee  that  after  the  introduction 
of  the  Free  Education  Act  in  the  Debates 
in  which  his  right  hon.  Friend's  utter- 
maces  were  quoted,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir   W.  Hart-Dyke)  remained  in  Office 
for  fnlly  one  year,  and  during  that  year, 
mod  after  the  utterances  which  had  been 
quoted  tiiat  day,  were   there  any  com- 
plaints of  this  kind  ?     He  apprehended 
there  were  none  ?     There  was,  no  doubt, 
verj  valuable  but  judicious  improvement 
uid  progress   which   were   accepted   by 
everyone   and  caused   annoyance  to   no 
one.     That  went  on  from  the  Autumn  of 
1^1  when  the  Free  Education  Act  was 
piieed  to  the  Autumn  of  1892.     Since 
1892,  however,  there  had  been  nothing 
bu  complaints,  incessant  and  widespread, 
which    were    deepening    every    month. 
This  was  their  excuse  for  again  bringing 
this  matter  under  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman.       The    improvements 
which  were  now  being  pressed  upon  the 
Tolaotary  schools  were  not  strictly  educa- 
lioiial  but  solely  material,  and  were,  coii- 
ceqnently,  of  secondary  importance.     The 
question   was   not  so   much    whether  a 
Khool  had  a  good  playground  and  all  the 
Hcommodation  that  was  desired,  but  the 
far  greater   question    was   whether   the 
children  were  healthy  and  strong,  whether 
(bej  were   improved   in   the   mind   and 
nioral   discipline   and   so   forth,   and   in 
^    these     cardinal     respects     nothing 
W  been    said    against    the    voluntary 
•ehools ;    therefore,  it   was    very   hard, 
*t   a     time     when     they    were     doing 
*il    that     which      was      most      purely 
•nd  essentially  the  work   of   education, 
Ait  at  that  very  moment  the  opportunity 
(hould  }>e  taken  of  compelling  them  to 
^0  things  dependent  upon  secondary  and 
i^terial  considerations  quite  apart  from 
^he  moral,  intellectual,  and  educational 
^nestion.    If  the  schools  had  existed  so 


many  generations  and  gone  on  gradually 
improving  under  former  Ministers,  why 
should  this   particular  spurt   be  put  on 
just  now  at  the  very  worst  time  when 
pressure  could  l>e  put  on  ?     The  schools 
had  gone  on  all   these  years  ;  they  had 
complied  with  all  the  Regulations  of  the 
Education    Department,    and     most    of 
these  buildings  which  were  found  fault 
with  now  had   been   approved   by  suc- 
cessive    Education     Departments     and 
Ministers.     Why,  therefore,  should    this 
change   be   made   now  ?      Surely   these 
rapid  and  sudden  modifications  of  policy 
were  greatly  to  be  deprecated  in  such 
matters  as  these,  aflTecting  long-existing 
institutions   and    also   affecting   a   most 
meritorious   class    who    had    long   been 
doing  a  good  work  and  who  happened  to 
l>e  just  now  financially  depressed.   There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  various  Boards  of 
Managers    fully   recognised    the   duties 
which    rested     upon    them,    and    were 
anxious  and  willing  to  do  all   in  their 
power  to   meet   them.     All   they  asked 
was  that  they  should  not  be  hounded  on 
to  destruction  before  they  had  had  the 
necessary  time  given  them  in  which  to 
endeavour  to  make  their  arrangements. 
There  was  no  doubt  whatever,  notwith- 
standing the  statement  of  the  particular 
rural  dean  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man quoted,  that  if  they  could  have  a 
plebiscite  of  the  rural  deans  all  over  the 
country,  there  could  be  no  mistake  as  to 
what  their  opinion    was.     It    would  be 
far  more  satisfactory  if    they  could  be 
favoured  with  the  name  and  locality  of 
the  rev.  gentleman,  because  if  evidence 
of  that  important  character  was  (quoted 
iu    the  House   and   made    the   basis   of 
Ministerial  argument  they    should   cer- 
tainly have  some  means  of  judging  of  the 
value  of  that  evidence.    In  the  absence  of 
such  evidence  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  excuse  them  if,  provisionally,  they 
declined  to  attach  much  weight  to  the 
case  he  had  quoted.     There  was  a  wide- 
spread apprehension    in  many  districts 
that  the  Inspectors  were  inclined  to  press 
every  demand    they  could,  and    it  was 
greatly  to  be  feared  that  unless  money 
could    be   found    the   voluntary    system 
would    be    driven   from    many  of    the 
poorer  country  districts.     Might  he  make 
one  remark    regarding  this  arrangement 
which  he  understood  to  have  been  entered 
into  between  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  and  the  Member  for  liochester  ? 
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Unfortunately,  during  that  afternoon 
he  was  extremely  busy  in  the  School 
Board  for  London,  and  had  not  the  ad- 
vantage and  benefit  of  hearing  what  the 
Minister  said.  But,  of  course,  if  any 
Return  had  been  promised,  and  that 
Return  had  given  satisfaction  to  the 
Member  for  Rochester,  he  should  also 
be  inclined  to  be  satisfied,  only  he  did 
not  know  exactly  what  the  Return 
was.  If  it  had  not  been  formulated 
and  printed  in  such  a  way  that  they  could 
examine  it  they  should  not  accept  it  as 
satisfactory.  He  hoped  some  arrange- 
ment would  be  come  to  whereby  all  the 
demands  made  upon  the  various  schools 
should  be  tabulated  in  a  quarterly  form, 
so  that  everyone  should  know  beforehand 
what  these  demands  were.  After  all, 
what  was  the  particular  request  which 
was  made  to  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  ? 
Those  who  spoke  on  behalf  of  the  volun- 
tary system  did  not  deny  that,  although 
the  material  condition  of  these  school 
buildings  was  of  infinitely  less  import- 
ance than  the  living  teaching  that  went 
on  inside  them,  yet  that  the  school 
buildings  and  playgrounds  were  matters 
which  ought  to  be  improved  with  the 
growing  requirements  of  a  progressive 
age.  But  what  they  said  was  that,  con- 
sidering that  they  found  the  money  for 
building  the  school?,  that  they  had  kept 
them  in  repair,  and  largely  through  their 
financial  exertions  saved  the  ratepayers 
the  grievous  cost  of  education,  they 
ought  to  be  treated  with  tenderness, 
moderation,  and  considerateness.  That 
was  their  claim,  and  they  contended 
that  as  yet  they  had  not  been 
so  •  tn^ated.  Perhaps,  after  hearing 
their  constant  remonstrances,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  now  be  induced 
to  show  them  that  consideration  for 
which  they  asked,  and,  if  so,  they  would 
forgive  him  for  all  the  trouble  he  had 
unnecessarily  occasioned.  They  de- 
manded that  time  should  bo  given  for 
carrying  out  the  requirements  of  the 
E(lu(!ation  Department.  The  time 
allowed  should  be  two  or  three  vears, 
and  even  then  there  should  be  a  gradual 
improvement ;  and  as  long  as  a  school  did 
a  little  bit  this  year,  it  should  be  taken 
as  a  guarantee  of  the  earnest  that  it 
would  do  more  the  next  year  or  the  year 
after.  [Mr.  Aclaxd  :  Hear,  hear  !]  Jf 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  translate 
his    "  hear,    hear "    into   practice,    they 

Sir  R.  Temple 


sbonld  be  thankful,  and  if  he  would  oi 
have   patience    with   them  they   woi 
make  all  the  required  improvements 
due  time. 

•Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  said, 
also  had  a  complaint  to  make  against  t 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  It  had  be 
suggested  that  the  Vice  President  pr 
ceeded  with  the  utmost  rigour  of  the  la 
against  Church  voluntary  schools,  so  th 
these  schools  (had  to  be  closed,  and  t 
districts  had  to  have  Board  schools  ai 
School  Boards.  His  complaint  was  th 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  wi 
the  utmost  rigour  of  the  law  agaik 
British  schools,  which  were  volunta 
schools  belonging  to  the  Nonce 
formists.  He  acquitted  the  right  li< 
Gentleman  of  the  charge  which  had  be 
absurdly  made  against  him  of  religio 
persecution,  because  he  was  imparti 
and  what  he  did  was  to  enforce  at  one 
and  strictly,  the  Regulations  of  his  Depai 
ment.  He  quite  admitted  that  this  wi 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  duty ;  bi 
what  he  ventured  to  submit  was  that  h 
should  proceed  gently  and  with  cautior 
To  carry  out  the  Regulations  at  once  woul« 
mean  that  unless  a  great  effort  were  made 
certain  British  schools  in  hi©  conati 
tuency  and  elsewhere  would  have  to  1> 
closed.  In  the  agricultural  districtf 
especially,  there  ought  to  be  very  genti 
treatment,  for  they  were  a  tender  part 
There  was  only  one  cure  for  th 
present  state  of  things,  and  that  was  t 
consider  the  whole  question  of  how  !• 
it  was  legitimate  to  place  all  these  bui 
dens  on  the  land.  He  quite  understood 
when  the  landed  interest  had  protectio 
and  was  treated  in  a  way  they  now  thougl 
improper,  preferential,  and  unfair,  thei 
were  good  reasons  for  the  imposition  < 
such  burdens  ;  but  when  it  had  no  lonp 
this  preference,  it  began  to  be  tin 
to  see  how  far  the  burdens  c 
the  land  should  be  removed.  I 
speaking  thus  he  was  not  saying  aoi 
thing  that  would  be  contradicted  by  an 
Liberal  Member  who  represented  an. 
agricultural  district,  and  was  aware  € 
the  sad  state  into  which  agriculture  hf 
fallen.  In  dealing  with  agricultural  dii 
tricts  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentl( 
man  to  remember  he  was  dealing  wit 
places  in  which  there  was  great  deprei 
sion  and  poverty.  No  one  was  mw 
anxious  than  he  to  see  the  schools  in 
proved  in  every  respect,  but  it  would  I 
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•n  imfortaDate  thing  to  ruin  the  inhabi- 
ttntB  for  the  sake  of  their  education. 
He  rose  because  he  could  not  go  back  to 
the  agricultural  districts  without  protest- 
ing against  the  whole  of  these  increased 
edncational  charges  being  always  placed 
on  the  land  in  all  places  and  under  all 
circomstances. 

•Sre  W.  HART-DYKE  (Kent,  Dart- 
fnd) :  I  have  an  apology  to  make  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  House.  Unfortunately 
I  hid  to  take  the  chair  at  a  meeting  in 
mother  place,  and  was  unable  to  be 
present  at  the  commencement  of  this 
^Qssion.  It  is  perfectly  obvious  that 
I  am  partly  answerable,  at  all  events, 
fcr  the  existing  state  of  things  from  the 
ttbeational  point  of  view.  I  should  be 
tfcelast  man  to  attempt  to  repudiate  for 
(oe  instant  that  responsibility.  The  right 
jtto.  Gentleman  opposite  has,  I  am 
iformed,  made  a  statement,  reply- 
■|to  a  somewhat  severe  criticism  upon 
4b  present  policy  of  the  Education 
I^MUtment,  and  I  am  told  that  he  has 
Joted  observations  of  mine  in  this 
Hbose,  and  has  also  made  a  statement  to 
fc  effect  that  man v  of  the  demands  made 
ipon  voluntary  schools  are  demands 
•hich  would  have  been  equally  made 
Wl  remained  in  Office. 

Me.  ACLAND  :  Perhaps  I  might  ex- 
plab  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
I  only  quoted  an  old  quotation  which  he 
ttwell  aware  of,  for  I  quoted  it  on  the 
btimates  last  year. 

•Sir  W.  HART-DYKE  :  That  quota- 
tion was  to  this  effect  :  that  in  asking 
4e  taxpayers  of  this  country  to  pay  a 
'Somewhat  advanced  sum  for  education, 
't  was  due  to  the  Mii^istcr  asking  for 
that  sum,  or  the  Grovernment  responsible 
for  it,  that  this  sum  should  not  be  wasted, 
hot  that  there  should  be  a  proportionate 
improvement  in  our  educational  system. 
From  that  pledge  I  do  not  wish  to  take 
away  one  jot  or  tittle,  but  having  listened 
to  this  Debate  it  appears  to  me  that  two 
things  are  obvious.     In  the  first  place, 
there  must  be  some  reason  for  this  uni- 
versal outcry  in  England  with  regard  to 

VOL,  XXn.  [foubth  series.] 


the  present  treatment  of  these  smaller 
voluntary  schools  in  rural  parishes  by 
the  Department,  and  although  I  am  not 
here  to  quote  instances,  yet  I  think  it  is 
fair,  at  all  events,  to  urge  this  on  the 
Committee  :  that  it  is  impossible  to  listen 
to  these  complaints— especially  for  those 
of  us  who  come  from  rural  districts — with- 
out believing  that  harsh  and  cruel  treat- 
ment has  been  somehow  or  other  meted  out. 
It  has  been  said  that  during  the  year  I 
was  in  Office,  after  these  vast  changes  in 
educational  administration  were  made, 
there  were  no  complaints,  and  that  that, 
prima  facie,  points  to  the  conclusion 
that  so  far  as  I  was  concerned  no  hardship 
was  inflicted.  However  that  may  l>e,  it 
must  be  admitted  that  there  is  something 
more  than  a  grievance  established.  I 
think  the  Department  should  have  pro- 
ceeded more  on  the  lines  of  common 
sense,  and  met  the  cases  according  to  the 
circumstances  as  they  might  arise,  with 
a  full  consideration  of  the  financial 
position  of  those  who  are  connected  with 
agriculture  and  its  present  disastrous 
condition.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  proceeded  upon  a  more  hasty  and 
determined  policy.  Instead  of  allow- 
ing the  improvements  required  to  bo 
made  to  be  spread  over  one,  two,  or  three 
years,  he  has  given  rise  by  his  action  to 
the  impression  that  his  policy  involves 
the  hustling  of  these  unfortunate  schools 
out  of  existence  by  bringing  a  strain  on 
their  finances  which  they  are  unable  to 
bear.  That  is  the  only  reason  I  can 
adduce  for  the  present  state  of  affairs. 
I  have  known  instances  myself  where 
the  managers  of  small  rural  schools  have 
made  complaints  of  this  nature.  In  one 
case  they  were  called  upon  to  spend  £60 
to  put  their  school  in  perfect  sanitary 
condition  ;  and  no  sooner  had  they  done 
that — for  that  demand  was  one  which  no 
reasonable  school  manager  would  resent — 
than  they  were  asked  to  spend  £50  in 
providing  a  cloak-room  for  the  girls. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  ask  what 
I  would  have  done  under  the  circum- 
stances. I  will  tell  him.  I  should  have 
considered  the  small  resources  of  this 
school,  and  after  the  school  had  been  put 
in  a  sanitary  condition  I  should  have 
given  it  at  least  12  months'  rest  before 
making  fresh  demands  upon  it.  That 
would  have  been  the  policy  I  should 
have  been  inclined  to  adopt. 
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Mr.    ACLAND:    Where    was    that 
school  ? 

•Sir   W.    IIART-DYKE  :  At   Eyns- 
ford,  within  half  a  mile  of  my  own  resi- 
dence.    That   seems   to   have    been  tlie 
policy  of  the  right  lion.  Gentleman.     I 
do  not  wish  to  speak  in  any  bitter  Party 
spirit  in  this  matter.     I  understand  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  in 
a  somewhat  generous  spirit  in  reply  to 
the  demands  made  upon  him,  and  that  in 
his  very  moderate  speech  he   has  indi- 
cated   that   he   would   rather  relax  the 
strings  than  tighten  them.     I  think  we 
ought  to  meet  him  in  a  fair  non-Party 
spirit.     We  none  of  us  wish  the  schools 
to  fall  into  decay,  and  all  of  us  unite  in 
the  desire  to  have  them  made  efficient  as 
soon    as   possible.     I   will   submit   this 
point.     Assuming  for  a  moment  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  the  oppressor  of 
voluntary   schools,   which  many  of   our 
supporters     in     this     country    suspect, 
and   that  his    object    is    to    wreck   the 
existence    of   all    these   small    schools, 
I    can    assure    him    that    there    is    no 
more    inefficient  school    than  the  small 
Board    school    in    a   very    poor   parish. 
That  has    been  proved  by  very  severe 
tests.     The  tiny  Board  school  in  a  poor, 
half -starved  parish  is  just  as  bad,  if  not 
worse,  than  the  worst  voluntary  school. 
This   matter   should,   therefore,   not   be 
discussed  from  the  sectarian  or  non-sec- 
tarian point  of   view,  or  as   a  question 
between   Board   or   Voluntary    Schools. 
The   point  is   how,  when  agriculture  is 
in   such   a  state   of   depression    as    "we 
have  never  known  before,  how  to  best 
encourage  the  managers  of  these  volun- 
tary  schools  to  make  them   thoroughly 
efficient.       You    wish    the  school   now 
earning  a  small   grant  to  be    converted 
into   such    an   efficient   school    as    will 
enable   it   to    earn   a   gmnt    practically 
sufficient  to  make  it  self-supporting.  Is  it 
common  sense,  while  that  process  of  con- 
version is  going  on,  to  so  press  it  from  a 
financial  point  of  view  as  to  drive  it  out 
of  existence  altogether  ?     Yet  that  will 
be  the  inevitable  effect  in  agricultural 
districts.     I  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  will  take  to  heart  the  discussion 
which    has    taken    place.      We  do    not 
wish   to  press  him  unduly,  but  we  do 
ask  him  to  give  these  voluntary  schools 


a  reasonable  time  in  which  to  make  them- 
selves efficient.  I  have  one  more  word  to 
say  on  a  broader  question.  Comparisons 
have  been  made  between  my  action  and 
that  of  the  present  Vice  President.  I 
wish  to  press  upon  the  Committee  that 
there  can  be  no  worse  thing  in  the 
cause  of  education  than  anything  like  re- 
action as  to  the  treatment  of  the  schools 
by  one  Vice  President  and  another. 
That  is  a  reason  why  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  be  merciful  to  these 
schools,  80  that  whoever  may  succeed 
him  may  keep  an  even  keel  between  the 
two  contending  Parties.  I  hope  he  will 
treat  voluntary  schools  with  common 
justice,  which  is  all  we  can  demand. 

Mr.  godson  (Kidderminster)  said^ 
that  in  the  district  he  represented  heavy 
charges  were  thrown  upon  the  managers 
of  schools  by  reason  of  the  demands  of 
the  Education  Department.  There  would 
be  a  call  on  the  Archdeaconry  for  the 
sum  of  £2,000,  and  in  that  district,  owing 
to  the  prevailing  depression  of  trade  and 
agriculture,  they  were  at  their  wits* 
end  as  to  where  to  find  the  money. 
It  was  impossible  to  find  it  at  present, 
but  it  was  hoped  that  with  out- 
side assistance  it  might  be  collected 
within  the  next  few  years.  Considering 
the  terrible  state  of  agriculture  and  trade 
in  the  towns,  he  need  hardly  point  out 
to  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  the 
immense  difficulty  of  raising  these  sums 
of  money.  There  was  a  case  in  which, 
within  his  own  knowledge,  the  demands 
of  the  Department  pressed  very  heavily 
indeed.  It  was  a  case  of  a  school  which 
had  always  secured  the  very  best  re- 
ports, and  in  which  those  who  managed 
affairs  had  from  time  to  time  effected  im- 
provements even  when  they  had  not  been 
required  by  the  Education  Department. 
If  this  were  a  case  where  the  school 
had  not  come  up  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Department  the  grievance,  he  ad- 
mitted, would  not  be  so  great.  But 
it  was  not.  The  difficulty  was 
caused  by  increased  attendance  of 
children,  and  because  of  that  in- 
crease and  of  the  requirements  of  the 
Department  the  managers  had  to  find  a 
sum  of  over  £300.  There  was  no  unseemly 
competition  between  the  School  Board  and 
the  managers  of  the  voluntary  schools  in 
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tbe  district ;  on  tlic  contrary,  tlic  most 

amicable  arroogemcnt^  exUte<l    botwceo 

them  ;     iDileed,    tlie    authorities   of    tlie 

School  Board  aupplemeutc<l  tho  wants  of 

tlte  voluntary  schools  where  tliey  coulil. 

Tlie   BoaaD    Catholic  priest  liiul    mitilo 

tbe  same  complaiut  of  the  wmit  of  cou- 

^ideratiou    showu    by    the   Department, 

All  tbe  schools  in  tbis  district  bnd  b«en 

eertifieil  as  efficient  for  years,  and  it  was 

uujust    to    Ibreoleo    them    in    the    way 

which  hatl  been  done.     Tho  difficulty  of 

the    voluntary    schools    of    tbe    boroiigb 

was  that  their  best  supporters  were  largo 

employers     nf    latwur  ;     aiid    trade    was 

oerer  ^o  bad  with  them  us  it  had  Itceu 

lately.     They  were  the  men  who  bad  to 

pay  tiie  enoriDously  increased  rates,  and 

now  OD  the  top  of  that  came  tbe  expense 

of  this  iinjnst  demand  of  tbe  Department 

for    nuiiecessary    iraprovemeuts     iu    the 

ichools.      The  circumstanees  were  such 

aa  would  justify  tbe  riglit  bou.  Geutle- 

maa  iu  giving  a  much  longer  time  for  tbe 

eompletiou  of  tho  improvements  required. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MOETON  (Peterlw rough) 

aud,  be  was    nstonisbod    at  those   who 

professed  to  be  the  friends  of  the  voluntary 

tchools  raising    these   constant  Debates, 

lor  be  felt  convinced  that  they  did  the 

idiooU  B  great  deal  of  harm.     For  the 

Iw  20  years  ho  liad  been  a  manager  and 

boo.  secretary  of  a  voluntary  school  ii: 

liis  parish.     He  was    opposed    to    these 

payments,  and  thought  it  was  the  duty 

of  the  parents  of  the  children  attending 

tbe  voluntary  schools  to  make  tbe  build- 

ingsdecent  and  respectable.     If  they  had 

these  constant  appeals  for  favouritism  to 

be  bIiowu  lie  was  afraid  they  would  in 

tbe  end  lead  to  tbe  closing  of  tbo  volun- 

*7    schools    altogether.     Tbe    people 

*ou]d  say,    "  Rather  than  have  a  con- 

tinuauce  of  this  sort  of   thing  we   will 

iaust   on   onr   rights   and    have   13 card 

schools."     Notwithstanding  tbe  interest 

be  took  iu  voluntary  schools,  if  they  asked 

lum  OS  a  matter  of  principle  which   was 

ibe  best  system  he  should  say,  with  more 

Doonige  than  tbe  right  hon.  Gentlcm»Li 

ibe  Vice  President  of  tbe  Council,  thai 

uidoiihtcdly   the   School   Board    system 

*u  the  best.     He  was  told  that  in  bcot- 

luil  tbey  haU  a  School  Board  iu  every 

Eiih,  and   it   would   not  do  for   bou. 
mhea  opposite  to  clftim  tor  their  cou- 


-tituencies  that  they  were  more  Christian 

mid  religious  than  tho  people  of  Scotland. 
Therefore,  undoubtedly,  if  there  were  too 
many  diiKculties  raised  the  people  of  tbis 
uountry  would  demand — as  thoy  had  a 
igbt  to  do — that  there  should  lie  a  School 
Board  iu  every  parish  in  tbo  United 
Kingdom.  Personally,  be  was  not 
ilcsirous  of  forcing  that  system  on  tbe 
irountry  too  soon,  because  so  long 
us  voluntary  schools  eould  1>e  worked 
without  religious  diflicnities — as  they  bad 
been  able  to  work  them  in  London — they 
ivcro  a  saving  to  the  rate|>ayers.  Until 
they  could  got  on  alteration  of  the  inci- 
dence of  taxation,  so  as  to  make  free- 
[loldcrs  jiay  a  fair  share  of  the  local 
taxation  of  the  country,  it  wa8  their  duty 
to  rate  tbe  occnpiers  ftn<l  present  rate- 
[Hiyers  as  little  as  they  could.  As  one 
interested  in  Church  schools,  and  who 
liad  worked  for  them,  he  must  say  that 
tbe  genllemen  on  the  London  School 
BoaiU  and  in  the  House  who  were  rais- 
ing these  questions  and  asking  for 
favouritism  were  doing  their  best  to  close 
the  voluntary  schools  altogether. 

Sir  R.  temple  asked  if  it  was  iu 
Order  on  this  Vote  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion of  the  interior  management  of  tbe 
School  Board  for  Loudon  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  cannot  say 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  be  was 
calling  attention  to  the  objection  raised 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  with  regard  to  how 
Church  and  other  schools  ought  to  be 
treated,  and  be  Haid  <listinct]y  that  if  the 
policyadoptcdby  a  certain  majority  of  tbe 
London  School  Board  were  suecessFnl  it 
would  bring  about  the  closing  tbe  volun- 
tary schools  altogether,  heenuso  the  people 
would  rise  and  say,  "  We  will  have 
nothing  of  the  sort."  He  was  auxions 
that  there  should  he  popular  teaching  in 
all  elementary  schools,  and  that  tbe  Bible 
should  be  read  and  oiiplaiued  in  them. 
The  action  of  the  people  to  whom  he 
referred  would  drive  the  Bible  out  of  the 
school  altogether.  It  was  not  the  Bible 
they  wauteil.  They  wanted  to  introduce 
tbe  Prayer  Book  and  get  rid  of  tho  Bible. 
He  was  anxious  to  keep  tbo  Bible  there. 
Tbey  heard  a  great  deal  of  talk  about 
Church  schools  and  the  necessity  of 
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having  Church  teaching,  hut,  unfortu- 
nately, Churchmen  refused  to  suhscrihe 
to  the  schools.  If  they  suhscrihed  to 
them  as  they  used  to  there  would  he  no 
difficulty  in  carrying  them  on,  but  whe- 
ther by  general  subscriptions  or  subscrip- 
tions in  churches,  Churchmen  would  not 
support  their  schools  except  by  talking 
and  finding  fault  with  the  School  Board 
system.  It  must  not  be  forgotten  that 
by  means  of  the  fee  grant  and  other 
grants  they  got  from  the  Government  they 
could  pretty  nearly  support  the  schools. 
It  was  nonsense,  therefore,  to  say  that 
the  schools  were  supported  by  voluntary 
subscriptions.  He  admitted  that,  owing 
to  the  assistance  of  voluntary  effort  like 
that  of  himself  and  others,  voluntary 
schools  were  conducted  more  cheaply 
than  {Board  schools.  That  might  be 
another  reason  for  keeping  them  going  a 
certain  time.  And  the  teaching  was  as 
good  in  the  voluntary  as  in  the  Board 
schools.  The  criterion  of  how  they 
were  getting  on  was  the  grant  they 
earned,  and  they  could  earn  as  much  in 
the  voluntary  as  they  could  in  the  Board 
schools.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who 
were  so  anxious  about  these  Church 
schools,  if  they  would  subscribe  a  little 
more  to  them,  and  do  a  little  more  work  in 
connection  with  them  themselves,  so  as  to 
prevent  unnecessary  expense,  they  would 
find  that  the  schools  would  be  able  to  go 
on.  If  they  continually  raised  agitation 
in  the  form  of  disputes  between  Church 
and  chapel,  they  would  be  doing  their 
best  to  bring  about  the  closing  of  the 
voluntary  schools. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 

Holderness)  said,  that  the  action  of  hon. 

Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 

of  the  House  was  directed  against  Board 
schools  and  in  favour  of  the  voluntary 
echools.  The  contention  of  his  hon. 
Friend  and  others  was  that  the  head  of 
the  Education  Department  was  inter- 
preting in  too  strict  and  pedantic  a  spirit 
the  Regulations  with  respect  to  schools 
throughout  the  country. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (interrupting) 
^aid,  that  there  was  no  proof  of  that.  So 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  had  20 
yehrs'  experience  as  a  manager  of  volun- 
tary schools,  and  in  that  time  the  De- 
partment had  always  shown  the  greatest 

Mr.  A.  C.  Morton 


leniency  in   the    matter  of  repairs    anc 
alterations. 

Commander  BETHELL  said,  he  was 
delighted  to  have  given  the  hon.  Membe 
the  opportunity  of  making  that  explana 
tion,  but  it  was  all  a  matter  of  opinion 
He  (Commander  Bethell)  had  risen  be 
cause  he  had  a  complaint  to  hurl  at  th< 
head  of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Coun 
cil.  He  wished  to  say  that,  howeve 
much  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  migh 
protest,  and  however  good  his  motive 
might  be,  the  fact  undoubtedly  remainec 
that  he  had  not  succeeded  in  inspiring 
confidence  in  his  administration  amon^ 
the  managers  of  schools  throughout  tb 
(Country.  That  was  what  was  said  bj 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition  sidi 
of  the  House.  There  were  two  instance 
of  the  unreasonable  demands  of  the  Dcs 
partment  during  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man^s  administration  within  his  ow- 
experience.  In  one  case  a  school  ha 
been  put  to  heavy  expense  to  build  e: 
extra  cloak-room,  which  was  absolutes- 
unnecessary  from  a  scholastic  point 
view  or  from  the  point  of  view  of  health 
In  the  other  case  the  Department  ^ 
quired  certain  windows  to  be  put  in,  wh-> 
the  school  had  been  specially  ventilafc: 
and  built  on  the  most  approved  plan,  a^ 
when  there  was  no  purpose  to  be  ser 
by  the  alteration  but  the  fulfilment 
pedantic  interpretation  of  the  law. 

Mr.  HUDSON  (Herts,  Hitclii- 
pointed  out  that  in  some  districts  of  f  i 
country  there  was  a-great  dearth  of  schoo 
masters  and  mistresses. 

Mr.  WINGFIELD-DIGBY  (Dorse? 

N.)   said,  that  the  Church  of  Englaat: 

which  at  one  time  had  charge  of  edu©^ 

tion   almost    exclusively,   did    not   no'' 

wish  to  act  as  a  drag  on  it.  This  was 
question'affectingnot  only  Church  school- 
but  also  Board  schools,  Roman  Cathol* 
schools,  and  schools  under  Nonconfof 
mist  Bodies.  The  requirements  of  tli' 
Department  pressed  very  heavily  upo' 
schools  in  connection  with  which  it  w» 
not  possible  to  raise  quite  so  much  monej 
now  as  in  better  times  owing  to  lb^ 
dreadful  agricultural  and  trade  depressioi* 
The  proposed  conditions  applied  to  sX 
voluntary  schools,  and  the  question  oi 
the  minimum  space  of  any  room  used  ^ 
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*  schoolroom   became    a    very    serious 
oiAtter.    He  wubeil  to  poiDt  out  that  iu 
mwij  couQtry   schools   the   number    of 
children  who    attended   might    not    be 
'Dore  than   10  or  15,  or  even  live.     In 
«ttch  a   case    the   present    schoolroom, 
^thoaj(h    smaller    than    the    area   now 
«^ted  as   being   in  future  the  smallest 
**«€  tiiat  would  be  allowed  to  be  used — 
finely,   18   feet  by    15— was,  he  sub- 
**^^tted,    iu    many    cases,    amply    large 
.®*^on^h.      If   they  were   to   have   these 
■'•*^  rooms  to  afTord  accommodation  to 
*»i«h  a   small    number   of   children   the 
mlt  in  cold  weather  would  be  that  the 
ildren   would   suffer    more   from   cold 
■>BD  overheating.     He  should  like  also 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
«  one  stereotyped  hard-and-fast  rule  for 
^fcools  which  existed  in    airy    country 
**-»strict8   and   schools  which   existed  in 
^"^"^ ^crowded   town   districts.      Children 
bo  had   to  walk  a  mile  to  school  in  a 
•wmtry  district,  and  who  lived  a  great 
^  in  the  open  air — their  playground 
fing  outside  their  cottage  door — did  not 
^Wer  so   much   from   being  in  a  small 
?^^fcoolroom   as   children  who  lived  in  a 
town  would.     He  hoped,  therefore, 


was  under  a  Liberal  Government. 
ICHes  of  "Why?"]  Well,  he 
thought  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
W.  Hart-Dyke)  would  fulmit  that  he 
fo  ■  nd  voluntarv  schools  more  docile, 
although,  unfortunately,  he  was  obliged  to 
make  demands  which,  if  he  (Mr.  Acland) 
had  made  them,  might  have  caused 
further  ground  for  complaint.  But  he 
did  not  wish  to  press  that  point.  He 
regretted  that  in  some  <lirectious  a  great 
deal  of  alarm  had  been  manifested  as  to 
what  steps  the  Department  intended  to 
take  with  regard  to  certain  matters  which 
was  not  at  all  justified,  and  in  many 
places  there  wiis  an  impression  that  the 
demand  was  going  to  be  pressed  on  with 
great  rapidity.  lie  was  glad,  however,, 
to  find  that  all  hon.  Members  were  agreed 
on  this  {K)int — namely,  that  schools,  whe- 
ther in  town  or  country,  ought,  as  far  as* 
possible,  to  be  decent,  respectable,  and 
healthy  places  so  as  to  give  every  advan- 
tage to  the  children  who  attended.  He 
would  remind  hou.  Members  that  he  had 
given  a  promise  on  Thursday  last  which 
indicated  his  desire  that  the  pressure 
should  not  be  too  rapid  or  extreme.    He 


hoped  that  the  Return  which  was  being 

the   right   hon.   Gentleman   would  j  made  quarter  by  quarter  would  enable 

ise  that  the  Education  Department    the  House  to  see  whether  too  severe  a 

pressure  had  been  exercised,  and  for 
everybody  to  be  aware  of  the  exact  state 
of  the  facts  if  the  stage  of  condemnation 
of  any  particular  school  was  arrived  at. 
That  should  lessen  the  fear  of  any  under- 
ground action  by  the  Department  against 
voluntary  schools.  The  specific  cases 
which  had  been  mentioned  he  would  take 
care  to  inquire  into.  It  was  a  great 
assistance  to  him  to  have  these  things 
brought  to  his  notice,  so  that  he  might 
watch  the  action  of  different  Inspectors 
and  officers  to  see  whether  in  some  parts 
of  the  country  the  pressure  was  more 
severe  than  it  ought  to  be.  The  dearth 
of  teachers  iu  country  schools  was  receiv- 
ing his  constant  attention,  and  he  hoped 
the  Department  was  not  taking  any 
action  which  would  make  the  difficulties 
of  little  schools  more  severe  than  they 
now  were.  It  was  not  his  wish  that 
there  should  be  large  class-rooms  for 
very  small  schools.  He  was  desirous  to 
give  reasonable  time  for  compliance  with 
the  demands  now  being  made,  and  would 
promise  to  give  the  mutter  further  and 
more  special  attention. 


^•"cittld    not    enforce    their    powers    too 

*^<*jriedly.     Time  should  be  allowed  for 

^^«  carrying    out   of    instructions,   and 

'^^^fore  they  took  steps  to  pull  down  the 

^l*i  schoolrooms  or   build    new    ones    in 

•^fricultural  districts,  they  would  make  a 

*^*reful   investigation    into   the   average 

**Uinber  of  children  who  attended  at  each 

Articular  school. 

Mr.   acland    said,    that    he    had 
**«tened   with    interest   to    the   sj)ee<*hes 
^t    had    been     made     since    he    last 
*poke.     It    had    l)een  asked    whv    there 
^ere   no    complnints    under    his    preile- 
^fe«»or,  especially    during    his    last   year 
^  the  Education  Department.     One  of 
"it  reasons    why    there   were    no   com- 
plaints during  the  time  in  Office  of  his 
pfedecessor   was  that   the    managers   of 
Voluntary  Church  schools  not  unnaturally 
Reived    with    more     willingness     any 
"^tion  or  request  from  the  Education 
apartment  when  it  was  under  the  dircc- 
11  of  the  Party  opposite  than   when   it 
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Mr.  J.  6.  LAWSON  (York,   N.R.,  [  annnnQcemeDt  was  a  verj  desirable  one 


Thirsk)  said,  after  the  interesting  state- 
ment which  bad  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  did  not  wish  to 
press  the  Motion, and  was  willing  to  with- 
draw it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) 
rose  to  call  attention  to  a  subject  under 
Class  VII.  of  the  Vote. 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  (Sir 
J.  Goldsmid)  asked  whether  any  hou. 
Gentleman  desired  to  call  attention  to  any 
point  in  the  Vote  relating  to  previous 
classes  ? 

Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  desired 
to  call  attention  to  the  Vote  for  the 
British  Museum  under  Class  III. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  rose  to  a  point 
of  Order.  He  desired  to  point  out  that 
the  Chairman  (Mr.  Mellor)  had  given 
a  different  ruling  only  a  few  minutes 
previously. 

Mr.CARVELL  WILLIAMS  wished 
to  call  attention  to  a  subject  under  a 
previous  class. 

The    deputy  CHAIRMAN   said, 

only   one  Member  could  be  heard  at   a 

time.     Hon.  Gentlemen  must  wait  their 

turn.  There  had  been  no  different  ruling. 

The  Chairman  had  decided  that  no  pro- 
posal could  be  made  with  regard  to  an 
item  which  had  been  passed.  In  order 
to  save  any  question  arising  he  had 
asked  whether  any  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  raise  a  question  on  a  class 
prior  to  that  to  which  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  proceeding  to  refer. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  that  was 
refused   to  liini  a  quarter  of  an  hour  ago. 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  : 
Order,  order  I  Sir  Francis  Powell. 

♦Sir     F.    S.    POWELL    said,    an 

announcement   had    been    ni  ide    in    the 

public  journals  iluring  the  last  few  days 

as  to  a  verv  considerable  extension  of 
the  British  Museum.  He  hoped  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  this  Vote  would 
give  the  Committee  some  further  infor- 
mation.    The   reform    indicated    by   the 


He  was  glad  to  know  this  National 
iDStitutioD  was  to  be  rendered  more 
secure  from  fire,  for  this  was  a  point 
of  gigantic  importance,  and  he  was  con- 
fident the  country  would  welcome  the 
proposal  without  a  dissentient  voice. 

•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
BURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham) 
said,  it  was  quite  true  that  the  Treasury 
had  agreed  with  the  Trustees  of  the 
Mnsenm  for  the  purchase  from  the  Duke 
of  Bedford  of  a  considerable  amount  of 
property  around  the  present  building. 
The  cost  would  be  £200,000,  but  it  was 
hoped  that  by  adopting  a  system  of 
annnities  the  payment,  instead  of  being 
provided  for  in  this  or  next  year's  Vote, 
might  be  spread  over  a  number  of  years, 
^Y  that  means  additions  of  a  large 
amount  to  the  British  Museum  Vote 
would  be  avoided.  A  Bill  on  the  subject 
would  in  a  short  time,  he  hopeil,  be 
introduced.  The  whole  of  the  property 
acquired  would  not  he  utilised  at  once 
for  the  purpose  of  extension,  and  so  part 
of  it  would  for  a  time  bring  in  revenue. 
It  was,  however,  proposed  at  once  to 
remove  the  boilers  and  other  possible 
causes  of  fire  from  the  basement  of  the 
building,  where  they  were  now  con- 
sidered to  be  dangerous.  The  House 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  plan  when  the  Bill  was  brought 
in,  and  all  he  would  now  say  was  that 
it  was  very  gratifying  to  have  been 
able  to  secure  this  property  at  a  moderate 
price,  and  to  know  that  the  taxpayers 
would  not  have  to  provide  all  the  pur- 
chase money  in  one  year. 

•Sir   F.  S.   POWELL   said,    he   had 
another  question   to    mise  on  the    same 
Vote.     He  was  thorouj'Iilv  satisfied  with 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  his  last  question,  and    he  desired   to 
ask  him  now  as  to  the  National  Gallerv. 
The   Trustees    of   the    Gallerv    in    their 
Report  spoke  in  the  most  emphatic  terms 
of  the  want  of  space,  as  not  only  werfe 
all  the  walls  fully  covered,  but  screens 
were    also    used    to    the    fullest   extent  • 
Were    the   Government    prepare«l   at  ai3. 
early  date  to  extend  the  National    Gal- 
lory  ? 

♦Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  explaintnl  tlint 
the  barracks  near  the  building  must  first 
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be  removed.  When  that  could  be  done 
the  Gallery  would  be  extende<l.  The 
matter,  he  hoped,  had  been  satisfactorily 
arranged. 


with  him  had  not  surrendered  their  views, 
and  that  they  contemplated'  moving  in 
the  matter  on  another  occsision. 


Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  wished  to 
SikF.S.  POWELL  :  Will  it  be  done    ^^^^  ^  f^w  observations  on  the  Franco- 
at  an  earlv  date  ? 


Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  barracks 
cannot  be  removed  until  provision  has 
been  made  for  the  troops  elsewhere. 
The  accommodation  is  about  to  be  pro- 
vided. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  (War- 
wick, Stratford)  asked  if  there  were  no 
means  of  separating  the  modem  from 
the  ancient  school  of  pictures  ?  If  one 
school  were  removed  to  another  gallery 
it  would  give  a  large  amount  of  additional 
space  at  the  National  Gallerj. 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  not 
sware  of  any  proposal  to  separate  the 
two  schools.  I  have  received  no  com- 
manication  on  the  subject,  and  am  not 
aware  that  the  Treasury  are  considering 
the  subject. 

Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  :  Was 
there  not  an  offer  made  by  a  private 
goitleman  to  provide  a  building  for  the 
Bodern  school  ? 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes,  a  build- 
ing is  being  provided,  but  I  am  not 
iware  whether  it  is  intende<l  for  modern 
pictures  now  at  the  National  Gallery. 
I  will  obtain  fuller  information  by  the 
time  the  Vote  comes  on. 

•Sir  F.  S.  POWELL  next  asked  when 
the  Committee  might  expect  the  state- 
ment promised  by  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  with  reganl  to  the  Vote  for 
Cnivernity  Colleges.  They  had  been 
informetl  they  should  have  a  Rcfwrt  on 
the  work  done  before  the  Vote  was 
ffmnted.  He  hoped  the  Committee  would 
have  full  opportunity  of  considering  the 
nwitter. 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  was 
*ore  the  Vice  President  would  produce 
^^  Report  in  time  to  ensure  its  ample 
<*08ideration. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
**'•',  that  although  he  was  entitled  on 
^"*t  Vote  to  raise  the  question  of  our 
^Dtiiiuetl  occupation  of  Egypt,  he  did 
^ot  intend  to  avail  himself  of  the  oppor- 
^nnity.  It  must  be  understood,  how- 
^^'^^  that  he  and  those  who  concurred 


Siamese  Question.  We  had  placed  a 
Representative  at  Bangkok  mainly  for 
the  sake  of  British  interests  which  con- 
stituted a  preponderating  item  in  Siamese 
trade,  and  in  commercial  circles  very 
great  interest  vras  felt  in  the  new  Con- 
vention between  France  and  Siam.     It 

was   feared   that  France   might   be   ac- 
quiring an  overweening  and  overwhelming 
influence   in    Siam,   and   that  sooner  or 
later  arrangements  would  l)e  made  inter- 
fering with  or  hampering,  impairing,  and 
prejudicing  British  commercial  interests. 
This   apprehension   was  aggravated   by 
the    great  delay    in   the   publication  of 
official  Papers.      There  appeared  to   be 
no  means  of  ascertaining  the  exact  nature 
of   the   arrangement    being    made,    and 
meanwhile  PVance  (jontinued  to  occupy  a 
portion  of  Siamese  territory  greatly  to 
the  injury  of  British  prestige.  He  trusted 
that  tiie  publication  of   Papers  would  not 
be   delayed   until    the   arrangements  re- 
garding the  buffer  State  on  the  north- 
east  frontier   of  Siam  were   completed. 
There   was   anxiety   lest   some  arrange- 
ment should   be   made   at   the   expense 
of    British     merchants     in     favour     of 
French  merchants.     It  was  the  indepen- 
dence of  Siam  which   British  merchants 
desircil,    so   that  they  might  be  able  to 
prosecute  the  commerce  which   had  l>e- 
come  the  main  factor  in   their  Siamese 
politics,  and  thfey  were  anxious  that  some 
Convention    should    be    made    between 
France  and  England  in  order  to  guarantee 
that  independence,   and    to   secure   that 
freedom  of  commerce  which  had  done  so 
much  honour  to  our  national  repute  in 
the  south-eastern    portion  of   Asia,  and 
which     was     essential     to     tiie    future 
prosperity  of  Siam  itself.     He  hoped  the 
Under  Secretary  would  be  able  to  give 
some  additional  assurance  regarding  the 
early  prodntMion  of  Papers,  which  would 
alone  enable  lion.  Members  to  judge  as  to 
whetlier    the     conduct    of    the    British 
Foreign  Office  had  been  worthy  of  the 
repute  of  England  in  Asiatic  regions, 

•Mr.    GIBSON    BOWLES    said,  ho 
wished   to  call  attention  to  a  matter  in- 
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volving  a  small  Bum  but  a  great  principle. 
It  aro8e  on  the  Diplomatic  Vote,  and  bad 
been  opened  up  by  the  Auditor  General. 
It  appeared  that  in  the  Chinese  and 
Japanese  Consular  Services  there  were 
apparently  no  Regulations  whatever  re- 
garding absence  on  sick  leave  and  con- 
sequent reduction  to  be  made  in  pay.  It 
was  said  that  there  were  general  Rules, 
but  it  did  not  seem  to  be  clear  how  the 
Rules  applied.  One  officer  had  been 
absent  for  two  vears  and  another  for  18 
months,  and  yet  they  had  received  five- 
eighths  of  their  pay.  He  asked  for  an 
assurance  from  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  to  whom  he  had  given 
notice  of  the  question,  that  such  a  state  of 
things  would  not  be  allowed  to  continue. 
•Sir  E.  grey  said,  it  was  true 
notice  had  been  given  him  ;  but  as  he 
received  it  only  an  hour  previously,  he 
had  not  had  time  to  make  inquiry  into  the 
matter.  Inquiries  would,  however,  be 
made,  and  he  would  be  glad  to  place  the 
information  which  he  obtained  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member.  With  refer- 
ence to  Siam,  he  could  only  repeat  what 
he  had  previously  stated,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  anxious  to  lay 
Papers  on  the  subject  on  the  Table,  but  they 
had  been  waiting  until  the  proceedings 
in  connection  with  the  trial  of  a  Siamese 
officer  who  was  accused  of  the  murder 
of  Inspector  Grosguriu*had  been  con- 
clude<l.  One  stage  of  that  trial  hatl 
been  finished,  but  tbey  must  wait  until 
they  knew  whether  further  proceedings 
were  going  to  take  place.  As  the 
Foreign  Office  understood  the  matter, 
this  was  the  one  outstanding  point  at 
present  in  dispute  between  France  and 
Siam;  and  having  waited  so  long,  it 
would  be  a  pity  not  to  allow  the  respec- 
tive Governments  to  come  to  what,  it 
was  hoped,  would  be  a  satisfactory  con- 
clusion before  Papers  were  presented  on 
the  subject.  That  was  the  sole  reason 
for  the  delay. 

Sir  R.  temple  inquired  whether 
the  first  stage  of  the  trial  alluded  to  did 
not  consist  of  the  acquittal  of  the 
prisoner  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  Yes,  Sir ;  that  is 
true. 

Mr.  A.  C.  MORTO^'  said,  he  de- 
sired to  move  a  reduction  of  Vote  1  in 
Class  VII.,  and  thereby   to  resume  the 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles 


Debate  commenced  at  a  quarter-past 
12,  and  subsequently  interrupted.  The 
Vote  he  had  to  discuss  was  that  in  con- 
nection with  the  Deer  Forests  Commis- 
sion, and,  in  the  first  place,  he  wished 
to  object  to  the  charge  for  a  paid  Royal 
Commission.  There  could  be  no  worse 
plan  than  the  appointment  of  a  paid 
Commission  to  sit  on  equal  terms  with 
the  unpaid  Commissioners,  and  the  ob- 
jection was  still  more  pronounced  in  this 
case,  l>ecause  it  was  known  that  this 
particular  Commission  held  views  adverse 
to  those  entertained  by  the  Crofters. 
This  Commissioner,  too,  used  his  own 
casting  vote  in  connection  with  the 
payment  to  himself  of  a  sum  of  five 
guineas  per  day.  It  had  been  generally 
acknowledged  that  the  system  of  having 
one  Commissioner  on  a  Board  paid  while 
his  colleagues  were  not  paid  was  very 
unfair,  and,  in  his  opinion,  that  made  the 
paid  Commissioner's  Report  absolutely 
worthlftss.  If  they  desired  expert  evidence 
it  should  1)0  independent,  and  not  that  of 
a  paid  Commissioner  ;  and  that  was  why 
he  objected  to  the  payment  of  Sir  Colin 
Moncrieff,  who  was  selected  to  give  evi- 
dence by  the  Welsh  Land  Commission^ 
although  it  was  common  knowledge  that 
he  was  in  favour  of  the  landlords  and 
against  the  crofters.  For  his  own  part^ 
he  did  not  l)elieve  a  Royal  Commission 
on  Deer  Forests  was  ever  wanted.  It 
was  merely  a  scheme  to  delay  the  settle- 
ment of  the  question.  The  crofters  were 
not  satisfied  with  the  action  of  the  Com- 
missioners who  revised  their  rents,  be- 
cause the  reductions  made  were 
notoriously  insufficient,  and  they  unani- 
mously demanded  more  land.  ^Every- 
body knew  that  that  land  was  to  be 
obtained,  in  districts  from  which  the 
crofters  in  the  past  had  been  driven,  to 
enable  deer  forests  to  be  established,  and 
everybody  knew,  too,  that  in  years  gone 
by  crofters  had  been  able  successfully  to 
till  that  land.  Why,  then,  was  a  Royal 
Commission  neeiled  ?  All  that  wa» 
necessary  was  power  to  take  the  laud  aD<i 
re-settle  the  crofters  and  their  families 
U|)on  it.  No  Commission  could  give  that 
power  ;  that  could  only  be  granted  by 
Parliament.  The  Secretary  for  Scotlanii 
had  said  that  the  Commissioners  had  been 
very  hard-worked.  Well,  it  struck  hi» 
they  hail  a  very  nice  holiday  all  hst 
summer. 
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Sir     G,    TREVELYAN  :    Not    in 
rough  weather. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  his  view 
was,  the  rougher  the  weather  at  sea  the 
more  enjoyahle  the  trip.     Of  course,  ho 
was  Dot  speaking   of   those   who   were 
afraid   of   water.     The   truth   was,   the 
CommissioD  was  in    the    West  of  Scot- 
land during  the  summer  mouths,  and  it 
eojoyed  a  nice  holiday  at  the  puhlic  ex- 
pease,  while  ordinary  Memhers  of  Pari ia- 
meDt  were  really  working  hard  in  con- 
neetion   with  their  legislative  duties  in 
London.       He    had    to   protest  against 
the   Commissioners*   refusal    to    present 
an     interim     Report,    and    could    only 
attiihuto    that    refusal   to    their   desire 
to    secure     another     pleasant     holiday. 
He  had  taken  all  the  pains  he  could,  hy 
TuitiDg  the  crofters,  to  understand  their 
position,  and  he  was  quite  satisficil  that 
he   knew   quite    as    much  ahout   them 
M   hoD.   Memhers   opposite.      He    had 
gathered   from    the   people    themselves 
vhat  their  position  was.     There  was  no 
people  more    entitled   to   goodwill   and 
nrmpathy     than     the     crofters.       And, 
therefore,  he  could  not  understand  what 
bed  heen  done  by  Sir  Colin  Moncrieff. 
Be  was  an  official  witness  at  the  Welsh 
Commission.     Evidently  he  did  not  know 
■oeh  about  the  matter.     He  went  down, 
M  he  understood,   to   give  official  ovi- 
taice  with  regard  to  figures  which  were 
in  the  office  at  Edinburgh,  and  the  Go- 
Yvnment  ought  to  have  taken  care  that 
k  did  no  more  than   this.      He  had  no 
right  to  express  any  opinion  whatever. 
[Sir  G.  Trevelyax  :  What  opinion  ?] 
with  regard    to  the   crofter  ]>opulatiou 
feoerallv.  Practically,  what  had  appeared 
in  the  papers  had  not  been  denied.      He 
W  not  object  to  the  Government  seud- 
JBg  a  witness  down  to  the  Welsh  Com- 
■ussiou,  but  they  ought  to  send  somolKxly 
vho  understood  the  matter.      Let  them, 
for  instance,  send  a  crofter  who .  would 
^erstand  the  condition  and  wants  and 
'^uirements  of  the  people,  instead  of  a 
^bly-paid  official  who  was  a  friend  of  the 
Wloni.  The  least  the  Government  could 
^  when  they  sent  officials  to  give  evidence 
^  one  bide  was  to   send  somebodv  to 

a' 

^present  the  case  of  the   crofters  also. 
M  He  was  going  to  move  to  reduce  this 
I  ^ote  by  £100.     It   was   an    important 


matter,  and  it  was  his  desire  to  assist  the 
Crofter  Members  and  the  crofters  to 
obtain  their  rights.  The  crofters  were  a 
most  law-abiding  population  and  were 
entitled  to  sympathetic  consideration. 
They  were  entitled  to  the  hind,  which 
they  had  been  robbed  of  in  many  cases, 
so  long  as  they  paid  a  fair  price  for  it. 
He  was  quite  willing  they  should  pay  a 
fair  price  for  the  land,  but  the  land  ought 
not  to  be  given  up  to  sporting  gentlemen 
who  hud  more  money  and  time  than  they 
knew  what  to  do  with. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  the  Item  of  £9,000,  for  Temiwrary 
CommiKBioiierH,  Ix;  rcducetl  by  £100." — (J/r. 
A,  C\  Morton.) 

Mk.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  said, 

the   crofter   people   were   by  no   means 

satisfied  with  the  Deer  Forest  Commission. 

They  certainly  took  exception  to  one  man, 
who  was  the  friend  of  the  landlords.  The 
valuer  of  this  Commission  was  receiving 
fiYe  guineas  a  day,  while  the  other  Com- 
missioners received  a  guinea  a  day.  But 
that  was  not  the  point.  The  valuer  ought 
to  bo  in  the  service  of  the  Commission, 
but  in  this  case  he  had  the  right  to  vote, 
and  upon  one  occasion  he  voted,  and  the 
vote  was  carried  against  the  crofters. 
The  Secretarv  for  Scotland  said  the 
Commissioners  hail  shown  a  great 
deal  of  energy.  He  (Mr.  Weir)  did 
not  think  so.  No  doubt  they  had 
to  put  up  with  Highland  weather,  but 
did  they  expect  always  to  get  brilliant 
sunshine  in  the  Highlands  ?  Of  course, 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  things  they  had 
to  fortify  themselves  inside  and  out 
against  the  weather,  and  he  saw  no  hard- 
ship in  that.  The  Commissioners  showed 
a  distinct  lack  of  energy  in  the  pro- 
secution of  their  work.  SheriH'  Brand 
seemed  to  him  to  be  too  fre(iucntly  in 
the  South  when  he  should  be  in  the 
North,  and  it  struck  him  that  Sheriff* 
Brand  had  too  many  salaried  appoint- 
ments. He  was  Chief  of  the  CrofttT 
Jommission,  of  the  Deer  Forest  Com- 
mission, and  the  Shcriif  of  Ayrshire,  and 
he  did  not  know  how  many  more  ap- 
pointments he  held.  While  this  Com- 
mission had  been  sitting  the  landlords 
had  l)een  increasing  the  deer  forests, 
and  they  had  been  doing  so  ever  since 
the  Crofters  Act  was  passed  in  that 
House.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Secretary  for  Scotlaod  and  the  Lord 
Advocate  both  knew  that  thej  had  been 
doing  so.  He  did  not  make  the  assertion 
upon  his  own  responsibility  that  the 
crofters  had  been  robbed  of  the  land,  but 
he  would  point  out  that  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothian 
in  1887  referred  to  the  necessity  of 
amending  the  Crofters  Act,  which  he 
considered  a  very  imperfect  Act, 
and  that  Lord  Salisbury  a  fort- 
night afterwards  said  that  the  conditions 
with  regard  to  the  land  were  very 
ditfereut  in  the  Highlands  to  what  they 
were  in  the  other  parts  of  the  country, 
and  that  the  Highland  crofters  ought  to 
have  legislation  which  would  enable 
them  to  go  back  upon  the  land.  They 
knew  that  the  Torv  Government  was  in 
power  for  six  years,  but  made  no  move 
in  that  direction.  He  supposed  if  they 
had  another  six  years  of  Office  they 
would  do  nothing.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  in  this  Liberal  Parliament  they 
would  be  able  to  pass  an  amended  Act 
during  this  year.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Mem])er  for  Midlothian  had 
said  he  would  snpport  such  a  Bill  if  a 
private  Member  would  move  it.  But 
how  could  a  private  Member  got  a  Bill 
through  the  House  ?  He  was  very  glad 
to  hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  that  the  work 
of  the  Commission  was  to  be  forwarded. 
There  was  no  difficulty  in  passing  the 
Bill  if  the  Government  had  a  real  desire 
to  do  so.  They  had  a  willing  majority, 
and  on  their  part  it  was  only  a  matter  of 
will  and  determination,  and  then  the 
measure  would  become  law.  As  to  opposi- 
tion from  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
that  would. avail  nothing  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  onlv  lead  the  wav,  and  fulfil 
their  promise.  The  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land alluded  to  the  evidence  given  by  Sir 
Colin  Monerieff  before  the  Welsh  Commis- 
sion. He  was  sorrv  that  so  amiable  a 
gentleman  as  Sir  Colin  Monerieff  should 
have  shown  so  much  ignorance.  He  could 
give  his  words,  in  which  he  showed 
himself  that  he  was  itrnorant  of  the 
state  of  affairs  in  the  Highlands,  and 
had,  in  fact,  passed  most  of  his  life 
in  other  lands.  A  hi<rhly-paid  official  of 
the  Scotch  Office  ought  not  to  be 
allowed  to  publicly  traduce  the  crofters 
of  the  Highlands,  espocijiUy  when  he 
admitted    that    he    knew   nothing  about 

Mr.  fVeir 


the  question.  But  this  was  how  matte 
generally  affecting  the  Highlands  wei 
treated.  As  a  rule,  they  were  treatc 
with  contempt.  Was  it  because  tl: 
Highlands  were  so  far  from  the  grej 
centre  of  London  ?  Sir  Colin  Moncrie 
was  obliged  to  state  that  he  had  i 
depend  upon  Sheriff  Brand  for  h 
opinion,  and  he  could  read  other  ei 
tracts  showing  how  ignorant  that  gentl 
man  was  of  the  condition  of  affairs  iu  tl 
Highlands. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  Read  them  aJ 

Mr.  weir  :  He  would  like  to  rea 
them  all.  It  was  a  very  serious  matt* 
that  a  highly-paid  official  of  the  Scotc 
Office  should  have  made  these  statemeni 
It  was  only  because  the  hour  was  Sk 
vanced  that  he  refrained  from  going  in 
many  of  these  matters,  but  he  shoir: 
certainly  bring  them  before  the  Hoi 
upon  another  occasion.  There  was  mii 
ignorance  of  Highland  affairs  exhibi  i 
by  the  Government  themselves.  "Wl 
Lord  Advocate  had  shown  himself  t(^ 
ignorant  even  of  Highland  geography , 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  :  T 

hon.  Member  will  see  that  that  does  i: 
apply,  and  is  out  of  Order. 

Mr.    weir    said,    he   should    ha 
another  opportunity  of   speakiug   abc 
that  matter.      He  hoped    the  Secrefa^ 
for   Scotland  would  take  care  that  tl 
amendment  of  the  Crofters   Act,  whi  * 
had   been    promised   so   long,    would 
energetically    pusheil    through,    and  i^ 
staved   off,   and   that    the    Govenim^ 
would  see  that  full  justice  was  done 
the  crofters. 

•Dr.   mac  GREG  or  (Inverne^ 
shire)    said,    he     wished     to    ask    tB 
Secretary   for   Scotland  whether  it  w 
true  or  not  true  that  Sir  Colin  Moncri* 
stated   to   the  Welsh  Land  Commissi* 
that   the  Government  had    no  inteuti  - 
whatever  of   increasing   the  crofter  hoi 
ings  ?     Thut,  to  his  mind,  went  to  t 
root  of  the  whole  matter.     The  rest 
the  evidence  might  l>e  pronounced  to 
inatters  of  opinion.     This  question  ou^ 
to  be   answered    by    the    Secretary    ^ 
Scotland.   If  he  was  in  Order  he  shoV 
like    under  the    heading  Highlands   i* 
Islands 


The    deputy    CHAIRMAN: 
would  be  more  convenient  that  the  Se<.'r< 
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tary  for  Scotland  should  answer  at  this  [  able,  and  by  reducing  the   sum  payable 
point.  to  the  Conmiission  was   not   the   way  to 

•The    secretary     for     SCOT-  I  assist  the  inquiry.     As  to  Sir  Colin  Mon-. 


FOR     SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Tbevelyax,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)   said,    his    hon.    Friend    tiio 
Member  for  Petcrlwrough  had  raised  the 
question  which  had  been  raised  earlier  in 
the  day.     He  sincerely   iioped   it  would 
not   l>e  necessary  for  him  to  repeat  the 
speech  which  he  made  earlier  in  the  after- 
noon.    As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was  the 
oiistom  of  the  Treasury  to  make  a  special 
P».yment  for  professional  services.     They 
«^^.d  done  this  in  the  case  of  engineers  and 
*^iid  surveyors  and  medical  men,  and  in 
^  li  is  case  they  made  the  si>ecial  payment  of 
■^'Q  OS.  a  day  to   this  gentleman  when  he 
^^*^s  engaged    upon    professional  duties. 
^*-^  lie  Commission  decided  the  details,  and 
*^  *  a  eir  recommendations  were  followed  out, 
^^»<1  that  course  enabled   them  to  obtain 
^«e  services  of  an  able  and  eminent  pro- 
^^*«»ioual  man  upon  the  Commission. 

Mr.  a.  C.   MORTON  :  Is  there  any 
unmission    sitting    where    there    is    a 
*«iiilar  instance  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  Not  sitting, 

far  as  I  know.     This  gentleman,   he 

as  told,  had  done   his  duty  with  great 

^partiality,  and  had  rendered  good  ser- 

ice.     When    the  hon.   Member  defined 

*«^  duties  of  the  Commissioners  as  a  nice 

•^diday,  all  he  could  say  was  that  two  of 

**Jie   members    of    the   Commission  had 

^■reaily  suffered  most  severely  from  the 

'^t^uous  nature  of  the   work  which   they 

^^^d  undergone.     He  appealed    to  those 

^•"loknew  the  Highlands  whether consider- 

^*^le   discomfort   must    not    have    been 

^Odergone  in  the  journeys  from  shooting 

yox  to  shooting  box  and  hotel  to  hotel  ? 

*5  was  not  the    fact   that  the   Conimis- 

**^cner8  wanted  to  visit  a  few  more  places 

*^  as  to  complete  their  holiday.     What 

5^cy  wanteil  to  do  was  to  complete  their 

*^q«iry.      His  hon.  Friend    proposed  to 

Jl^nco  the  payment  for  the   Deer   Forest 

Commission    to    express    his   sympathv 

^ith  the  crofters  ;  but  he  (Sir  G.  Tre- 

^*elyan)  did  not  think  that  in   proposing 

^W  reduction  and  attacking  the   Coin- 

'^issioncrs  lie  did  not  manifest  any  sym- 

P^tliy  with  the  crofters  at  all.     What  the 

^roftcrs  wanted  was   to  get   more  arable 

*'^'><1,  and  what    this    Commission     was 

Appointed  to  do   was  to  find  out   what 

'Arable  land  and  pasture  land   was  avail- 


crieflTs  evidence,  he  had  been  asked- 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  :  To 
refer  to  that  evidence  would  be  out  of 
Order. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  What  he  had 
said  was  that  they  were  bringing  forward 
a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  extending  the 
advantages  of  the  Crofters  Act,  and  that 
they  would  do  their  best  to  pass  it  into 
law. 

Mr.   a.   C.  MORTON  said,   he   did 

not    know    that    he    should    press    this 

Motion  to  a  Division,  but  he  must  say 

that  it  was  the  only  way  they  had  of 
finding  opportunity  to  speak  of  these 
matters  by  moving  a  reduction — not  that 
they  wanted  to  take  any  money  from  the 
crofters,  because  he  was  sure  thev  did  not 
want  to  do  that.  It  was  done  to  cou- 
(ientrate  the  Debate  upon  a  particular 
matter.  He  wanted  to  sav  that  he  was 
not  satisfied  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's explanation  with  regard  to  the 
Commission.  There  was  no  such  official 
as  a  paid  surveyor  upon  the  Agri(;nltural 
Commission  or  the  Labour  Commission, 
and  one  would  suppose  that  large  Com- 
missions like  these  would  have  had  one, 
if  one  was  needed  an v where.  What  he 
wanted  to  draw  attention  to  was  this 
principle — that  it  was  improper  to  have  a 
man  paid  by  a  Commission  who  was  also 
a  member  and  had  a  vote  upon  that  Com- 
mission. Upon  another  occasion  he 
should  take  the  opportunity  of  calling 
attention  to  this  matter  again. 

Mr.  SUTHERLAND  (Sutherland) 
said,  in  reference  to  his  having  been  asked 
as  a  member  of  the  Deer  Forest  Commis- 
sion to  give  an  explanation  of  certain 
doings  of  the  Commission,  that  he  had 
no  explanation  to  offer,  because  the 
Commission  had  not  finished  its  work,  and 
he  would  not  do  anything  which  would 
involve  a  breach  of  confiden<*o.  After 
what  the  Secretarv  for  Scotland  had  said 
it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  take  part 
in  the  discnission,  and  he  wonld  oidy  say 
that  he  had  never  heen  engaged  in  more 
arduous  physical  labours.  The  late 
Prime  Minister  had  expounded  the  policy 
that  was  to  be   pursued    with  regard  to 
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the  Higlilauds,  aad  had  laid  down  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  should 

the  survey  of  tlie  Highlands  ought  to  he  considered.     The  right  hon.  Gentlema 

made.     When     they    reniemhered     that  had  also  on  behalf  of  the  Governmei 

some  Royal  Commissions  had  lasted  for  promised   them   an    amendment   of    th 

10  years  and  had  cost  the  country  20  Crofters  Act  this  Session.     It  had  beec 

times  as  much  as  this  Commission,  about  so  often  promised  and  so  definitely  agrc 

which  they  had  never  heard  a  word  of  to  that  he  would  merely  say  now  that  unU 

criticism,  he  was  surprised  at  the  attack  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and   the 

made  on  this  occasion.     With  regard  to  vernmeut  showed  a  decided  and  early  ii 

what  the  hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  dioation  to  introduce  and  pass  such  aBiF  f  ^/n 

had  said,  that  question   was  debated  in  this  Session  he  should  have  to  reconsid^^  -Hesr 

the   Commission.       A    vote   was  taken  the  disposal  of  his  vote  in  the   Hou8^>  ^^3e 

upon  it,  and  though,  he  confessed,  he  was  He   had   a   great    respect   for   Imperii  -^kj 

a  member  of  the  minority politics,  but  could  not  forget  that  ther       /^ 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN:  Onler,  T'^'^  '««f'  '"'  7*"  *«  ^"•Pf"*^  »ffair8,airr^ 

order!      It   is   very  irregular  to  report  »'«  was  there  to  represent  a  cause  wh.«^ 

what  has  taken  place  on  a  still  pending  «»«•>*,  "«»    ^     ^    neglected.       The« 

r>       I  n •  «:  .  seemed  no  reason  wiiy  the  Government 

KovaJ  uommissiun.  ,      .  •    -x     •     "ii      n  u      u 

having  a  majority  m   the  House  shoiiAi 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn.  not  carry  a  Bill  on  this  subject  during 
Original  Question  again  proposed.  oession. 

»n      -ifxnnnT^nnnrj  i-    \        The  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN  pointed 

*Dk.  MACGREGOK  (Inverness-shire)        ^  ^i    ^  ^u  x-  i  -j      *• 

1,1    ^^lo        ^        £       c^ii  out  that  the  question  under  consideration 
asked  what  tlie  Secretary  for  Scotland  •  u    i  i  j       • 

,,     ,        .,,  -^i^     ..      T>..  was   piers,   harbours,   roads,  and   minor 

proposed  to  do  with  regard  to  the  Peti-  i      •    \.i      tt-  1 1     i  j        ^   ^l 

f-    *  ^   1  .    I  •  ^i  A-        £  works   in   the  Hicch lands,  and   not   the 

tious  presented  to  him  on  the  question  of  i     «  ^u    o      • 

,i        *    *    ir         1         1    X        I     *  woik  of  the  Session, 
the  want  of  roads  and  steamboat  accom- 
modation   in    the  Islands  of   Inverness-        Dr.  MACGREGOR  said,   he  would 

shire.       A  ^^reat    part  of    that  country  confine  himself  to  that.     He  compkined 

(Harris)    had   no   roads    whatever,   and  ^^at    there   were    no  landing-placee  for 

was     simply    isolated     from    the    outer  .i       .  *      *       ^*      tt         ^«ij  *u^ 

1 1        ^rf,,  ,1        £     ^i,      ^    oi  the  steamers  to  stop  at.     How  could  the 

world.         Ihe     whole     of     the     traffic  ^  i  i_  • 

across  country  was  carried  on  the  backs  P®<>P^e     ^^    ^^^     ^^^^^     develop     their 

of     the     country    people.       That    was  fisheries   unless   a  few    piers   or  jetties 

hardly  creditable  to  a  wealthy  nation  like  were    erected    for   them  ?     They    were 

this,  which  prided   itself   on   being  the  sometimes  told   it  was  the  duty  of  the 

pioneer  of  civilisation  and  Christianity.  County  Council  to  see  to  these  matters. 

In  heavy  rainfalls  the  children  going  to  but,  on  being  appealed   to,  thoy  denied 

school  were  positively  in  danger  of  their  that  they  had  any  such  power.     He  did 

lives.      People  had  to  walk  10  and   12  not  wish  to  intrude  himself  longer  than 

miles   to  post  and  receive  their  letters,  was  necessary  upon  the  Committee,  ba^ 

It  was  discreditable  to  onr  postal  system  he  urgently  called  upon  the  right  hon* 

that  that  should  be  necessary,  and  what  Gentleman  to  redeem  his  promises  with* 

made  the  matter  still  harder  was  that  the  out  delay,  and  not  allow  the  demands  of 

mail  steamer  was  positively  seen  passing  a  la W- abiding  and  peaceable  population 

regularly  two  miles  from  the  shore  with-  to  be  neglected   in  this  way.     He  again  M,  ^ 

out  stopping.     When  he  asked  a  question  called  on  the  right   hon.   Gentleman  to  "^ 

on  the  subject   he  was  tol<l  that  to  do  so  fulfil    his  promises.       Why    were    bun* 

would  be  a  waste  of  time,  and  that  the  dreds    of    thousands    of    pounds    given 

contractor  refused  unless  he  was  paid  for  to     Ireland     for     light     railways    and 

it.     It  seemed   to  be  merely  a  question  other   things  ?      Was   it   because    thef 

of  a  few  miserable  pimnds  whether  or  not  were   not    peaceable    and    law-abiding? 

people  should  be    alloweil   to  get  their  Why,  that   was   the   very    way   to  eo- 

letters    from    the    steamers.     A    slight  courage  agitation  and  law-breaking.    If 

amount  of  attention  at  the  Scotch  Office  this  neglect  of  the  crofters  coutinued|lM 

would  suffice  for  the  adjustment  of  this  would  not  like  to  be  responsible  for  thi 

as  a  matter  of  business.     He  had  been  Highland   people.     They   were   a  long* 

promised   over  and    over   again   by   the  suffering  people,  but  their  patience  miut 

Mr,  Sutherland 
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lot  be  taxed  too  long,  and  there  was  a 
imit  to  it.  The  promises  of  the  right  hon. 
^rentleman  seemed  to  be  made  to  bo 
>rokeii — like  pie-crusts ;  but  in  saying  this 
ae  did  not  mean  anything  offensive. 
Sentiment,  however,  must  give  way  to 
iaty,  though  it  was  with  great  reluctance 
&nd  regret  that  he  had  given  expression 
to  these  remarks. 

Mb.  weir  said,  his  hon.  Friend  had 

omitted   to   move  the    reduction  of   the 

Vote,  and  he  should  do  so  to  the  extent 

of  £100.     On  Vote  4,   Class  VII.,   he 

^hed   to    make    an    observation   with 

legard  to  the  cost  of  administration  of 

the  office  created  under  the    Highlands 

«nd  Islands    Works    Act — one   of   the 

BKMt   extravagantly    conducted    offices, 

be  should  say,  under  the    sun.     There 

bad  been  expended  on  piers,  harbours, 

telegraphs,    and    minor   works    £4,131, 

lodthe  administration  cost  £1,700.     It 

vu  wrong  that  so  large  a  sum  should  be 

cbrged  for  office  expenses  in  connection 

vith  so  small  a  capital  outlay.     It  was 

traethat  £10,000  had  to  be  expended  on 

iteuner  communication,  but  that  entailed 

10  further  work  upon   the  Department 

than  drawing  cheques  once   or  twice  a 

year  in  favour  of  the  mail-boat  contractors. 

Hie  engineer  received  a  salary  of  £540, 

ad  an  allowance  of  £156  for  his  clerk  ; 

liwn  the  clerk  of  works  had  £164,  and 

br  non-commissioned  officers  and  other 

(iiirges  a  sum  of  £544  was  put  down. 

Be  did   not   see    any   practical   use   in 

fciving  a  clerk  of  works  to  expend  £1,000; 

ttd  the  cost  of  £300  for  an  office  appeared 

tehave  been  incurred  for  the  purpose  of 

fading  somebody  a  job.     They  had  no 

ifht  to  spend  £1,700  in  that  way.     The 

^ortauate  part  of  the  business  was  that 

^0,000  of  the  £41,000  granted  by  the 

Boose  had  gone  back,  and  the  Chancellor 

^if  the  Exchequer  had  put  his  hand  on  it. 

There  was  plenty  of  scope  for  spending 

the  money  in  the  Island  of  Lewis,  where 

^hole  districts  containing  thousands  of 

inhabitants  were  without  an  inch  of  roads 

either  for  vehicles  or  foot  traffic,  and  yet 

tte  people  had  to  pay  road  rates.     Why 

Was  not  the  money  expended  in  making 

footpaths  ?        In     severe    weather    the 

diildren  were  unable  to  attend  school  on 

acconnt  of  the  risk  they  ran  in  crossing 

rough  and  stony  ground,  swamps,   and 

hogs.    £1 5,000  was  granted  two  or  three 


years  ago  for  these  purposes,  and  £6,000 
had  been  spent  on  a  road  from  Carlo  way 
to  Stornoway,  which  was  really  not 
required.  It  was  a  political  job 
managed  by  the  Tory  Party  with  the 
view  of  catching  votes  at  the  last  Elec- 
tion. However,  they  did  not  manage 
to  catch  a  sufficient  number  to  return 
their  men.  He  sincerely  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  see  his  way 
to  giving  several  times  the  £3,000  which 
had  been  mentioned.  No  doubt  it  was 
very  difficult  to  get  money  out  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  but  why 
should  £25,000  have  gone  back  to  the 
Treasury  ?  What  had  been  the  result  ? 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  had  said  that 
nothing  was  wrong  in  the  Highlands, 
and  hon.  Members  might  naturally  con- 
clude that  the  people  there  were  con- 
tented and  happy  and  were  getting 
larger  grants  than  they  could  possibly 
use,  but  that  was  not  the  fact.  The 
Highlands  and  Islands  Works  Act  was 
a  faulty  measure  as  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  knew,  and  why  did  not  he  get 
it  put  right  ?  He  had  written  to  the 
Scotch  Office  time  after  time  as  to  works 
which  were  badly  needed  in  various 
parts  of  the  Highlands,  and  was  referred 
to  the  County  Councils,  who  replied  that 
they  had  done  all  they  could,  and  that 
the  matter  rested  with  the  Scotch  Office 
or  the  Board  of  Trade.  That  had  gone 
on  month  after  month  and  year  after 
year,  and  it  was  time  such  a  mode  of  con- 
ducting business  was  stopped.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  asked 
for  money  for  the  Highlands,  wriggled 
out  of  it  on  the  plea  that  he  had  not 
got  the  money.  No  doubt  times  were 
bad  and  money  was  scarce,  but  he  hoped 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  go  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  insist 
upon  having  money  for  these  works  so 
much  required  in  remote  parts  of  the 
Highlands.  He  would  also  press  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  importance 
of  making  communications  for  the  Wes- 
tern part  of  the  mainland  of  Ross-shire 
with  the  view  of  enabling  the  fishermen 
to  send  on  to  the  southern  markets  the 
abundant  supplies  of  fish  found  off  that 
coast.  If  this  sort  of  thing  continued — 
spending  £1,700  to  expend  £4,000— he 
would  be  driven  to  the  conclusion  that 
this  was  another  job.  He  now  moved 
to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £100. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'■That  the  Item  of   £5,000,  lor  HighlaiuiB 

nnd  Islands  of  Scotland  (Public  Woflis  and 
Coram nnicttUons)  be  reduced  by  £100."— 
(.Vr.  Weir.) 

•SiB  G.  TREVELYAN  Bsid,  it  migbt 
be  imagined  that  tLere  wore  parts  of  tUe 
country  wbicb  had  been  apeciallj'  aiugled 
out  for  ungeneruiiB  treatment,  but  that 
was  far  from  being  the  case.  Tbe  bon. 
Member  bad  just  stated  that  £3,000  was 
was  given  by  his  Department  for  making 
footpaths  in  the  Uigfalanils.  It  was  not 
£3,000  but  £10,000  that  was  devoted  to 
tbe  purpose,  and  every  peimy  of  it  bad 
been  spent.  It  bad  also  been  stated 
that  large  sums  of  money  were  given 
back  to  the  Treasury  instead  of  being 
spent  for  these  purposes,  and  that  it  was 
time  this  mode  of  doing  business  was 
stopped.  Wheu  charges  of  that  sort 
were  made  they  ought  to  be  a  little 
closely  examined.  Undoubtedly  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  Act  was  a 
cumbroMB  measure,  and  during  the  first 
year  of  its  operation  the  money  voted  to 
be  spent  under  it  was  not  spent.  But  all 
the  mouey  voted  for  tbe  Highlands 
and  Islands  by  Parliament  last  year 
would  bo  spent.  The  cost  of  adminis- 
tration, of  which  complaint  had  been 
made,  was  imposed  by  the  Act.  In  tbe 
year  which  was  now  coming  to  an  end 
all  tbe  money  which  was  voted  by  Par- 
liament under  tbe  Highlands  and  Islands 
Act  would  be  spent.  Therefore,  be  did 
not  see  that  the  charge  wbicb  bis  hon. 
Friend  brought  against  tbe  Office  had 
any  foundation  at  all.  His  bon.  Friend 
proposed  to  refuse  the  cost  of  administra- 
tion, which,  ho  said,  was  excessive.  Tlie 
system  of  adraiui  strati  on  was  absolutely 
imposed  on  the  Government  by  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  Act,  and  it  was 
necessary  to  have  Inspectors  going  over 
the  whole  of  the  Highlands  and  Islands. 
Tbe  hon.  Member  said  a  job  bad  been 
perpetrated.  Well,  if,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  tliere  bad  been  a  job  originally, 
there  was  not  a  job  now.  An  officer 
with  a  high  salary  bad  gone  to  perform 
other  functions,  and  another  genllemoa 
had  been  appointed.  So  far  from  there 
having  been  a  job,  be  (Sir  6.  Trevelyan) 
had  not  known  the  new  official  before  he 
was  recommended  to  him  for  hia  profes> 
sional  qualifications,  and  he  bad  not  now 
the  slightest  conception  whether  he  was 
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Tory,  Whig,  or  Radical.  He  was 
recommended  by  his  professional  chiefs, 
tind  he  was  appointed  as  a  professional 
Oian.  A  request  was  made  that  steam 
communication  should  be  procured  be- 
rtain  islands,  but  out  of  this  Vote 
it  was  proposed  to  pay  £  10,000  for  steam 
communication  between  the  islands.  Every 
ths  tbe  contracts  were  revised, 
and  if,  without  any  increase  of  ex- 
lome  more  convenient  method 
of  arranging  stoppages  of  steamers 
could  be  carried  into  effect  it  should 
be  done.  He  must  say  that,  iu  the 
present  state  of  tbe  public  finances,  this 
Vote  of  £36,000,  the  equivalent  of  which 
not  given  to  any  other  part  of  tbe 
country,  was  a  very  liandsome  Vote  to 
give  for  these  services  in  the  Highlands. 
Ho  must  say  that  it  was  a  very  poor 
return  for  spending  mouey  iu  the  High- 
lands to  be  told  that  tbe  money  which 
had  been  expended  on  a  road  in  the 
Lewis  at  the  request  of  those  who  were 
interested  had  been  thrown  away.  It 
was  desired  at  the  time  that  the  mouey 
should   be   spent  for  this  purpose,  and 

'tainly  the  expenditure  was  of  the 
greatest  service  in  tbe  district  at  the  time. 
If  the  money  had  been  badly  spent  it 
was  tbe  Local  Authorities  and  not  the 
Goveroment  wlio  were  to  btome.  He 
could  not  think  that  it  was  for  tbe  benefit 
of  the  Highlands  to  call  on  Farliaroeat 
to  reduce  the  Highland  Vote  by  £100. 
Thisseemedtubimtohea  very  poor  retuni 
for  tbe  beneficence  of  Parliament,  and  he 
did  not  think  his  hon.  Friend  would  get 
many  Members  to  vote  with  bim. 

Mk.  a.  C.  MORTON  desired  to  sup- 
port his  hon.  Friend's  request  for  further 
assistance  for  harbours  of  refuge,  &c., 
the  Highlands.  Mis  right  bon.  Friend  (Sir 
G.  Trevelyan)  knew  very  well  that  the 
moving  of  a  reduction  was  tbe  only  way 
Members  hod  of  expressing  their  opinion 
on  the  subject. 

"The  DEPUTY  CHAIRMAN: 
Order,  order  !  Tbe  hon.  Member  said 
that  twice  on  the  last  Vote. 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  would 
not  repeat  it.  Tbe  Vote  was  £5,000 
less  than  last  year,  and  he  thought  the 
Government  might  have  granted  as  much 
as  last  year.  If  tbe  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  take  a  trip,  not  in  a  yacht, 
but  by  tbe  ordinary  meanB  of  communica- 
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tiou,    from    Glasgow  to    Storuoway,  be 
would    find    that    there    was   ueed   for 
further  harbours  aud  piers.     The  Ilonse 
of  Commons  could  find  plently  of  money 
for     the     Army     and    Navy,    for     the 
Royal    Family,  for    Bechuanalaud,    for 
Uganda,  and  for  purposes  in  which  only 
those  who  were  connected  with  company 
promoting  took  much    interest,  and    he 
said    that  under    these  circumstances  a 
few   thousand  pounds  might  be  provided 
for  harbours  of  refuge,  roads,  piers,  and 
other  things  that  might  be  necessary  for 
conducting  the  trade  and  business  of  this 
country,  and  for  increasing  the  comfort 
of  the  people.     Radical  Members  wanted 
the  Government  to  bear  in  mind  that  it 
was  not  speculators   and  company  pro- 
moters that  they  had  to  look  after  but 
the  great  mass    of    the   people   of    the 
country.     He  advised  his  hon.  Friends  to 
keep  pegging  away  at  the  Treasury  and 
the  Secretary   for  Scotland   until    they 
bad  got  the  just  needs  of  the  people  of 
the  West  of   Scotland  attended   to.     If 
his  hon.  Friends  would  only  adopt  the 
tieticd  of  the  company  promoters   they 
iroald   find  that   there    was    plenty    of 
■oney  to  be  obtained  from  the  Treasury, 
iikd  of    course  the  money   so   obtained 
•odd  not   be  thrown   away    on    costly 
expeditions. 

Mr.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth)  said, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  some  of  the  hon. 
lembers  opposite  were  beginning  to 
Rilise  that  a  certain  number  of  promises 
tbich  they  made  to  their  constituents  at 

I  tile  last  Election  did  not  appear  likely 

[ever  to  1>g  fulfilled. 

•Dr.  MACGREGOR  rose  to  Order, 
[fhey  made  no  such  promises  ;  the 
'^omises  they  made  were  bona  fide 
|n>mises,  and  not  only  that,  but  tiieir 
•etioD  here  to-day  was  not  in  conse- 
^aence  of  the  insecurity  of  their  seats. 

Mk.  W.  WHIT»LAW  said,  if  he 
,  lukl  otfeuded  the  hon.  Member^s  dignity 
1m  wa.*9  Korry  for  it.  The  hon.  Member 
lolil  the  Government  that  if  something 
[.more  was  not  done  for  the  Highlands  he 
Srould  uot  be  responsible  for  the  con- 
ptinaance  of  order  in  the  Highlands.  If 
Lthe  hoo.  Member  withdrew  his  infiuenco 
^r  the  preservation  of  order,  he  (Mr. 
tlTbitelaw)  did  not  expect  it  would  cause 
[m  Tery  violent  outbreak.  With  regard  to 
f^e  means  of  communication,  he  believed 


the  Secretary  for  Scotland  fully  under- 
stood more  money  was  required  for  this 
purpose  than  was  given,  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  get  more  he  was 
satisfied  he  would  do  so,  and  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  it  in  his  pocket  he 
would  give  it.  So  long  as  they  could 
feel  more  or  less  confident  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  getting  as  much  as  he 
could  out  of  the  Treasury,  he  did  not 
think  it  fair  to  make  this  sudden  and 
wholesale  attack  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  administration  of  Highland 
affairs.  But  he  did  not  think  the  way 
to  advance  the  interest  of  the  crofters  or 
the  inhabitantJi  of  the  Highlands  was  to 
move  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  that  it  was 
proposed  to  give  to  the  Highlamls,  aud 
he  did  not  think  the  electors  of  Inverness- 
shire  and  Ross-shire  would  be  inclined  to 
support  their  Members  who  had  proposed 
and  supported  a  Motion  to  reduce  the 
already  too  small  amount  that  was  to  be 
given. 

Dr.  MACGREGOR :  I  made  no  such 
proposition. 

Mr.  W\  WHITELAW  said,  he  spoke 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ross- shire,  and 
whatever  the  sentiments  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ross-shire  might  be,  what 
he  had  actually  done  was  to  propose  that 
£100  less  should  be  given  to  this  county, 
amongst  others,  than  the  Government 
was  ready  to  give.  He  should  take  care 
to  let  all  those  gentlemen  who  had  been 
the  supporters  of  the  hon.  Member 
in  the  past  understand  the  position  taken 
up  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  WEIR  said,  the  £100  rethiction 
which  he  moved  was  a  reduction  off  the 
administration  expenses,  which  he  took 
to  be  excessive.  However,  in  couse- 
(juence  of  the  promise  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Scotch  Office 
would  spend  the  full  amount  of  the  grant 
this  vear,  ho  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw  the  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  one  question.  He  saw  there  was 
a  sum  of  £200  noted 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  : 
Order,  order  !  I  have  put  the  whole 
Question,  and  the  Committee  cannot  go 
back  on  any  Vote. 


Kitehen  aud 
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Origimtl  Queetioa  pdt,  and  agreed  to. 
Resolution  to  be  reported  To- 
Committee  to  sit  again  To- 
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Resolutions  [20th  March]  report«d, 
and  agreed  to. — [See  page  749.] 

Ordered,  That  the  Kesiiliition  which,  a|Hin 
thsldth  (Uyof  this  inBtant  Mareh,  was  reported 
from  the  Committee  oi  Supply,  aoil  which  wu 
then  ogreeil  to  by  the  House,  be  now  read. 

"  That  a  number  of  Lund  ForceH,  not  exceed- 
ing 135,347,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for  the 
Serricc  of  the  United  Kingilom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroail,  cxclndjng 
Her  Majesty's  Indian  Posacsflions,  dnriag  the 
year  ending  on  the  UUt  day  of  March,  1885." 

Arut  (Avsual)  Bill. 

Oidereil,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  pmvldo,  during  Twelve  Months,  for  the 
Discipline  and  Reflation  of  the  Army  ;  and 
that  Mr.  Secretary  Campbell -Baiinerman,  Sir 
Ughtrcd  Kay-8hutt!eworth,  and  Mr.  Woodall 
do  prepare  and  brins-  it  in. 

Bill  preseotcd,  and  rcail  first  time. 

Mk.  a.  C.  MORTON  asked  wbetUor 
tlie  Bill  wonid  l>e  printed  and  circulated  ? 
•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  will  be  put  down  for  Second  Rending 
to-morrow. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  Will  it  be 
printed  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
It  never  has  been  printed. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  asked  the  rigbt 
bon.  Gentleman  to  make  a  ebange,  as  it 
was  not  fair  to  move  the  Second  Reading 
of  a  Bill  that  was  not  printed,  and  he 
would  aak  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
have  the  Bill  printed  aud  circulated. 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  TREASURY  (Sir  J.  T. 
HiBBERT,  Oldham)  said,  a  copy  of  the 
Bill  could  be  obtained  on  application  at 
tbe  Vote  Office. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lyon 
Regis)  said,  that  if  the  Bill  was  aDytbiug 
like  the  Bill  of  last  year  it  was  highly 
contentious,  and  therefore  it  would  be  a 
breach  of  faith  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment,  who  gave  an  undertaking  not 
to  take  any  contentious  busiuess  before 
Easter, 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
There  is  nothing  contentious  io  it. 


•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  remarked 
that  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  said  the 
same  of  the  Bill  of  last  year,  and  be 
should  object  as  strongly  as  he  could  to 
any  contentious  business  being  taken. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  To> 
morrow,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  116.] 

WATS    AND   MEANS. 

Resolntiona  [20th  Uarch]  reported. 

1.  "That  towards  making  goal  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Uajcsty  for  the  service  of  the 
year  ended  31et  tlay  of  March,  1893,  the  som  of 
£785  Us.  be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  of  the  Uniteii  Kingdom. 

2.  "That  towania  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service  of  the 
year  ending  on  the  31at  day  of  March,  1896,  the 
anmof  £3,918,500  be  granted  out  of  tbe  Con- 
solidated Fund  of  the  Unitwl  Kingdom." 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Onlerecl,  Ttiat  it  lie  an  instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  (ySo.  1> 
Bill,  that  they  have  power  to  make  provision 
therein  pursuant  to  the  said  RcBolutions. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  1}  BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  tbe, Committee.) 
[Sir  J.  G0Li>3MtD  in  the  Chair.] 
Clause  2. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  Will  the  right  ] 
hon.  Gentleman  tell  us  what  the  Govern-  j 
ment  are  doing,  as  there  ie  nothing  on  the  j 
Paper  about  these  Amendments  ?  I 

Sir  j.  T.  HIBBERT  :    Merely    in-  | 
serting  tbe  money  granted^last  night  for 
the  Navy. 

Bill  reported,  with  an  amended  Title 
■   '        be  considered  To-niorrow.« 


KITCHEN   AND  RKFRBSHMENT  ROOMS 

(HOUSE  OF  COMMONS)  EXPENSES. 

MOTION   FOR   A   UETURS, 

Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON  moved  for— 
"  Return  showing  detailed  receipts  and  t 
pendjture  of  Kitchen  Committee  for  the  jt 
ending  the  3Ist  day  of  December.  1891,  the  Slit 
day  of  December,  1892,  and  the  Slat  day 
December,  1893." 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY TO  thk  TREASURY  (Mr.T.K. 
Ellis,  Merionethshire):  I  hope  my  boa. 
Friend  will  not  move  this  to-day,  but  pot 
it  down  for  an  early  day  after  Easter. 


{21  March  1894) 
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Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  : 
most  happy  to  treat  my  hou.  Frieud  iu  a 
more  generous  way  than  the  (Tovernmeut 
treated  me  last  night ;  therefore  I  post- 
{K>ne  it. 

Motion  postponed. 

I,IM-AL  OrOVEKNMEXT  (IRELAND)  PROVI- 
SIONAL   ORDER    (NO.    3)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Bill  to  confirm  a 
l*rovi8i«'nal  Order  made  by  the  liocal  Ooverii- 
ment  Board  fur  Ireland,  under  *-The  Public 
Health  (Ireland)  Act,  LS7H."  relating  to  the 
rural  sanitary  tUstrict  of  Waterforcl,  onieretl  to 
be  brou>?ht  in  by  Mr.  J.  Morley  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibberr. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  U't.] 

KOAD     SUBVENTION      ABOLITION      (SCOT- 
LAND)   BILL. 
On    Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Cameron.  Bill  to 
{Hit   ail   end   to    Subventions    from   one   road 
authority  in  Scotland  to  another,  onlered  to  be 
Jiiought  in  by  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Viscount 
Wolmer,  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.   Robert  Wallace,  Sir 
James  Carmichael.  Mr.  M*Ewan,  Mr.  Cameron 
Corbet  t,  Mr.  Paul,  and  Mr.  Provand. 

Bill  presented, and  reail  first  time.  [Bill  117.] 

PLBLIOHOrSES  (HOURS  OF  CLOSIXtj) 
(SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Bill  to 
amend  "  Tbe  Public-Houses  (Hours  of  Closing) 
(Scotland)  Act,  1887,"  ordere«l  to  be  brought  in 
hw  Sir  Charles  Cameron.  Mr.  .John  Wiljson 
(GoTau>,  Mr.  Hunter,  Sir  John  Leng,  and  Mr. 
Beith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  118.] 

^AL£  OF  INTOXICATIN(;  LIQUORS  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Couitney,  Bill  to  ameiul 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating 
ljqaors»,  ordereti  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Coartney,  Mr.  Bolitho,  Sir  Thomas  Lea,  Sir 
Hark  Stewart,  Mr.  Brynmor  Jones,  Colonel 
;;rkl{n^an,  and  Mr.  Alexander  Crosn. 

Bill  prenenteil.  and  reail  first  time.  [Bill  1 11».] 

JURY    LAW    AMENDMENT    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Arthur  Williams,  Bill  to 
axueTKl  and  consolidate  the  Law  relating  to 
Jarie^s,  and  tu  proride  for  the  payment  of 
JniyineD.  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Arthur  Williams,  Mr.  Coleridge,  Mr.  Lloyd 
Morgan,  ami  Mr.  Havelock  WiUon. 

Bill  presscnted,  and  reaii  first  time.    [Bill  120.] 
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AND   WORKSHOPS   ACT 
AMENDMENT    BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Henjnr  James,  Bill  to  amend 
The    Factory   and    Workshops   Act,   ism," 
locdei^l  to  be  Intmght  in  by  Sir  Henry  James. 
iBir  Henry  Bosooe,  Mr.  Mowbray,  and  Mr.  Fen- 
Ick. 
Bill  presented,  and  rand  first  time.   [Bill  121.] 

VOL.  XXII.  £rO0RTH  SERIES.] 


PUBLIC    ACCOLNTS    COMMITTEE. 
Ordered,  That  Mr.  Wo<lebouse  l)e  discharged 
from  the  Select  Committee  of  Public  Accounts. 

Onlcretl,  That  Mr.  Cameron  Corbctt  Ikj  added 
to  the  Committee. — (N*/*  J,  T.  Ilihhcrt.') 

NATIONAL  DEBT  ANNUITIES. 
Account  presented, — of  the  Gro5»s 
Amount  of  all  Bunk  Annuities  and  anv 
Annuities  for  terms  of  years  transferred, 
and  of  all  sums  of  money  paid  to  the 
Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of  the 
National  Debt,  &c.  within  the  vear 
ended  oth  January  1894  [by  Act]  ;  to 
lie  upon  the  Table. 

ADJOUKN.VIEXT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  T.  E,  FJlis.) 

Army  Annual  Hill. 
•Mk.    GIBSON    BOWLES    said,    he 
wished  to   make  an  appeal  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  with  regard  to  the 
Army    Annual    Bill.       The    right    hon. 
Gentleman    proposed    to    ask    that    this 
Bill  be   retid   a  second  time   to-morrow, 
and  on  being  reminded  that  the  Bill  was 
not  printed  they  were  told  by  the  Secre- 
tary to   the  Treasury  that  a  copy  could 
be    obtaineil    at    the    Vote    Office.      He 
went   to   the  Vote   Office,  and    was    in- 
formed there  that  there  were  no  copies  of 
this    Bill.     That  alone,  he  thought,  was 
sufficient  for  the  appeal   he  now  made  to 
the  right   lion.  Gentleman   not  to   perse- 
vere in   his  intention   to  reatl  the  Bill   a 
second  time  to-morrow.     They  hadudis- 
tinct   understanding  that  no    contentions 
business    should    be  taken  before  Easter, 
and  so  wide  was  that    undertakin":   that 
even    the   First    Heading  of    contentious 
Bills  had  been  postponed.     If  the    Bill 
were  nrgeut  he  should  not  be  disposed  to 
make    any    opj^sition    even    to  a    quasi 
breach  of  the  undertaking  ;  but  it  was  not 
urgent,  because  last  year  it  oidy  went  up 
to  the  other  House  on^he  18th  of  April, 
and  consequently  there  would  be  ample 
time  after  Eaj^ter  to  ])ass   it  through  all 
its  stages  and  send    it    up   to   the  other 
House  for  it  to  have  its  effect.     On  the 
grounds  that  they  had    not  got   the  Bill, 
that  they    could    not    get   it,  that  it  was 
unreasonable  to  ask    tliem  to    read   it  a 
second  time  to-morrow,  and  that  a  con- 
siderable number  of  Members   would  be 
away  to-morrow,  he  would  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman    not  to    insist  on 
the  Second  Beading  to-morrow. 
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•Mr.   CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

The  ordinary  course  has  been  followed  in 
this  matter,  and  the  Second  Reading  can 
hardlj  be  opposed,  even  by  the  hon. 
Member.  If  there  is  anything  conten- 
tious it  is  discussed  in  Committee,  and 
that  stage  will  not  be  taken  until  after 
Easter,  so  that  there  will  be  ample  oppor- 
tunity to  Members  to  raise  any  question. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  if,  in 
order  to  afford  a  fair  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussion, the  Committee  stage  would  not 
be  taken  after  midnight  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
That  1  cannot  say. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Then  we 
gain  nothing,  and  1  shall  oppose  the 
Second  Reading. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  as  he  un- 
derstood it,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  proceed  with  the  Bill  to-mor- 
row, if  it  was  desired  that  he  should  not 
do  so.  He  hoped  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  by  to-morrow  put  himself 
in  a  proper  holiday  fmme  of  min^l,  and 
would  troat  Members  of  this  House  in 
the  same  generous  mnnuer  in  which 
Members  had*  treated  the  Government 
with  regard  to  Supply.  He  was  sure 
that  in  the  interests  of  the  Army  they 
were  n  »t  doing  their  duty  without 
thoroughly  considering  and  discussing 
this  Bill,  an  I  cortainlv  thev  out'ht  to  be 
alfbrded  a  proper  opportunity  for  discus- 
sion. He  would  not  press  the  matter 
further  now,  but  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  in  an  Easter 
holiday  frame  of  mind  to-morrow.  Before 
sitting  down,  he  would  like  to  ask  the 
r.eader  of  the  House  whether  he  had  any 
further  information  to  give  theui  with 
regard  to  the  remaining  annuity  to  the 
Duke  of  Edinburgh,  he  meant  whether 
anything  had  been  done  i^  the  matter  by 
the  Duke  and  Her  Majesty.  They  would 
have  to  take  a  further  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  subject,  but  he  should  be 
glad  if  the  Loader  of  the  House  could 
give  them  sonic  furthe;*  information 
regarding  it. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcoukt, 
Derby)  said,  w^ith  regard  to  the  Mutiny 
Bill,  he  never  heard  oi"  any  opposition  to 
the  vSecond  Reading  of  the  Bill  ;  any 
chaufi:es  that  w«re  made  in  the  Bill  were 
always  discussed  in  Committee,  and 
he  hoped  the  same  course  would  be  pur- 
sued    now.       An     ample     opportunity 


would  be  given  for  discussion,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  of  Commons  would  not 
set  the  example  of  declining  to  read  the 
Mutiny  Bill  a  second  time.  With 
regard  to  the  annuity  to  the  Duke  of 
Edinburgh,  he  had  to  say  that  he  had 
nothing  to  add  to  what  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  said  on  a  former 
occasion. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  asked 
whether  it  was  proposed  to  legislate 
upon  the  Report  of  the  Sea  Fishery 
Committee.  The  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  practically  unanimous,  and 
as  the  condition  of  the  fishing  industry 
as  a  source  of  food  supply  and  a  field  for 
producin«3  sailors  was  most  important,  he 
hoped  there  was  an  early  prospect  of 
legislation.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
Conciliation  Bill,  he  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  consent  to  report  Progress 
with  the  Estimates  on  Thursdav  week 
at  an  early  hour  in  order  to  give  an 
opportunity  to  Members  to  make  their 
observations  upon  it. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
asked  if  the  Government  would  put 
down  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Mutiny  Bill  for  some  earlv  hour  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT'said,  he  would 
consider  that.  They  would  certainly 
put  down  the  Conciliation  Bill  in  time 
for  hon.  Members  to  consider  it,  but  he 
considered  it  was  a  new  and  hostile 
practice  to  have  discussions  on  the  First 
Reatling  of  Bills.  Both  sides  of  the 
House  agreed  in  the  importance  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  P^'rst  Reading  ought  to  be 
a  matter  of  course  ;  it  was  a  most  hostile 
practice  to  discuss  a  Bill  on  its  First 
Reading.  He  thought  the  Governmeot 
ought  to  have  the  same  privilege  as 
private  Members,  whose  Bills  were  read 
a  first  time  witho:it  comment. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  he  heartily 
supported  the  Bill,  but  he  understood  it 
was  the  right  hon.  Geutleman*s  sugges- 
tion that  the  Estimates  should  be  post- 
poned in  order  to  take  the  First  Reading 
of  the  Bill,  and  his  inquiry  was  simplj 
as  to  the  time  and  with  a  view  only  "toj 
one  or  two  brief  and  friendly  suggestions, 
based  on  the  experience  of  the  London 
Conciliation  Board,  and  for  the  improve* 
ment  of  the  Bill. 


Motion  agreed  to. 


House  adjoumcil  at 

after  Fiveo*cloctj 
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SE     OF      COMMONS, 
hursday^  22nd  March  1894. 


House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

.  SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION. 

House  beiug  met,  the  Clerk  at 
bble  informed  the  House  of  the 
labie  abs'ence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  the  coQtiuuauco  of  his  iudisposi- 

reupon  Mr.  Mellor,  the  Chairman 
fs  and  Means,  proceeded  to  the 
aDcl  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair 
miy  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the 
ig  Order. 

NEW  WRIT  ISSUED. 
Lanarkshire    (Mid    Division),   v. 
Vyiiford  Philipps,  Esq.,  Chiltern 
ds.— (Afr.  T.  E.  Ellis.) 

QUESTIONS. 


SADDELL  TENANCY  DISPU"-!:. , 

D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  : 
>  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  his 
n  has  been  called  to  the  case  of 
^acDougall,  of  Saddell,  who  ob- 
a  decree  against  his  landlord 
I  the.. Court  of  Session  for  the 
tioij   of-  his   house   in  1889,  but 

an  order  for  costs  against  the 

Qt' ;  •  and    whether,   under    these 

tsCuces,  the  landlord  is  entitled  to 

he  amount  (£40  Is.  lOd.)  on  ac- 

f  costs'  incurred  in  his  defence,  or 

r  he  is  bound  to  pay  the  money 

to  the  plaintiff  by  the  Court,  and 

own  costs  out  of  his  own  pocket  ? 

LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.B. 

IK,  Clackmannan,  &c.)':  I  have  no- 

dge   of   this   case,  but   from  the 

•nts  in  the  question  it  appears  to 

a  dispute  between  two  private 
lals  in  regard  to  a  money  claim, 
er  with  which  I  have  no  power 
fere. 

MACGREGOR  :  Is  not  the  un- 
ful  party  to  an  action  bound  to 
Lit  the  order  of  the  Court  ? 
J.  B.    BALFOUR   was   under- 
)  reply  in  thie.affirmative.    . 

u  XXIL  [fourth  series.] 


HOUSES    OF    ILL-REPUTE    IN 
LIVERPOOL. 

Mr.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  Report  for  the 
year  1893  of  the  Head  Constable  of 
Liverpool,  and  to  the  statement  therein 
that,  although  during  last  year  831 
houses  in  that  city  were  convicted  as 
brothels,  it  has  been  found  impossible, 
owing  to  the  inadequacy  of  the  present 
law,  to  render  a  single  owner  or  agent 
of  such  property  responsible  for  its  use, 
or  even  for  its  continued  use,  for  immoral 
purposes  ;  and  whether  any  representa- 
tions have  reached  him  from  the  Watch 
Committee  .  of  Liverpool  regarding  the 
urgent  necessity  for  an  alteration  in  the 
law  on  the  subject,  if  owners  and  agents 
who  allow  their  houses  to  be  used  for 
such  purposes  are  to  be  made  amenable  ;  ' 
and,  if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  ^Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  immediate  steps  ' 
to  remedy  the  present  state  of  things^  by 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  on  the  lines/ 
suggested  by  the  authorities  at  Liverpool  ' 
or  otherwise  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  I  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  -My  attention  \  has  ' 
been  called  to  the  .Report  of  the  Head 
Constable  for  Liverpool,  and  the  state- 
ments in  question  as  to  disorderly  houses 
in  that  city,  and  I  have  received  a  repre- 
sentation from  the  Watch  Committee, 
which  has  received  careful  consideration; 
and,  after  consulting  with  the  Chief 
Metropolitan  Magistrate,  I  have  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  is  not  necessary 
to  legislate  on  the  subject,  as,  in  my 
opinion,  the. law  is  at  present  sufficient  to 
meet  these  cases  if  properly  and  rigor- 
ously administered. 

•     TRESPASS     PROSECUTIONS     AT 

.  .    DINGWALL.  i 

Mr.  WEIR  (Ross  and  Cromarty):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  ,he  is  . 
aware  that,  in  the  case  of  trespass  for 
game  tried  on  1 3th  February  last  before 
Sheriff  Hill  at  Dintjwall,  in  which  Baron 
Middleton  of  Applecross  was  the  plaintiff, 
and  William  Mackenzie,  Ardneaskan,  was 
defendant,  the  only  witness  for  the  pro- 
secution was  ,  a  game  watcher  named 
Macbeath,  who  admitted  that  his  know- 
ledge of  English  was  very  limited,  while  ^ 
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Sheriff  Hill,  who  sentenced  Mackenzie, 
had  no  knowledge  of  Gaelic  ;  and  whe- 
ther there  is  any  interpreter  attached  to 
the  Court  House  at  Dingwall  ;  if  not, 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  engage  the 
.services  of  competent  interpreters  at  those 
places  where  Sheriffs  are  ignorant  of  the 
language  of  the  people  ? 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  I  communi- 
cated with  Ross-shire  when  this  question 
appeared  upon  the  Paper,  but  I  regret  to 
have  to  say  that  a  reply  has  not  yet  been 
received,  and  I  must  therefore  ask  my  hon. 
Friend  to  postpone  the  question. 

FOOTPATHS  IX  THE  ISLAND  OF  LEWIS. 
Mk.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  S(;otland  if   he  is   now  prepared 
to  state  the  result  of  his  inquiry  into  the 

condition  of  affairs  in  the  Park  District 
of  the  Island  of  Lew^is,  where,  owing  to 
the  non-completion  of  footpaths,  large 
numbers  of  children  are  unable  to  attend 
school  during  severe  weather ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  children 
of  Grimshader  and  Cromore  have 
been  withdrawn  from  school  for  want  of 
footpaths  r 

•The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  As  I  have  already  stated  in 

reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  the  large  pro- 
portion of  £2,000  out  of  the  £3,000  grant 
to  Ross  and  Cromarty  was  allocated  to  the 
Island  of  Lewis.  The  expenditure  of 
this  special  grant  was  entrusted  to  the 
County  Council,  who  elected  to  devote 
£1,033  to  the  construction  of  footpaths 
to  schools,  including  those  at  Grims- 
hader and  Cromore,  in  the  Parish  of 
Lochs.  The  responsibility  for  the 
proper  expenditure  undoubtedly  rest^ 
■with  the  County  Council.  L^pon  inquiry, 
I  regret  to  learn  that  the  present  attend- 
ance at  some  of  the  schools  is  not  so  good 
as  it  should  be,  but  1  fail  to  see  any 
reasonable  cause,  as  the  approaches  to 
such  schools  are,  with  the  assistance 
which  has  been  rendered,  in  a  better 
position  than  they  were  last  year,  and 
the  winter  season  is  over.  In  the  new 
Local  Government  Amendment  Bill  I 
propose  to  give  power  to  enable  County 
Councils  to  construct  cart  roads,  foot- 
paths, and  footbridges  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Roads  and 
Bridges  Act,  1878. 

Mr.  Weir 


IXVERGORDON  FERRY. 
Mr.  WEIR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  Rules  and  Regulations  governing 
the  management  of  the  Invergordon 
FeiTy  are  disregarded  by  the  lessee ; 
that  passengers  using  the  present  ferry 
boat  incur  great  inconvenience  and  risk  ; 
and  that  the  landing  piers  are  in  a 
dangerous  condition ;  and  whether  it  is 
proposed,  in  the  forthcoming  Local 
Government  Bill  for  Scotland,  to  provide 
that  this  and  other  ferries,  as  well  as 
piers,  in  the  Highlands,  now  in  the 
hands  of  private  individuals,  shall  be 
placed  under  the  control  of  the  County 
Councils  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  have  not 
received  any  representation  in  regard  to 
the  management  of  Invergordon  Ferry 
referred  to  bv  the  hon.  Member.  I 
propofee  to  deal  with  the  regulation  of 
ferries  in  the  Local  Government  Amend- 
ment Bill. 

OVERCHARGES      ON      THE      CHATHAM 
AND    DOVER    RAILWAY. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditcb, 
Hoxt(^  ):  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  1'  ard  of  Trade  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  a  case,  which  is 
reported  in  The  Standard  newspaper  of 
31st  January  last  as  having  been  heard 
in  the  Queen's  Bench  Division,  in  which 
a  passenger  sued  the  London,  Chatham, 
and  Dover  Railway  for  4s.,  being  the 
sum  charged  in  excess  of  the  maximum 
authorised  by  the  Company's  Acts  be- 
tween Victoria  and  Calais  on  an  ordinary 
first-class  ticket,  and  in  which  the  money 
was  paid  into  Court  by  the  Company ; 
whether  he  can  state  what  number  of 
passengers  travelled  between  Loudon 
and  Calais  by  this  route  during  the  year 
1893  ;  whether  he  will  take  steps,  under 
the  provisions  of  7  &  8  Vict.,  c.  bo,  s.  17, 
to  prevent  such  overcharge  in  future ; 
and  what  are  the  Acts  under  the  pro- 
visions of  which  the  Company's  charges 
are  made  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella.,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  have  seen  a  report  of  the 
case  referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend.  The 
Board  of  Trade  are  not  in  possessiv  ^• 
the  necessary  information  to  enable  mtt 
to  reply  to  paragraphs  2  and  4  of  tlie'] 
question.     With  regard  to  the  legal  pro*.] 
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Priton. 


cedJDgg,  I  am  informeil  by  tbo  Kailway 
Company  ihat  tUe  case  is  still  subjudtee, 
sod  it  would  appear  from  a  ucwspapcr 
report  that  the  Court  hns  made  an  Order 
which  enables  tbe  plaiiitifF  to  obtain  a 
(lecLsiou  liy  a  inoro  convciiimit  mctliod 
than  thai  provided  liy  7  A  8  Vict.  Tbo 
powera  of  that  Act  shoLild  only  1«  iised 
in  very  exceptional 


POLICE  COURT  PROCEDUKE. 
Mh,  OWEN  (Cornwall,  Laiii.cei.toii)  ; 
I  beg  to  aek  the  Secretary  of  Slate  for 
the  Home   Department  if  Inn  attention 
fau  (wen  called  to  the  cane  of  "  Pridham 
r.  JeoniDgB,"  henrd  lieforc  the  Ma^is- 
Imies  at  Stralton,  Korlh   Cornwall,  on 
HoDilay    the    I2eh    instant,    wbcru   the 
prisoner.   Accused  of  a   trifling  effcTice, 
elected  to  be  tried  summarily,  and  was  so 
tried,  pleading  not  guilly ;    the    Bench 
disagreed,   one    Magistrate    snyiuf;    the 
acca»ed  ought  to  lie  discharged,  and  left 
the  Bench,  followed  by  another  Magis- 
trate ;     tbe  two    remaining  Magistrates 
committed  tbe  accused  to  take  his  trial 
at  Bodmin  Quarter  Sessions,  a  long  dis- 
tance    from    Kilkliampton,    where     the 
ac<.*used  and  bis  witnesses  live,  and  with- 
out railway  communication ;  and  did  the 
Magistrates  act  within  their  powers  by 
wmtDittiiig  tbe  accused  after  trying  him 
vitL     his    consent    under   the   summary 
nrisdictiou   procedure  ;  and,  if  not,  will 
le  take  steps  in  tbe  matter  ? 

Mk.  ASQUITH  :  I  have  inquired  into 
be  facts  of  the  case  referred  to,  and  find 
bat  tbe  circumstances  are  not  ({nitcuccn- 
«telv  stated  in  tbo  question.  It  is  true 
hat  the  Magistrates  at  first  intended  to 
leal  with  the  case  summarily  with  tbe 
-onseDt  of  the  defendant,  and  that  subsc- 
jaeotly  they  determined  tocommit  for  trial. 
\  am  advised  that  in  ho  doing  the  Magis- 
rates  did  not  exceed  their  legal  powers, 
kud  that  the  previous  determination  to 
leal  with  tbe  case  summarily  does  not 
■ender  the  subsequent  committal  for  trial 
r<Md.  It  is,  of  course,  a  serious  irregu- 
larity that  a  man  should  be  committed 
!or  trial  without  the  caution  required  by 
Ikw  being  administered  to  him,  and  his 
itatement,  if  any,  taken  down  in  writing  ; 
but  it  is  open  to  the  prisoner  to  use  in  bis 
■*-''uco  this  or  any  other  irregularity  by 
i*^CD  he  may  have  been  prejudiced.  I 
Me  no  ground  for  interference  at  the  pre- 
■ent  stage  of  the  proceedings,  which  will, 
bo  doubt,  go  on  in  doe  course  of  law. 


THE  PROCURATOR  FISCAL  OF 
LOCHMADDV. 
Dr.  MACGUEGOK  :  I  beg  to  ask 
tbe  Lord  Advocate  if  be  has  seen  a  copy 
of  the  correspondence  between  the  Pro- 
curator Fiscal  of  Locbmaddy  and  Sir 
John  Campbell  Orde,  proprietor  of 
Korth  Uist,  and  his  agents,  regarding  a 
residence  for  the  former  at  JL^cbmaddy  ; 
whether  lie  is  prepared  to  take  any  stops 
to  adjust  tbe  matter  in  dispute;  and 
whether  a  landlord  has  power  by  law  to 
deprive  a  public  oRicial,  who  must  live 
in  a  certain  locality,  of  the  right  to  a 
suilAble  residence  on  bis  estate  ? 

•Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUK  :  I  have  seen 
a  copy  of  the  correspondence  referred  to, 
and  I  gather  from  it  that  Sir  .Tolin  Orde 
declines  to  give  the  Procurator  Fiscal  a 
feu  ou  which  to  erect  a  house.  This 
appears  to  me  to  be  very  unfoMunate, 
but  the  question  of  providing  rcsideoeea 
for  officials  in  the  Highlands  is  a  large 
one,  and  would  require  legislation,  as 
there  is  no  other  way  in  which  a  pro- 
prietor could  be  compelled  to  grant 
ground  for  such  a  residence. 

IIABLINSIK  PKiaON'. 

Mk.  W.  WHITELAW  (Perth)  :  I 
l)eg  to  ask  tbe  Secretary  for  Scotland 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  build  an  addition  to  Bar- 
linnie  Prison,  to  hold  2GU  prisoners, 
although  there  is  accommodation  for 
more  than  that  number  in  the  existing 
prison  buildings  in  Scotlan<l,  if  prisoners 
were  more  equally  distributed  among  the 
different  prisons;  and  whether,  in  the 
interests  of  economy,  be  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  utiliiting  existing 
prisons  by  distributing  prisoners  more 
equally  among  them,  instead  of  erecting 
new  buildings  while  existing  ouua  are  not 
full  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  It  is  not 
proposed  to  enlarge  Barlinnio  Prison 
beyond  the  number  of  cells  originally 
intended— namely,  1,000,  that  is,  200 
more  than  at  present.  It  is  very  desir- 
able that  prisoners  should  !te  detained  in 
their  own  districts,  and  freqnent  removal 
of  parties  of  prisoners  todistiint  prisons  is 
opposed  to  tbo  policy  of  the  18T7  Act,  and 
the  course  hitherto  odopted  in  regard  to 
tbe  re-arrangcmout  of  prisons  in  Scot- 
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FINNOR  POSTAL  FACILITIES. 

Mk.  HAYDEN  :  I  beg  to  nsk  the 
Postmaster  Geueral  if  he  will  explaiD 
what  13  the  cause  of  the  delay  id  estab- 
lishiug  the  post  office  at  FioDor  promised 
bj  him  last  June  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.MoKLEY,Nottingham,E.)  :  The 
auttiorttj  for  establishing  a  post  office  at 
Finnor,  Couuty  Westmeath,  hm  been 
caucelled  under  eircumstaticoB  which  I 
recently  expUiiied  in  a  letter  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Westmeath. 

BAILW4V  FACILITIES  BETWEEN  DROQ- 
HEDA  AND  DUBLIN. 

Mi(.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.  t 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trnde,  with  reference  to  the  Memorial 
recently  presented  to  him  from  a  con- 
siderable number  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Balbriggan  and  the  surrouDding  district 
for  permission  to  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company  of  Ireland  to  run  a 
passenger  carriage  with  a  goods  train 
from  Droghedato  Dublin,  whether  he  will 
reconsider  liis  refusal  to  grant  the  prayer 
of  the  Memorial  referred  to,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  the  compauy  are  willing  to 
carry  out  the  suggested  arrangement,  that 
that  arrangement  would  involve  a  saving 
of  time  and  money  to  ft  considerable  mer- 
cautile  community,  and  that  a  similar 
arraugemcut  was  till  recently  in  force 
without  any  iujurioiis  consequences  in  the 
shape  of  railway  accidents  ? 

Mit.  MUXDELLA  :  1  eonsulled  the 
Kailway  Inspecting  Officers  upon  the 
Memorial  referred  to  by  thehon.  Memtier, 
and  they  were  unanimously  of  opiniou 
that  it  is  most  objectionable  to  attach  a 
passenger  carriage  to  a  goods  train.  I 
am,  iu  consequence  of  this  advice,  un- 
willing  to  take  the  responsibility  of 
acceding  to  the  prayer  of  the  Petitioners, 
The  Memorialists  should  consider  whe- 
ther it  is  not  more  expedient  to  urge  tlie 
Railway  Company  to  give  additional 
facilities  than  to  press  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  revoke  an  Order  made  for  the 
protection  of  the  public. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemftu  take  into  account  the 
character  of  this  railway  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  we  are  most  anxious  to 
do  everything  we  possibly  can  to  meet 
'       i  of  the  inhabitants,  but 
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I  we  look  on  these  mixed  trains  as  moat  ■ 
dangerous. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  But  is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  aware  of  the  fact  that  no-  ' 
accident  occurred  when  a  similar  arrange*  ' 
ment  was  in  force  ? 

Mr.  MUKDELLA  :  A  Paper  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  showing  accidents 
which  have  occun-ed  under  these  arranjge-  - 
ments. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  But  there  have  been 
none  on  this  line? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  cannot  say 
that. 

Mr.CLANCY  :  If  none  have  occurred,  : 
will  that  alter  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
altitude  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

IRELAND  AKDTHENEWREGISTILATION  ■ 
BILL. 

Mr.  CLANCY  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  the  new  Registration 
Uill  will  apply  to  Ireland,  or  whether 
Irish  Rcgistratiou  Law  will  be  dealt  with  ' 
in  u  separate  measure  ? 

The    chief    SECRETARY    fob 
IRELAND    (Mr.    J.    Morlet,    New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  think  it  must  be  the 
desire  of  the  Representatives  of  Ireland 
of  all  sections  that  the  question  of  Irish  ' 
registration  ithould  be  dealt  with  in  the 
measnre  limt  iipplies    to   England,   and  . 
therefore  the  President  of  the  Local  Go-    j 
vernment  Board  will  propose  to  introduce 
into  the  English  mca.'urc  a  provision  for 
the  amendment  of  the  Irish  Registration 
Law.     But  I  do  not  want  to  commit  my- 
self abs-ohitely  on  the  point. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University): 
Upon  wliat  ground  does  the  right  hon. 
Genllemau  state  that  this  is  the  desire 
of  all  sections  of  the  Irish  Kepreseata- 
tives  ?  I  am  not  aware  that  auy  opinion 
has  been  expressed  on  the  point. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  understood  that 
that  was  m,  but  perhaps  I  have  mis- 
understood the  right  hon.  Geutlemau  and 
his  friends. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  And  the  bon.  Member 
for  Longford  I 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.) : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  has  considered  the  fact  that  the 
Irish  Registration  Law  is  totally  diflerrat' 
from  the  English  and  the  Scotch,  and 
is  most  complicated  at  the  preeoit 
moment  ?  • 
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Mr,  J.  MORLEY  :  The  complication 
to  wlilcb  the  hon.  Member  refers  is  a 
very  good  reason  for  trying  to  simplify 
the  law.  But  I  think  the  hou.  Member 
should  wait  till  he  sees  our  attempt,  and 
.  finds  whether  our  provisions  meet  the 
Irish  case  before  he  t^ikes  objection. 

Mr.  macartney  :  Is  the  right 
hon.  GcDtleman  aware  that  the  compli- 
cation to  which  I  have  alluded  is  the 
result  of  attempting  to  amend  the  Irish 
Regfistratiou  Law  in  English  Acts  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  tbt. 

Mr.  DARLING  (Deptford)  :  I  should 
like  to  ask  whether  the  Bill  will  apply 
to  England  and  to  Ireland  in  the  sense 
that  it  will  establish  the  doctrine  of  one 
^vot6  one  value  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  hon.  Member 
must  see  that  the  time  for  raising  ques- 
tions of  that  kind  is  when  the  Bill  is 
hroaght  in. 


Cattle  Trade. 
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no  particulars,  and  does  not  state  the 
name  of  any  School  Board  in  the  district 
of  which  the  rule  has  been  contravened. 
If  any  such  contravention  is  brought  to 
my  knowledge,  I  shall  call  the  attention 
of  the  School  Board  to  the  rule. 


HILLTOWN  TELEGRAPH  SERVICE. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether 
iw  will  make  inquiry  as  to  the  desir- 
•bility  of  establishing  telegraph  service 
with  Hill  town,  which  is  an  important 
centre  in  the  Countv  of  Down  ? 

Mb.  a.  MORLEY  :  The  question  of 
an  extension  of  the  telegraphs  to  Hill- 
towD  was  considered  in  1891.  It  was 
dieo  found  that  it  would  not  bo  remunera- 
tive, and  it  could  not,  therefore,  be  carried 
ODt  except  under  a  guarantee,  which  was 
not  forthcoming.  I  shall  be  glad  to  make 
renewed  inquiry  on  the  subject,  and  I 
viU  communicate  the  result  to  the  hon. 
-  Iferaber. 

FIRING  IX  HIGHLAND  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  WEIR  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  whether  his  attoution 
has  been  called  to  a  statement,  contained 
io  at  speech  delivered  at  Staffin  Skye  on 
the  9th  instant  by  the  Rev.  Duncan 
Mackenzie,  to  the  effect  that,  although 
the  Education  Department  had  <lecreed 
the  exaction  of  peats  from  children  at- 
teudiug  public  schools  to  be  illegal,  he 
had  repeatedly  during  this  winter  met 
vouug  children  of  six  and  seven  carrying 
peatri  to  school  ;  and  whether  he  will  in- 
quire into  this  alleged  infraction  of  the 
order  of  the  Department  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  speech 
to   which  the  hon.  Member  refers  gives 
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CULCH  ON  THE  ESSEX  FISHING 
GROUNDS. 

Mk.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  has  been  informed  of 
the  recent  collision  between  fishermen  of 
Tollesbury  and  those  of  Burnham,  in 
Essex,  who  were  removing  culch  from 
the  public  fishing  ground,  to  the  great 
detriment  of  oyster  culture  ther  3on  ;  and 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Crown  is 
the  owner  of  the  soil  of  such  ground  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  advise  the 
putting  in  force  of  the  Crown  rights  to 
protect  the  public  grounds  from  such 
depredation  in  future  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  have  heard 
with  regret  of  the  collision  which  has 
taken  place  between  certain  fishermen  of 
Tollesbury  and  Burnham.  It  has  not, 
however,  as  yet  been  possible  to  ascer- 
tain the  full  particulars  of  the  occurrence 
and  the  precise  locality  from  which  the 
culch  is  alleged  to  have  been  taken,  but  I 
am  making  inquirior^. 

Mr.  DODD  :  Assuming  that  the 
Crown  is  the  owner  of  the  soil  on  these 
grounds,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
enforce  the  Crown  rights  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  ;  I  can  say  no  more 
till  I  have  the  details  before  me. 

THE  CANADIAN  CATTLE  TUADE. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  the 
Colonial  Department  has  communicated 
to  him  the  representations  of  the  Cana- 
dian (loverimient  as  to  tho  freedom  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada  from  pleuro- 
pneumonia in  cattle  ;  an  J,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  issue  an  Onler  forthwith,  allow- 
ing cattle  from  Canadian  ports  to  be 
landed  without  boini^  subject  to  slaughter 
or  quarantine  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OK  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  (^ardxer, 
(Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  recreivcd  the 
Papers  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  refers 
on  Friday  last,  and  I  am  giving  my  most 
careful  consideration  to  the  representa- 
tions bv  the  Canadian  (.Tovernment  which 
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are  contained  therein.  There  are,  Ifow- 
ever,  one  or  two  matters  still  upon  which 
I  wish  to  receive  information  from  tlie 
Dominion  Authorities,  and  until  this  is 
available  I  shall  not  be  able  to  say 
definitely  what  course  it  will  be  my  duty 
to  take  in  thcnuittor.  I  quite  recognise, 
however,  the  desirability  of  my  decision 
being  made  kHown  at  an  early  dale,  and 
I  have  written  lo  the  Colonial  Office  to 
ask  that  I  niav  receive  the  information  in 
question  as  speedilv  as  possible. 

Dk.  FARQUIIARSON:  Will  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  lay  on  the  Table 
of  the  ITonse  the  Papers  relating  to  this 
matter  ? 

Mu.  H.  GARDNER:  When  I  have 
received  the  answer  from  the  Colonial 
Office  I  shall  be  glad  to  consider  whether 
the  Correspondence  can  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

GRESHAM   UNIVERSITY  DRAFT 
CHAIiTER. 

Mii.CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 

Mansfield)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Hoijie  Department 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  (io- 
vernment  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  giving 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Gresham 
Univorsitv  Draft  Charter,  or  to  take  anv 
other  steps  in  relation  thereto  ? 

Mil.  ASQUITH  :  The  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the 
Gresham  L^niversity  Draft  Charter  are 
receiving  the  careful  attention  of  the 
Government,  but  the  question  as  to 
giving  eflect  to  them  must  depend  to  a 
certain  extent  upon  the  unanimity  shown 
by  the  different  bodies  interested  in 
accepting  the  recommendations. 

THE  GCBERNADOR  ISLAND  FATALITV. 
SiK  E.  ASIIMEAD-BARTLKTT 
(Sheffield,  Eccle.-all)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Serrotarv  of  State  for  Foreiirn 
Affairs  whether  the  Government  of 
Marshal  Peixoto  have  given  compensa- 
tion for  the  deaths  of  tlie  three  Hritish 
officers  who  wen;  killed  bv  the  deliberate 
explosion  of  a  magazine  on  Gubernador 
Island  in  November  last  r 

•The  rNDKR  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir E.(i  KEY,  Northumberland,  Berwicrk): 
The  Brazilian  (iovernmeut  have  not 
given  any  compensation,  but,  as  has 
already     been    explained,    we    have    no 

Mr.  //.  Gardner 


evidence  to  show  that  the  explosion  was 
an  act  of  deliberation. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Has  the  request  for  compensation  been 
refused  by  the  Brazilian  Government? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  stated  on  a  previous 
occasion  in  this  House  that  the  question 
of  compensation  would  have  to  be  dealt 
with  when  the  civil  conflict  in  Brazil 
came  to  an  end.  The  only  addition  I 
can  makie  to  it  is  that  we  have  no 
evidence  it  was  an  act  of  deliberation. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  : 
Are  the  Government  prepared  to  press 
this  question  of  compensation  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  have  said  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation  is  reserveil  to  be 
dealt  with  when  the  present  civil  conflict 
comes  to  an  end. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  r 
Then  it  is  not  settled  vet  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  No. 

PAI*EKS  OX  SIAM. 

Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Aflairs  when  the  promised 
Papers  w»ith  reganl  to  Siamese  affairs 
will  be  issued  to  Parliament  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  can  onlv  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  statement  I  made  in 
this  House  yesterday,  and  that  we  are 
waiting  to  lay  the  Papers  until  we  are 
quite  sure  the  j)roceedingscoimected  with 
the  alleged  murder  of  a  French  official 
has  come  to  an  end. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS    BANK 
WITHDRAWALS. 

Mr.   PAUL  (Ediulmrgh,  S.)  :  I  b^ 
to  ask   the   Postmaster  General  whether 
he  can  state  the  number  of  Savings  Bank 
withdrawals    by    telegraph   during    eac 
month     since    the     introduction    of    th 
system,  and  the  average  interval  betwee 
the  ap[)lication  of  the  depositor  and  tL^ 
payment  of  the  sum  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  'I'he  new  arranges— 
raents  for  withdrawing  deposits  by  tele- 
graph from  the  Post  Office  Savings  Barmlf 
came  into  openitiori  on  the  1st  December 
last.       The    innnber   of    wiTlidrawal**    io 
December  was  .1,22S,  in   fJjinnary  \^\^* 
and    in    Febniarv  1,79S,  making   a  total 
for  the  first  three  months  of  4,472  witb- 
drawals.      In  3,774  cases  repayment  n'<* 
recpiired  on  the  same  day.     The  averalf*j 
inverval  between   the  application  of  t/i* 
depositor  and  the  payment  of  the  nionef 
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wfts  38  minutes  in  Loudon,  and  between  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANXERMAN  : 

oO  and  60  minutes  for  the  rest  of  the  Yes. 
United  Kingdom. 

SEA   FFSHEKIES  BILL. 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  CHARITY  Siu   A.   ROLLIT    (Islington,   S.)  :   I 

COMMISSIONER.  1^^^  ^  ^^  If  tl,g  Government  have  vet 

Mr.   CARVELL    WILLIAMS  :     I  considered     the     Report     of.    the     Sea 

begto  wk  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche-  Fisheries  Bill,  and  when  it  is  intended  to 

quer  to  whom  Questions  relating:  to  the  introduce  legislation  ?     * 

Foceedings  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  ^^  MUNDELL  A  :  The  recommeuda- 

mm\^  addressed  pending  the  appoint-  ^j^ng  ^f  ^he    Select   Committee  on   Sea 

mentofa  Parliamentary  Commissioner  in  Fisheries    involve  verv   important    prin- 

McceHsion    to     the    hon.     Member    for  ciples  and  also  an  International  Conven- 

Henonethshire  ;  and  when  such  appoint-  ^i^y^    ^nd    I   am    not    prepared,    in    the 

"^T^'^  nr^Y^^^T  w^^""                  ,.  ^  existing  pressure  of  legislation,   to  state 

riup^rr,?..    o.    „r  X.  ^   ''**'   "^"^  *'^"  «^t  present  when   legislation  on   the  sub- 

CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harooirt,  Derby) :  j^ct  can  be  proposed. 
Ine  appointment   of    a    Parliamentary 

Charity  Commissioner    in  succession    to  rpj^^,  IRISH  L\ND  ACTS 

tlie  lion.  Member  for  Merionethsiiire  will  ^,       r<Ai3crkx-      V    u        *    \  ,u    ♦u^ 

rnr«  .^«     *  1        1              1   •     xu  Mu.    CARSON  :    I    beg    to   ask    the 

?ery  soon   t4ike  place,  and  in  the  mean-  rn  •  u    o        *.          p       t     i  .  i    „,u«„    i.^ 

♦:«««  ^       •  I  i.    I           1.1  •      1    .1       TT-  Chief    Secietarv    for    Ireland    when    he 

lime  mv   right    hon.    rriend    the    Vice  ^     ^  i       ^i       t          •              ^.i 

\K^\\  '*    r  *i     i-i         -I      -11                  •  proposes    to  take   the  discussion   on  the 

iresulent  of  the  Council  will  answer  in  {j  ,'   ,  r^         ...             .i            i  •.  «  .  p  ♦u, 

♦k«  Lr            en                        .»  Select  Committee  on  the  working  or  the 

toe  House  of    Commons  questions  con-  t  •  i    t       i   a    ^    'j 

--»»«:.>«  *i     r«i      -^     n          •     •  Irish  Land  Acts  .'' 

eerning  the  Charitv  Commissioners.  ^^        ^     nr/^r.^T^xr      r        .            i 

Mk.   J.   MORLEY  :  I   quite   uuder- 

THE  ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL.  «^»"'^  ^^^^  desire  of  the  hon.   and   learned 

Mr.     GIBSON     BOWLES      (Lynn  Member   that  this  matter  should  not  be 

Regis)  :  I   beg  to  ask   the  Secretarv  of  ^"^^^^^^^     ^  ^^^^   undertake  that   the  dis- 

State  for  War  if  he  is  aware  that  no  copy  ^"•^sion    on    the  question    of   the   Select 

oftheArmv  (Annual)  Bill  can  be  obtained  Committee  will  not  be  taken  before  the 

in  the  Vote  Office  ;  and  whether  he  pro-  ^^^^  ^^'^^^  ^^^^^  Easter. 
poses  to  ask  the  House  to  read  a  second 

time  a  Bill  which  it  has  never  seen  ?  PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

The  SECRETARY  OF  STATE  FOR  *Tjie    SECRETARY    m    the  AD- 
WAR    (Mr.    Campbell  -  Bannekmax,  MIRALTY'    (Sir     U.    Kav-Siilttle- 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  I   have  ascertjiined   that  worth,    Lancashire,    Ciitheroe)  :  I   am 
there  are  no  copies  to  be  obtained,  but  sorry  to  have  to  ask   the   indulgence  of 
for  the  information  of  the  hon.  Member  the  House,  but  I  desire  to  make  a  state- 
Iinay  say — what  the  Chancellor  of  the  inent  partly  personal  to  myself  and  partly 
Exchequer   pointed  out  last  night — that  atfecting  the  Department  which  I  repro- 
ve Second  Reading  stage  of  the  Army  sent  in  this  House.      There  is  a  letter  of 
{Annual)  Bill  is  exempt  from  the  ordinary  a  very  unusual  character  from  a  Member 
wnsiilerations.     It  is  a  stage   which  has  of    this   House  (the    Member    for   West 
i»ever  been  opposed  in  this  House,  and   I  Belfast)  in  The  Times  to-day.       I  have 
^'ill  rejK?at  my  promise  of  last  night  that  nothing  to  do  with  the  Hist    part  of  that 
the  Committee  stage  will  be  put  down  letter,   in  which   he   refers  to  a  Motion 
J^terEjister.     That  is  the  proper  occasion  which   stood  in  his   name  on   the  Navy 
'or  making   changes  iu   the   Bill,  and  on  Estimates     for    Mondav    and    Tuesdav 
tliat  stage   the  matter  can  be  discussed,  nights.     He   says   it   was   the  only   one 
Copies   of    the    Bill    will,  of  course,   be  passed  over.     I  may  remark  that  accord- 
available  for  hon.  Members  before  that.  ing  to  the  Forms  of  the  House  there  was 
*Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Inasmuch  onlvone  Motion  that  could  be  nut.  That 
*«*  the  right  hon.  (ientleman  proposes  to  Motion  was  negatived.       Hon.  Members 
H.skibito  reaii  asecond  timea  Bill  wehave  who  wished  to  deal  with   otht^r   Motions 
tiotseeu,  will  ho  undertake  that  theC-om-  dulv  rose  in  their  place  to  catch  the  eye 
mittee  stage  shall  not  l>e  taken  after  mid-  of    the  Deputy   Speaker,   but  1    do    not 
night,  but  at  some  hour  when  there  may  know    whether    the    hon.    Member    for 
'kj  ude<|imte  discussion  ?  West  Belfast  did  so,  or  what  measures  he 
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took  to  call  atteDtioo  to  the  subject.  The 
MotioD  was  as  follows  : — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  in- 
formation given  to  Parliament  by  the  Parlia- 
mentary representatives  of  the  Achniralty  with 
respect  to  naval  matters  is  misleading  and  un- 
satisfactory, and  is  not  calculated  either  to 
inform  Parliament  or  to  promote  the  welfare  of 
the  Royal  Navy." 

The   hon.   GeotlemaD,   in  his  letter   to 
The  Times,  says  this — 

*•  What  I  desired  to  point  out  was  briefly  this 
— that  without,  I  believe,  one  single  exception 
every  answer  which  hais  been  given  to  me 
during  the  last  eight  months  by  representatives 
of  the  Admiralty  has  been  absolutely  at 
variance  with  the  facts,  has  been  calculated  to 
mislead  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  with  regard  to  important  matters  of 
fact,  and  has  to  my  knowledge  misled  and 
misinformed  many  persons." 

I  think  that  the  House  will  agree  with  me 
that  the  letter  is  of  an  unusual  character 
for  any  Member  of  this  House  to  address 
to  a  newspaper,  and  I  do  not  know  how 
many  newspapers,  with  respect  to  the 
representative  of  &;..  Government  Depart- 
ment in  this  House.  I  am  not  going  to 
discuss  the  matter  now.  I  have  given 
notice  to  my  hon.  Friend  that  I  in- 
tended to  take  notice  of  his  letter  in 
the  House  to-day.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
notice  given  was  necessarily  brief,  and 
that  he  is  not  in  his  place.  I  wish 
to  say,  first  of  all,  that  before  I  give 
an  answer  to  any  question  in  this  House 
I  always  endeavour  to  sift  the  matter  to 
the  bottom  and  obtain  the  best  information 
that  I  can.  Of  course,  I  am  dependent 
on  the  very  trustworthy  officials  of  the 
Admiralty  for  the  information  that  I  give 
to  the  tlouse  in  reply  to  the  numerous  ques- 
tions put  down.  My  hon.  Friend  alludes 
specially  to  an  instance  of  a  question  which 
I  answered  in  respect  to  the  Royal  Marine 
Division  at  Chatham.  With  regard  to 
that  particular  instance,  I  had  the 
advantage,  I  may  inform  the  House, 
of  seeing  the  Colonel  Commandant  at 
Chatham,  and  subse(iuently  I  saw  the 
Deputy-Adjutaiit-General  of  the  Royal 
Marines,  and  thorouglily  satisfied  my- 
self that  the  facts  which  I  gave  the 
House  were  correct.  I  saw  the  Deputy- 
Adjutant-General  of  Marines  again  to- 
day, and  I  am  jible  to  stand  to  the 
answer  as  not  having  been  misleading, 
but  absolutely  accurate  from  beginning 
to  end.  I  really  do  not  need  to  say  more 
'» than  that,  except  this — that  I  was  per- 
J  fectly  prepared  on  Monday  and  Tuesday 
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evenings  to  meet  my  hon;  Friend  on  the 
sabject  of  his  Motion,  and  if  lie  .will  do 
that  which  I  think  should  be  done  ytl^en 
an  imputation  of  this  kind  has  been  made 
on  any  Member  of  this  House,  if  he  will 
bring  the  matter  forward  in  the  House,  I 
shall  be  prepared  to  meet  him  and  sub- 
stantiate the  answers  I  have  given. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Lancashire)  : 
As  a  matter  of  indulgence,  I  should  like 
to  say  that  I  am  quite  sure  my  hon. 
Friend  did  not  impute  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend  anything  personal  in  the  state- 
ment he  has  made  as  to  the  information 
being  accurate.  I  believe  he  is  not  in 
London  and  has  not  received  the  notice 
forwarded  as  to  this  matter  being  men- 
tioned. When  he  returns,  I  have  no 
doubt  he  will  be  prepared  to  offer  an 
explanation'  which  I  hope  will  be 
satisfactory. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked 
whether  in  the  case  of  a  Motion  being 
brought  forward  relative  to  the  insuffi- 
ciency of  the  answers  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  procure  an  opportunity 
for  discussion  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

THE  COOTEHILL  GUARDIANS  AND  THB 
LABOURERS  ACT. 

Mr.  young  (Cavan,  E.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  majority  of  the  Guardians 
of  Cootehill  Union  have  persistently  re- 
fused to  make  a  scheme  for  providing 
suitable  dwellings  and  allotments  under 
the  Labourers  Acts ;  whether  several 
labourers  have  frequently  asked  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  an  inquiry 
under  the  provisions  of  the  amended 
Act ;  is  the  Local  Government  Board 
aware  that  three-fifths  of  the  elected. 
Guardians  are  in  favour  of  making  m 
scheme  ;  and  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  after  the  proceeding  of  the 
Guardians  on  23rd  February,  will  order 
an  inquiry  forthwith  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  been  in- 
formed that  the  Guardians  of  this  Union 
have  up  to  the  present  time  declined  to  act 
on  representations  ma<le  to  them  under 
the  Labourers  Acts.  Complaints  froa 
individual  labourers  have  occasionally 
been  received  by  the  Local  GovernmeDl 
Board,  but  it  was  only  during  this 
month  that  application  was  made  for  ai 
inquiry  under  the  provisions  of  Sectioa 
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5aFlbe  unended  Act.  The  Board. is 
Dottirire  that  three-fifths  of  the  elected 
•  GairdiMu  are  in  favour  of  making  a 
aehane,  but  a  proposal  for  such  a  scheme 
na  defeated  at  a  meetiug  of  the  Giiar- 
diusbj  13  Totee  to  II.  The  question 
of  holding  an  inquiry  in  the  district  will, 
OD  (he  receipt  \>j  the  Local  Government 
Board  of  certain  documents  which  they 
nqaire  lo  be  furnished  with  by  the 
Goudians,  be  considered. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  Is  it  not 
tbecuethat  in  the  Cootehill  Union,  as 
wtl  u  in  the  Bailyborough  Union,  there 
M  I  large  number  of  non-elected  ex 
^do  Guardians  who  are  opposed  to  the 
•dmioigtrution  of  these  Acts ;  and  will  he, 
taking  the  serious  reports  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  labourere'  dwellings  in  these 
UiiicHu  into  consideration,  endeavour  to 
weue  the  number  of  popularly -elected 
Gntrdians  ? 

Hb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  direct  the 
■ttnftion  of  the  Irish  Local  Government 
Baud  to  the  matter. 

THB  DE  FBEYNE  EVICTIONS. 
Mb.  HAYDEN  (Roscommon,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
und  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
mpensation  has  yet  been  paid  to  tboac 
nicted  tenants  on  the  Dc  Freyne  estate 
whoee  goods  were  confiscated  by  mem- 
Wl  of  the  Constabulary  ;  and,  if  not, 
*iU  be  direct  that  no  further  delay  be 
■Ooved  to  lake  place  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY:  My  right  lion. 
'■lend  the  Chanceller  of  the  Duchy,  in 
■^7  to  a  question  on  the  same  subject 
■  the  21st  of  December,  stated  that 
•iniry  had  been  directed  with  a  view 
tBucertaioing  whether  the  charges  pre- 
^Ted  against  the  police  had  any  founda- 
l><Hiinfact.  These  charges  have  been  caro- 
Mj  investigated  on  the  spot  by  theDivi- 
•HHiil  Commissioner,  who  is  the  highest 
officer  in  the  district,  and  he  has  arriveJ 
1  tlie  conclusion  that  there  is  no  founda- 
''nii  for  them.  I  concur  in  the  opinion 
^t  the  case  against  the  police  has  been 
4»proved  after  examining  this  officer's 
fieport  and  the  statements  made  by  the 
peiWDS  concerned.  It  is  a  fact,  how- 
ler, that  one  constable  was  charged 
vith  larceny  while  on  patrol  duty.  He 
P'eaded  guilty,  was  convicted  and 
paaibhed,  and  dismissed  the  Force. 


THE  IRISH  CIVIL  SEHiVlCE.  , 
Mr.  HAYDEN :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  will  grant  a  Return  of 
the  number  and  names  of  tl)e  persons 
employed  in  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
in  Ireland  who  have  attained  the  age 
limit  fixed  for  retirement  in  the  Civil 
Service  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  given  in- 
structions that  a  letter  be  written  to  the 
bon.  Member  stating  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  a  Return  of  the  kind  asked 
for  if  moved  for  in  the  usual  way.  It 
will  be  necessary  to  substitute  for  the 
words  following  "  in  Ireland  "  the  words 
"above  the  age  of  65  years," 

Mr.  HAYDEN  :  I  will  make  that 
change. 

LOANS  TO  IRISH  TENANTS. 
Mr:  GILHOOLY  (Cork  Co.,  W.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretory  to  the  Treasury 
whether  he  will  explain  why  a  tenant 
fanner  in  Ireland,  the  Poor  Law  valuation 
of  whose  holding  is  £7,  could  obtain  a 
loan  of  £50  from  the  Board  of  Public 
Works  for  the  improvement  of  his  holding 
two  years  ago,  but  cannot  now  obtain 
more  than  £21  ? 

•TuE  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiRBERT,  Oldham)  : 
It  is  true  that  for  a  certain  period  ante- 
rior to  1891  a  tenant-farmer  could  have 
obtained  a  loon  of  £50  on  a  farm  valued 
or  judicially  rented  at  £7,  but  thin  under 
conditions.  The  highest  loan  permitted 
since  1891  was  £35,  or  five  times  the 
valuation  or  judicial  rent,  and  n  loan  to 
that  amount  cou  still  be  obtained  on  a 
£7  holding  if  one  of  three  conditions  is 
fulfilled,  namely  :  (I)  If  the  landlord 
postpones  rent  to  the  Board's  loan  ;  (2) 
if  satisfactory  collateral  security  is 
ofTereJ  ;  (Ji)  if  the  rent  is  so  low  as  to 
be  virtually  nominal.  If  none  of  these 
conditions  are  fulfilled,  the  limit  of  the 
loan  would  be  three  times  the  valuation  or 
judicial  rent,  but,  as  the  minimum  loan 
permitted  under  the  Land  Law  Act  is 
£35,  no  loan  of  £21  could  be  granted. 

Mk.  sexton  :  Is  it  not  inadvisable 
that  the  Irish  people  should  bo  allowed 
to  suffer  owing  to  the  action  which  the 
House  of  Lords  hove  taken.  Can  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  afford  the  ITouseon 
opportunity  of  considering  the  qnestion  F 
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•Siu  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  We  Lave  been  I 
anxiou8  to  secure  an  amendmeot  of  the 
law  by  which   the  loan  could  be  secured 
on  the  holding  in  view  of  the  possibility 
of  evictions. 

Mk.  GILHOOLY  :  Were  the  altera- 
tions made  in  the  conditions  under  which 
loans  are  now  granted  to  Irish  tenant 
fanners  sanctioned  by  any  change  in  the 
law  ? 

*SiR  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  altera- 
tions were  made  on  the  authority  of  the 
Treasury. 

THE  CONVICT  MICHAEL  WALSH. 

Mk.  HAYDEN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  will  he  explain  why  it  was 
that  a  convict  named  Michael  Walsh  was 
removed  in  a  dying  condition  from 
Mount  joy  Prison  to  the  Mater  Misere- 
cordia  Hospital,  Dublin,  about  a  month 
since,  receiving  15s.  out  of  £3  lOs. 
earned  bv  him  while  confined,  and  that 
he  was  discharged  in  prison  clothes, 
which  he  is  still  wearing  ;  whether  it  is 
usual  to  give  prisoners  civil  outfit  and  all 
their  earnings  on  discharge  ;  and,  if  so, 
why  was  this  man  differently  treated  ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  this  man  is 
anxious  to  go  to  his  family  in  America  ; 
whether  it  is  usual  to  give  discharged 
])ri8oners  means  to  go  to  their  relatives  on 
discharge  ;  and  will  he  order  that  suit- 
able clothes  be  supplied  to  this  man  at 
once,  and  that  the  balance  of  his  earnings 
in  prison  be  given  to  him,  and  that  he 
will  bo  provided  with  the  passage  fare  to 
America  when  sufficiently  recovered  to 
undertake  the  voyage  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  inform  me  that  it  is  not  a 
fact  that  the  convict  Walsh  was  removed 
to  the  hospitnl  in  a  dying  condition 
from  Mountiov  Prison.  The  medical 
officer  of  the  prison  states  that  on  the 
convict's  removal  lie  was  quite  fit  to  be 
removed,  though  he  was  suffering  from 
pneumonia.  The  gratuity  payable  to  him 
was  £3,  not  £3  10s.  as  stated  in  the(pies- 
tion,  and  out  of  the  former  amount  he 
received  los.  on  his  discharge,  the  custom 
being  to  hand  to  the  convicts  portion 
only  of  their  gratuities  on  their  discharge, 
an<l  to  remit  them  the  balance  when  thev 
have  returned  home.  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  will  see  that  there  is  some  pru- 
dence in  not  paying  the  full  gratuity  until 
the    prisoner  has  returned  to  his  home. 

Mr.  Sexton 


The  object  of  this  arraugemeut  is  to  pre 
vent  men  suffering  from  reaction  on  thai 
discharge  after  long  imprisoumcu 
frivolously  squandering  the  whole  c 
their  gratuities.  He  was  not  dis 
charged  in  prison  clothes,  but  in  an  out 
fit  of  Irish  tweed.  He  did  not  say  t 
the  Governor  of  the  prison  that  he  ir 
tended  to  emigrate.  It  is  the  practic 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  convicts  t 
the  place  of  their  arrest  or  conviction,  c 
any  other  place  which  they  may  sele< 
which  would  not  involve  greater  expense 
In  the  present  case,  Walsh  has  nc 
applied  for  his  travelling  expenses,  bii 
as  soon  as  he  does  so  they  will  be  pre 
vided  in  the  ordinary  way.  The  Prison 
Board  have  no  funds  at  their  dis|>osal  1 
defray  the  cost  of  his  emigration  1 
America,  but  1  may  add,  however,  thu 
in  addition  to  the  los.  given  to  him  p 
his  discharge,  the  Governor  handei 
over  to  him  a  sum  of  £5  private  cash 
which,  though  speaking  from  memory,  J 
am  inclined  to  think  was  sent  him  froon 
America. 

LUNATICS  IX  BELFAST  VVOKKHOUSK. 

Mu.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  be^ 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  LonJ 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  wil 
stute  the  number  of  additional  uurse* 
and  officials  appointed  to  the  lunatic  de- 
partment of  the  Belfast  Workhouse  sinc^ 
1st  November  last  ;  also  the  numl>er  o 
deaths  in  the  lunatic  department  sine< 
that  date,  and  the  number  on  whid 
inquests  have  been  held  ;  whether  tb< 
epileptics  are  still  kept  in  the  lauati< 
department,  and  if  the  Local  Govern' 
ment  Board  has  instructeil  the  epileptic* 
to  be  so  kept  there  ;  whether,  at  a  recent 
inquest  on  an  epileptic  who  died  in  tW 
department,  held  in  Belfast,  the  coroner^ 
jury  strongly  protested  against  this  prtc- 
tice  ;  whether  he  will  state  bv  whrt 
authority  epileptics  are  placed  there,  or, 
lunatics  kept  under  restraint  in  th«| 
workhouse  ;  whether  he  is  aware  of  tha 
practice  of  exchanging  patients  carried 
on  between  (he  workhouse  uuthoriliei 
and  the  Governors  of  the  asylum  at  Bel- 
fast ;  and  if  some  inquiry  will  be  mt<li 
into  the  whole  svstem  in  relief  of  thesi 
helpless  afflicted  persons  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  regret  that  I 
am  not  in  a  position  to  reply  to-day  tl 
my  lion.  Friend's  question,  as  I  have  do* 
yet  received  from  Ireland  the  Re|)ortf<H 
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which  I  have  called.  Perhaps,  there- 
fore, the  q  nest  ion  will  be  put  dowu  for  a 
future  (lav. 

BALLINA  LIGHT  RAILWAY. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether,  in 
the  construction  of  the  Balliua  and  Killala 
light  Railway,  a  deviation  from  the 
<leposited  plans  has  been  mswlo — namely, 
iuendiug  the  lino  and  erecting  the  ter- 
minal station  at  the  Killala  end,  2*50 
yards  short  of  the  point  shown  on  the 
phins;  if  so,  why  the  line  as  constructed 
hag  lieeu  approve<l  of  by  the  proper 
Mthority,  and  whether  that  authority  will 
now  recall  its  approval  and  compel 
•dhereiice  to  the  deposited  plans  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  It  is  provided 
w  the  Second  8che<lule  of  the  Order  in 
Council,  paragraph  3,  that  the  company 
Aall  construct  the — 

*iiiUaj  in  acconlance  with  tho  tlcpositml 
pluwanil  sections,  as  molifie*!  by  the  working 
plans  an'l  sections,"  &c. 

The  line  is  constructed  in  accordance 
^th  these  latter,  which  have  received 
tk  approval  of  the  Board  of  Works. 
The  change  of  the  station  site  was  made 
wcanse,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board,  the 
>ew  site  was  more  convenient  for  the 
town,  more  economical  as  regards  con- 
«tniction,  and  better  facilitated  the  work- 
Hoi  the  line. 

TOWN  PARKS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
rf  Ireland   whether  he  is  aware  of  tlui 
JPnenil    dissatisfaction    in    Ireland,  par- 
ticolarlv  in  Ulster,  with  reference  to  the 
F^ent  stat«  of  the  law  relating  to  town 
ptrks ;  whether  his  attention   has    been 
oiIitMl  to  the  decision   of  the  Land  Com- 
mission    in    the    case     of    Mrs.    Letitia 
H'Caun,    tenant,    and  the  Manjuess    of 
Downshire,  landlord,  wherein  the  village 
of  Dumlrum,  County  Down,  which  had  a 
population    <»f    only    372    in    1881,    was 
decided  to   be  a  town  to   which  the?  ex- 
emption  from  the   benefits  of  the   Land 
Acts  applied  ;  is  he  aware  that  the  Land 
Commission  had   jireviously  decided  that 
Dundrum    was    not  such  a    town  at  the 
passing  of  the  Act  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that     the     Cowper    Commission    recom- 
inende<l  that  the  exemption   should    not 
ap])ly  to  any  town  under  a  population  of 
5,(KM),  and     that   the    late    Government 


accepted  in  the  House  of  Commons,  in  the 
Land  Act  of  1887,  aU  amendment  provid- 
ing that  the  exemption  should  not  apply 
where  the  population  was  under  2,000  ; 
and  whether  some  steps  will  be  taken  to 
preserve  to  tenants  in  towns  in  Ireland 
their  property  in  such  lauds  held  outside 
tho  towns  ?  At  the  same  time,  I  may  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is 
aware  of  the  large  number  of  tenants  in 
Ireland  wMiose  holdings  have  been  ex- 
empted from  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Acts; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  John  llobb,  of  Belfast,  tenant, 
and  the  Manjuess  of  Downshire,  landlord, 
where  the  Laud  Commission  decided  to 
fix  an  extra  rent  on  the  improvements 
made  by  the  tenant,  without  any  contri- 
bution from  the  landlord,  on  the  ground 
that  such  improvements  were  too  good 
for  the  holding  ;  and  whether  the  terms 
of  Reference  to  the  proposed  Committee 
will  be  so  extended  as  to  include  inquiry 
into  the  cases  now  excluded  bv  the  de- 
fects  of  the  Land  Acts,  but  which  are 
equally  entitled  to  the  benefits  which 
these  Acts  were  intended  to  confer  on  all 
the  farmers  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MOKLKY  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  Judicial  Commissioner  is  at  ])re- 
sent  absent  from  Dublin  hearing  fair  rent 
appeals.  There  has  not  been  sufficient 
time  to  conununicate  with  him  in  the 
country  since  the  questions  were  }>ut  on 
the  Paper,  and,  therefore,  I  hope  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  postpoiu>  them. 

Mu.  SEXTQN  :  I  should  wish  to  ask 
the  rijfht  hon.  Gentleman  whether  cases 
of  the  class  referred  to  in  these  (juestions 
would  not  come  within  the  scope  of  the 
proposed  Committee  to  in(juire  into  the 
workiiiij  of  the  Lauil  Acts  ? 

Mu.  J.  MOKLEV  :  1  have  not  con- 
si«lered  that  question,  and  1  would  rather 
not  answer  otf-hand. 

BKLFAST  ASYLUM. 
Mu.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretarv  to  the  Lord  IJeu tenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  i^  awarci  that  a 
strong  feeling  exists  among  the  (ioviTnors 
of  the  B<»lfast  Asylum  in  favour  of 
haviuir  the  asvlunis  <if  Belfast  Jiu<l  Count  v 
Antrim  managed  under  one  Hoard  of 
(iovernors,  as  sug«rested  Ix^forc:  the  Com- 
mittee of  this  Houses  on  tli<'  Belfast 
Asvlum  Bill  :  au»l  whether,  « (Uisideriiig 
the  advantages  to  the  })atieuts  likely  to 
arise  from  this  course,  the  Lo»!al  Govern- 


879       Supply— Civil  Services,      {COMMONS} 


S^Cj  Estimates. 


880 


ment  Board  will  take  into  consideratiou 
the  advisability  of  carrying  it  ont  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  informed 
that  at  a  recent  meeting  of  the  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Belfast  Asylum  a  pro- 
posal to  consider  a  scheme  for  the 
management,  under  the  joint  control  of 
the  Town  Council  and  the  Grand  Jury, 
of  the  present  city  asylum  and  the  new 
county  asylum  for  Antrim  was  negatived 
by  1 0  votes  to  7.  Under  the  provisions 
of  the  Belfast  Asylums  Act  (1892), 
which  constitute  the  city  and  county 
separate  asylum  districts  and  requires 
the  appointment  of  separate  Boards  of 
Governors,  it  would  not  be  competent 
for  the  Board  of  Control  to  sanction  the 
re-amalgation  of  the  two  districts  ;  but 
the  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Asylums,  I 
may  observe,  are  of  opinion,  so  far  as 
their  judgment  goes,  that  the  amalga- 
mation of  the  two  districts  would  not  be 
advantageous. 

THE  EVICTIONS  ON  LORD  DILLON'S 

ESTATE. 
Mr.  HAYDEN  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  a  question  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  notice.  Is  he 
aware  that  eviction  proceedings  were 
commenced  yesterday  against  the  entire 
population  on  a  portion  of  Lord  Dillon's 
estate  in  County  Roscommon  ;  that 
although  many  of  the  tenants  were  not 
in  arrears  of  rent,  yet  several  families 
were  evicted  ;  that  three  of  these  families 
have  been  refused  re-admission  even  as 
caretakers  ;  were  the  police  present  at 
the  evictions  ;  were  the  forces  of  the 
Crown  used  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
emergencymen  engaged  in  throwing 
down  houses  ;  and  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  order  to  prevent  further 
proceedings  of  this  kind,  endeavour  to 
have  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  taken  liefore  Whitsuntide  ? 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  give  an  answer  in  detail  as  to 
the  transactious  that  took  place  yester- 
day. I  am  aware  generally  that  these 
proceedings  were  announced,  and  that 
police  protection  was  required,  and  was 
granted,  as  the  law  obliges  us  to  do. 
The  particulars  about  so  many  families 
having  been  evicted,  and  so  forth,  I 
cannot  answer,  as  there  has  not  been 
time  for  me  vet  to  receive  auv  details. 
The  police,  I  presume,  were  present  at 
the  evictions.     The  forces  of  the  Crown 
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have  not  been  used  to  protect  emergency- 
men  in  throwing  down  houses  in  other 
cases,  nor  will  they  in  this.  I  cannot 
gay  whether  we  shall  have  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill 
taken  before  Whitsuntide,  but,  of  course, 
I  shall  do  the  best  I  can  to  press  the 
measure  forward. 

ADJOURNMENT  (EASTER).         C^^ 

Resolved,  That  this  Hoose  at  its  rising  this 
day  do  adjourn  till  Saturday  next,  and  at  its 
rising  on  Saturday  do  adjourn  till  Thursday, 
29th  Biarch.  That  on  Saturday,  as  soon  as  the  J 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  BiU  has  been^ 
passed,  Mr.  Oenuty  Speaker  do  adjourn  t^ 
House  Mrithout  Question  put. — (7A«?  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.) 

* 

ORDER   OF   THE   DAT.      ' 


SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Resolution  [2l8t  March]  reported. 

CIVIL    SERVICES    AND    REVENUE* 

DEPARTMENTS.  1894-5  (VOTE  ON 

ACCOUNT). 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,199,768,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or  to- 
wards defraying  the  Chaiges  for  the  foUowiog 
Ciril  Services  and  Revenue  Departments  for  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1890^ 
viz. : — [See  page  7.S0 


Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
said,  that  although  he  had  no  desire  to 
detain  the  House  for  many  minutes,  jet 
he  wished  to  call  attention  to  one  or  two 
matters  which  he  was  precluded  from 
mentioning  on  the  preceding  day  hy  ths 
Rules  of  the  House.  In  the  first  plaoa^ 
he  wished  to  ask  his  right  hon.  Frii 
the  new  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
he  would  consider  the  advisabilitj 
appointing  a  Select  Committee  wi 
regard  to  the  offices  in  Parlia 
Buildings.  He  thought  the  dinii 
smoking  and  other  rooms  might  verv 
be  re-arranged,  and  if  the  whole  questi 
could  be  systematically  considered  bj 
Select  Committee  having  the  plans 
the  building  before  it,  and  if,  too,  so' 
of  those  now  residing  on  the  premi 
could  be  induced  to  give  up  tl 
residences,  changes  greatly  in  the  intei 
of  the  general  convenience  might 
effected.  Many  improvements 
required,  especially  in  connection  wi 
the  Reporters'  Gallery  and  rooms, 
sanitary  matters  also  required  attenti 
and  he  therefore  hoped  he  would  receil 
a  promise  that  this  question  shonid 
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considered  eyen  if  do  definite  undertakiDg 
irere  forthcoming  that  a   Select   Com- 
mittee  would  be  appointed.     The  next 
matter  to  which  he  wished  to  refer  was 
as  to  the  Commission  instituted  bj  Act 
of  Parliament  in   1812  for  the  manage- 
ment  of    business   connected   with   the 
House  of  Commons.     So  far  as  he  could 
understand,   that   Commission   had    not 
been  in  the  habit  of  meeting.     Certainly 
it  did  not,  under  these  circumstances,  do 
mnch  harm,  but  of  course  it  did  no  good, 
▼"and  he  would  suggest  the  appointment  of 
ai  Select   Committee  to  deal   with   the 
question .      There   were   precedents    for 
Ms  course,  such  Committees  haviug  sat 
in  18;$3,  1835,  1836  to  1849,  and  it  need 
not    therefore    be    suggested    that    the 
appointment  of  another  Committee  would 
be  an  undue  interference  with  the  Act  of 
Pviiament  constituting  the  Commission. 
Of  course,  a  very  different  state  of  affairs 
to  that  existing  in   1812  now  prevailed. 
At  that   time  there  were   many   offices 
vhich  were  now  non-existent.     Officers 
vere  allowed  to  appoint  deputies  to  do 
tfieir  work   for   them,   and   there   were 
tibmordinary  methods  of  paying  them. 
lit  that  had  all  now  been  altered,  and 
■■pie  business  arrangements  were  the 
nk.    But  the  great  fault  of  the  present 
qitnn  was  that  there  was  apparently  no 
Me  who  had  control  over  or  could  answer 
fMitions  in  the  House  relative   to  these 
■ttters.     He   wanted  to     know   if     the 
Government     would     allow     a     Select 
CaBmittee    to   be    appointed    later     on 
tt  consider  the  question  ?      He  thought 
Att :  some     of     the     lower     class     of 
iieers  in    the  House    of    Commons — 
men   at   the  bottom   of    the   list — 
Viere    not    properly   paid    at    the    pre- 
kn  moment.     This  was  a  matter  that 
^^t  to  be  considered,  with  the  view  of 
^jing  them  a  little  better  for  the  amount 
^work  they  did.     He  had  intended  to 
^re  a  discussion  upon  the  appointment 
Ql  the  Kitchen  Conunittee  and  the  nomi- 
;  ^tiouof  the  Members  the  other  night,  and 
he  thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
r^oer  hail  promised  that  the  Motion  for 
Hft  appointment  would  be  brought  on  at 
*%  reasK>nable  hour.     As  a  matter  of  fact, 
tt  had    been  brought  on  exactly  at  12 
^Vlock.     He  found  that  a  Select  Com- 
ittee  was  appointed  to  deal  with  the 
t  of  refreshments  in  the  House  in 
^^849,  although  the  Kitchen  Committee 
as'  then  in  existence,  and  he  did  not  see 


why  a  similar  course  should  not  be  adopted 
now.    There  was,  he  found,  general  com- 
plaint with  regard  to  all  sorts  of  things. 
Laughter,^      Hon.      Members     might 
augh  ;  but  if  they  wanted  all  the  things 
enumerated,    from    cabbages    to   cham- 
pagne,  he   could   enumerate    them    for 
them.     He  had    been   asking   for  some 
years  that  the  Kitchen  Committee  should 
issue  a  balance-sheet.     He  hud  placed  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  on  the  subject,  and 
the  late  Chairman  (Mr.   S.  Herbert)  of 
the   Committee   had   told   him   that   he 
would    object   to    giving   any   balance- 
sheet.     The  Committee  made  a  Report 
about  the  end   of  December,  and  since 
then   they   had   not    held    any    further 
meetings,  but  had  allowed  the  kitchen 
and     refreshment-rooms    to     run    them- 
selves.    He  wanted   to  know  why  they 
should    not    have    a    detailed   balance- 
sheet.      For    a  number    of     years    the 
House  had  been  voting  £1,000  a  year  to 
the  Con:mittee,   and   they  were,    there- 
fore,  entitled   to   a  balance-sheet.     But 
whether     they     voted    money    or    not, 
they  had  a  right  to  an  account  of  the 
receipts   and   expenditure    of    anything 
connected  with   the  government  of  the 
country  or  the  management  of  the  House, 
with  the  exception  of  the  secret  service. 
He  was  of  opinion   that  the  Secret  Ser- 
vice Fund  sliouKl  ceiwe  to  be  secret,  but, 
however  that  might   be,  he   wanted   to 
know  why  the  proceedings  of  the  Kitchen 
Comniittoe  should   be  on  a  par  with  the 
Secret   Service  Fund.     Was  there  any- 
thing that  should  be  hidden  or  coiicciiled 
from  hou.   Members  ?     Was   there  any- 
thing  that  was  wrong  going  on  ?  .  His  [ 
experience  of  the  management  of  public 
funds  told  him  that  as  surely  as  there  was 
secrecy. there  was  something  to  conceal. 
He  should  like  some  assurance  from  the 
Chancellor   of   the   Exchequer   that    he 
would    allow    a    Return    to    be    made^ 
whether  the  Kitchen  Committee  liked  it 
or  not. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 

CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 

I  would  point  out  to  my  hon.  Friend  that 

the  Kitchen  Committee  and  other  Com- 
mittees do  not  stand  on  the  same  footing 
as  Her, Majesty's  Government.  We  are 
here  to  be  attacked  and  denounced,  and  if 
we  conceal  things  of  course  it  is  supposed 
there  is  something  wrong.  That  is  our 
mission  in  life. 


i 
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•Mr.  a.   C.   MORTON  :    I   did   not 

attack  the  Governineiit.  I  said  the 
Government  always  gave  particulars. 

Siu  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  would  point 

out   that    the    Kitchen    Committee   is   a 

gratuitous   Committee,  whose    Members 

are  kind  enough  to  give  tlieir  services  to 

this  House.     We  are  extremely  grateful 

for  those  services.     Thev  do  their  work, 

I  am  quite  sure,  as  well  as  they  can,  and 

when  they  have  taken   a   great   deal  of 

trouble  on  our  behalf  I  am  not  disposed 

to  criticise  or  interfere  with  them.  If  a 
Return  is  not  made  I  think  it  is  entirely 
within  their  competence  to  deal  with  the 
question.  The  Government,  however, 
are  not  responsible  for  the  Kitchen  Com- 
mittee or  for  the  viands  which  they 
supply.  I  disclaim  all  responsibility 
for  tiie  action  of  the  Kitchen 
Committee,  although  as  a  Member 
of  the  House  and  a  Member  of  the 
Government  I  wish  to  tender  my  thanks 
to  them  for  the  trouble  they  have  taken. 
As  regards  the  accommodation  in  the 
House,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  will  answer  my 
hon.  Friend's  observations.  On  the  sub- 
ject of  that  celebrated  "  Commissioner," 
my  hon.  Friend  has  at  length  got  hold  of 
the  right  Minister  by  the  ear.  I  am  the 
Minister  who  am  the  Commissioner.  The 
real  truth  is  that  these  matters  are  sub- 
s*^'intially  conducted  by  the  Speaker,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  There 
have  been  no  formal  meetings,  but  every 
matter  affecting  the  officers  of  the  House 
lias  to  bo  settled  by  the  three  persons  I 
have  named.  I  am  not  aware  mvself  of 
any  ground  for  complaint.  If  the  House 
is  dissatisfied  with  the  arrangements 
made  respecting  the  staff  of  this  House 
they  cau  deal  with  the  matter  when  the 
ordinary  Vote  is  taken.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  occasion  for  any  complaint 
of  the  kind.  I  think  the  arrangement 
satisfactory,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
majority  of  Members  have  any  reason  to 
distrust  the  method  by  which  the  preseut 
system  is  administered.  If  my  hon. 
Friend  is,  however,  able  to  make  out  a 
case  for  inquiry  that  is  another  thing. 
My  hon.  Friend  apparently  has  in  view 
a  rise  of  salaries.  Of  course,  he  cannot 
expect  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  sympathise  with  such  a  proposal. 


Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  I  only  re- 
ferred to  those  officers  who  are  at  the 
bottom  of  the  list. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  I  know 
nothing  myself  of  any  matter  in  regard 
to  the  organisation  of  the  staff  of  the 
House  which  is  not  satisfaetorv,  and 
therefore,  as  at  present  advised,  I  cannot 
see  that  there  is  any  particular  occasion 
for  action. 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  I  came  down  to  the  House  prepared 
to  answer  a  question  that  was  to  haTe 
been  put  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Central  Sheffield  (Colonel  Howard 
Vincent),  and  to  say  that,  having  regard 
to  the  statements  made  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  present  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lofevre)  last  year,  and  to  what,  I  think, 
is  the  prevalent  feeling  in  the  House  at 
the  present  time,  I  shall  be  prepared,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  to  assent  to 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  general  question  of  the-  accom- 
modation of  the  Members  of  this  House. 
No  doubt,  that  Committee  will  be  able  to 
take  cognisance  of  the  points  raised  by 
my  hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  That  Com- 
mittee will  have  power  to  consider  the 
whole  question  ? 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes,  that 
is  so. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  said,  ho  regretted  that  the  question 
of   the  increased  grant  to   the    Kitchen 
Committee  had    been   raised  at   a   time 
when  everybody  was  anxious  to  get  away. 
Some  time  ago  a  question  was  raised  as 
to   the   advisableness   of  abolishing   the 
"tipping"  of  waiters  in  the  dining-room. 
[^Cries  of  "  Oh  I  "]     He  was  sorry  that 
anyone  should  express  dissent,  because 
to  him   and  to  some  others   the  question 
was  of  great  importance.     He  had  never 
known   a   bodv   of   men    who   lived  on 
"  tips  "  who  had  anything  like  manliness 
or  independence  about   them.     When  a 
Sub-Committee  was   appointed   a   short 
time  ago  it  was   decided  that  before  » 
serious    attempt   was    made   to   abolish 
"tipping"  the  waiters  should  have  their 
wages  raised.     A  deputation  then  waited 
upon   the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir    W.   Harcourt),  who    promised   to 
grant  £1,000  in  addition  to  the  £1,000 
already  annuftlly   granted,  on   condition 
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(hat Ihe" tipping"  system  was tiboliHhe«I. 
Tbe  wuKee  of  tbe  waiters  hail  since  beeu 
n\f«A  U.  a  day  all  rouDtl,  hut  tlie 
"  tipping "  system  still  coutinued  Id 
eijMence.  As  tbe  couditioii  on  whicli 
the  extra  grant  vae  promisoil  iiiiil  not 
l>eeii  carried  out,  he  felt  himself  juHtifieil 
ID  joioiog  his  hou.  Friend  in  protesting 
■gainatsny  increased  graut  being  given 
from  tlie  Imperial  Exchequer  until  that 
eondilioD  had  l>een  faithfully  and  boDOur- 
*bly  falfilled.  A  body  of  hou.  Members 
coDtinoed  (o  tempt  tbe  waiters  by 
offering  "  tips,"  and  some  of  the  waiters 
lud  told  abominable  falsehoods,  to  the 
effect  that  they  had  not  had  their  wages 
raised  and  that  they  were  being  made 
martyrs  of.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  say  that  the  extra 
£1,000  should  not  be  grouted  unless 
"tipping "  were  abolished,  he  (Mr. 
Cremer)  would  be  glad  to  withdraw  any 
farther  opposition  lo  tiie  Vote.  As  to 
the  question  of  a  baUnce -sheet,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  when  the  House  voted  money 
for  any  purpose  it  hod  a  right  to  know 
how  that  money  was  expended,  and  ever 
Fince  he  liad  been  a  Member  of  the 
Kitchen  Committee  he  had  urged  that  a 
dmticial  statement  should  he  made  by 
the  Committee.  This  had  not  yet  been 
done,  but  lie  hoped  hou.  Members  would 
iuist  upon  having  it  done,  especially  if 
M  increased  grant  were  made. 
Dr.  CLABK  (Caithness)  said,  he  did 
i|  see  why  money  bIiouM  be  voted  by 
FarHamcnt  to  the  Kitchen  Com- 
Biilee  at  all.  Hou.  Members  ought 
to  pay  the  ■  full  price  for  their 
i*f  snd  dinners.  The  Chairman  of  the 
Kiiehen  Committee  (Mr.  S.  Herbert)  two 
years  ago  when  the  question  was  dis- 
nissed  said  he  would  take  the  money 
wied  by  Parliament  and  spend  it  as  be 
Wed  without  giving  the  House  any  state- 
neat  as  to  how  it  had  been  spent.  If 
WMcmliers  voted  money  to  themselves, 
wthoy  were  doiugiuthis case, nn account 
"f  the  way  iu  which  it  was  spent  ought 
Mrtainly  to  be  given.  He  lioped  the 
Ccrrmitiee  would  be  able  to  abolish 
'ipping"  by  paying  the  waiters  proper 
**Bw.  He  begged  to  give  notice  that 
•««  the  Vote  was  taken  he  should 
•ppose  the  grant  of  an  extra  £1,000. 
'''B  Kitchen  Committee  did  not  tell 
■embers  what  the  money  was  for. 

Ur.  CREMEB  :  Yes  they  do.     The 
""^uey  was  asked  for  to  enable  us  to 


increase  the  wages  of  the  waiters  and  to 
abolish  the  system  of  "tipping."  My 
complaint  is  that  the  wages  have  l>een 
increased  Is.  a  day  and  yet  the  system  of 
"  tipping  "  still  prevails, 

Dit.  CLARK  said,  tbe  House  had 
never  been  told  what  the  money  was  for  ; 
whether  it  was  for  wages  or  whether  it 
was  needed  because  the  price  of  teas  had 
been  reduced  from  9d.  to  6d. 

Mr.  CAKSON  (Dublin  Uuiversity) 
said,  ho  desired  to  call  attention  to  what, 
as  reported,  soemed  to  him  to  liaTc  been 
a  Tery  unprovoked  attack  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
on  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges  in  Ire- 
land oil  that  day  week.  The  statements 
of  the  right  hon.  Geutleman,  which  he 
thought  were  entirely  unfounded,  had  led 
to  a  good  deal  of  discontent  amongst 
many  people  iu  Ireland,  nnd  were  calcu- 
lated to  weaken  the  itdmiuistration  of  the 
law  in  that  country. 

The  deputy  SPEAKER  :  The 
lion,  and  learned  Mem1*er  will  uot  be  iu 
Order  iu  dealing  with  that  queetiou. 

Mr.  CARSOX  said,  he  n'as  sorry  he 
could  uot  refer  to  the  subject,  but  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  administration 
of  the  law  iu  the  County  of  Clare,  out  of 
which  the  matter  arose.  Mr.  Justice 
O'Brien,  at  the  last  Clare  Assizes, 
pointed  to  what  seemed  to  t»e  a  very 
alarming  state  of  facts  with  reference  to 
the  administration  of  the  law  iu  that 
county.  The  House  was  asked  to  vote;, 
u  very  large  sum  for  public  prosecu- 
tions in  Clare,  and  he  (Mr.  Carbon) 
wished  to  point  out  thiit  those  jirosecu- 
tions  had  hitherto  proved  absolutely 
abortive  for  the  purposes  for  which  they 
were  instituted.  Since  the  present  Go- 
vernnieut  came  into  Office  there  bad  been 
three  Assizes  held  in  Clare.  At  the 
(Spring  Assizes  iu  1893  seven  cases  were 
tried — a  very  small  uumber  compared 
with  the  amount  of  crime  there  bad  been 
for  the  previous  six  mouths  iu  the 
county.  Out  of  the  seven  cases  there 
was  only  one  conviction.  Mr,  Justice 
O'Brien,  referring  to  this  fact,  said  that 
the  law  had  entirely  failed  to  bring  the 
offenders  to  justice  in  spite  of  every  cure 
and  vigilance  used  to  attain  the  result. 
On  the  matter  being  brought  before  the 
House  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Irelaud 
made  some  very  disparaging  remarks 
about  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien.  Ho  (Mr. 
Carson)   rather    thought  the  right  lion. 
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Gentleman  afterwards  regretted  having 
made  those  remarks.  It  must' be  re- 
membered that  •  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien 
was  the  one  Judge  in  Ireland  who,  owing 
to  the  arduous  duties  he  had  had  to  per- 
form, was  obliged  to  have  police  protection. 
It  was  to  be  deprecated  that  a  Cabinet 
Minister,  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  in- 
terested in  the  administration  of  the  law 
in  Ireland,  should  in  any  way  lend  him- 
self—eveu  assuming  there  were  any 
grounds  for  so  doing — to  an  attack  on  a 
Judge  under  such  circumstances  as  these. 
This  Assize  passed  over,  and  the  Summer 
Assizes  came  on  when  tbe  trials  were 
before  an  entirely  different  Judge.  He 
had  not  the  figures  before  him  of  what 
took  place  on  that  occasion,  but  in  the 
Summer  Assize  of  1893,  so  far  as  he  could 
recollect,  there  was  not,  in  any  important 
case,  any  conviction,  and  Mr.  Justice 
Gibson  said  that  in  trying  cases  there 
they  were  engaged  in  a  solemn  comedy, 
and  that  such  a  travesty  was  perfectly 
melancholy.  At  the  Assizes  which  had 
just  closed  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  said  that — 

"It  was  not  possible  to  bring  any  crimiual 
case  into  that  county  without  it  resulting  in 
open  contempt  of  the  law," 

The  net  result  of  these  three  Assizes  at 
Eunis  was  that  there  was  no  important 
conviction,  and  only  three  altogether.    It 
might  be  said    that  he   had   omitted  to 
mention  that  at  Cork,  under  the  Winter 
Assizes   Act,  there  had  been   11  Clare 
cases  and  seven  convictions.  But  what  did 
that  prove  ?     It  proved  that  when  they 
had  a  change  of  venue  arid*  tried  Clare 
cases  else Nvh ere,  they  got  a  fair  percentage 
of  convictions,  and  .he  could  not  under- 
stand a  stronger  argument  for  putting  in 
force  those  powers  of  change  of  venue 
which    sHill  existed   than .  the  argument 
that    at     the     recent'  Winter'  Assizes 
at      Cork      they    'got.    seven      convic- 
tions   out    of    ir    cases,    because    the 
cases  had  been  taken  from'  the  iiitimida- 
tiou  that  existed  in  the  County  of  Clare. 
He  thought  that  when  the  Judges    in 
Ireland  were  bold  and   free 'enough    to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Executive  of 
the  country  to  the  failure  of  juries  to 
carry  out  the  law,  which,,  he  said,  came 
within  the  duty    of    the    Judge — when 
they  had  the  courage  and  boldness  to  do 
this,  and  had  the  manliness  to  discharge 
their  duty,  so  far  from  being   met  with 
any  opprobrium  from  those  who    wiere 
entrusted   with  the   supervision   of  law 
and  order,  they  ought   to  receive    the 

Mr,  Carson 


commendation  of  those  who  were  in  high 
quarters.'  He  could  not  imagine  anything 
more  likely,  to  le4id  to  a  recrudescence  of 
crime  or  to  disrespect  of  the  law  thaa 
attacksou' Judges,' and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  best  consult  his  ow« 
dignity  and  the  material  welfare  of  Ir^ 
laud  if,  instead  of  attacking  Judges  wbai 
they  were  compelled  to  draw  attenti<^ 
to  th6  failure  of  Juries  to  do  their  dut^ 
he  would  back  up  the  Judges  and  try  ^ 
find  some  method  by  which  crime  mi^l 
be  punished  and  the  law. respected. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fcj 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcast:! . 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  hon.  arid  learned. Ge^ 
tleman  has  so  concluded  his  remarks  it)  ^ 
I  have  no  right  to  complain  inany-wa-^ 
but  I  say,'  in*  what  the  hon.  Geutlem^ 
has  had  to  say  about  Clare,  I  really  f^ 
to  see  what  point  he  has  brought  again.  ' 
myself  or  Her  Majesty's  Governmei 
He  evidently  intended  to  refer  to  aremai 
or  two  which  I  had  occasion  to  make 
the  Charge  of  Mr.  Justice  O'Brien  tt:^ 
other  day,  but  into  that  we  are  n^^ 
allowed  to-day  to  go.  The  hon.  ai 
learned  Gentleman  has  gone  over  groai 
which  has  already,  I  should  ba^ 
thought,  been  abundantly  traversed  evi 
since  the  present  Government  came  in" 
Office;  the  state  •  of  Clare  b^ 
received  more  attention  from  this  Hoii^«€ 
than  almost  any  other  factor  in  regard  t^ 
the  condition  of  Ireland.  I  think,  there 
were  four  or  five  elaborate .  Debates  on  ^ 
Clare  last  year,  and  I  do  not  think  .»the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  adduced  J 

f  J 

one   single  new  consideration  throwing 
any  light  whatever  on  the  attitude  the 
Government  ought  to  take  up..   I  have  J 
not  by  me  the  figures  as  to  the  convictioni  J 
in  the  County  of.  Clare,  but  I  will' take 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  account 
as  substantially  accurate.    It  is  no  doubtrj 
lamentably   true  that    out   of   the  total 
number  of  offences  of  a  certain  kind  com- 
mitted in  the  County  of  Clare  very  few 
persons  are  made  amenable.  It  is  further 
true  that  at  the  Winter  Assizes  at  Ennifi. 
in   the  County  of  Clare,  there   have  not] 
been  as  many  convictions   as  the  CrowO| 
would  desire,  or  as  any  impartial  person | 
might  have  hoped  for,  but,  if  my  recol-j 
lection  is  right,  the  four  cases  in  whick 
the  jury  failed  to  convict  were  not  ca«elj 
of  that  particular  crime  as  to  which,  aftj 
the  hon.  and  learned   Gentleman  knowSy 
miscarriage  of  justice  almost  sjstema^j 
cally   occurs.     I  believe  I  am  right  is' 
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this.    The  hon.  Member  talks  of    the 
prosecutions     that    have    been    proved 
abortive  since  we  came  into  Office,  but  I 
believe  I  should  have  no   difficulty   iu 
«hoiriog,  if  I  had  the  figures  by  me,  that 
We  have  been  as  successful  in  securing 
convictions  in  the  County  of  Clare,  that 
^e  have  obtained  as  good  a  percentage 
was  the  case  with  the  late  Government. 
Uh.  CARSON  :    We  never  got  any 
Claro,  and  gave  up  trying  them  there. 
Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Well,  I  will  take 
J  own  ground,  and  that,  if  I  may  say 
5^,  is  the  ground  on  which  I  take  the 
*ilDerty  of  quarrelling  with  the  line  taken 
^y  the    learned    Judge    at   Ennis.     It 
nnot    be    denied    that    the    state    of 
lare  has  since  December  last  shown  u 
dBrked  and  decided  improvement.    Now, 
«  learned  Judge  seemed  to  deny  that 
X^s^position,  and    I  would   undertake  to 
•^j  that   there  is   not  a  single  man  of 
^txthority   and    responsibility    in    Clare, 
**«iginning  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
"^fac  county  himself,  and  ending  with  the 
^Qmblest  private  constable,  that  there  is 
one  |>erson  with  the  means  of  judging 
forming  a  responsible  opinion,  who 
^ould  not  tell  you  that  the  state  of  Clare 
■^Xiws  a  decided  and  remarkable  improve- 
'•^ent.    In  the  month  of  December  there 
'^^re  only  four  agrarian  offiiuces  in  the 
^^oimty  of   Clare.     I  do  not   make  any 
Vltitof  that.  I  never  like  to  make  any  boast 
•fcoQt  Clare,  because   there   might  be  a 
*8cnid€«cence   of    crime    in    Clare  next 
*Onth  or  the  month  after ;  but  what  I 
^plained  of  was,  that  instead  of  con- 
Catolating  the  county  on  the  improve- 
^t  that  had  taken  place,  and  which  hud 
^doubted ly  taken  place  in  Clare  during 
^last  four  months,  instead  of  congratu- 
•ting  the  Grand  Jury  on  the  position  of 
ve  county  or  of  saying  nothing  about  it, 
{^learned  Judge  unfortunately  thought 
Jl  his  duty  to  represent  the  state  of  the 
^Qnnty  of  Clare  as  rather  showing  no 
^tkrovement.     I  say  it  is  not  the  duty 
Jud^e  going  Assizes   to   express 
ions  upon  the  general  social  state  of 
coanty,  when  those  opinions  are  in 
disaccord  with  the  views  of  those 
are  respoosibie  for  what   goes  on, 
whom,   I   contend,  from   the   Lord 
itenant  of  the  county  down   to  the 
iblest  private    constable,  will    show 
has  been  a  marked  improvement. 
hon.  and  Jearned  Member  made  some 
rks   in  vindication   of   Mr.  Justice 
*Briea  himself.     I  have  nothing  to  say 
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against   those    remarks ;    he  is   the  last 
Judge  on   whom  I  would  wish   to  pass 
any  hostile  criticism  ;   but  when  the  lion, 
and   learned  Member   says   wo  ought  to 
be   careful    in  criticising    the   action   of 
Judges  bold  enough  and  free  enough  to 
express  their  opinions,  and  that  when  we 
do  that  we  are  tending  to  disparage  the 
administration  of    the  law,    then  I   dis- 
tinctly   and    diametrically     differ    from 
the  hon.  and  learned  gentleman.     There 
are  many  Judges  on  the  Irish  Bench  who 
dislike  and  condemn  these  general  social 
Charges,  and  think  that  a  Judge  would 
do  far  more  to  bring  the  administration 
of  the  law  into  respect  if  he  steered  as 
clear    as  he   possibly  could   of  disputed 
ground  and  political  controversies.     It  is 
the  Judge  who  imports  into  his  Charge, 
which  ought  to  be  cold  anil  judicial,  poli- 
tical considerations,  and  who  identifies  the 
administration  of  the  law  with  a  certain 
set  of  political  opinions  which  tends  to 
make  the  administration  of  the  law  sus- 
pected and  disregarded.     I  do  not  think 
I  have  passed  over  anything  ealling  for  a 
reply.     If  it  had  been  in  Order,  I  should 
have  been  prepared  to  justify  every   re- 
mark I  have  made,  by  reference  to  chap- 
ter and  verse  upon  the  Charges  of  Irish 
Judges. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  said, 
that  yesterday  he   had,  by  the   Rules  of 
the  House,  no  opportunity  of  referring  to 
matters  which  he  wished  briefly  to  deal 
with.     The  first  matter  had  reference  to 
the  Fisherv  Board.     It  would  be  in   the 
recollection  of  the   House  that  the  ques- 
tion   of  trawling  off  Ross-shire  and    the 
Island  of  Lewis  hiul  been  brought  up  time 
after  time   during    the   existence  of  the 
present  Government.     He  had  brought  it 
forward  himself,  and  had  been  told  there 
was  no  money    in  connection    with   this 
work.     The  fishermen  had  been  told  that 
they  ought  to  report  any    trawlers  they 
might  see  to  the  official  of  the  Board  at 
Stornoway.     But  how  could  these  men 
be   expected    to   walk  30  or  40  miles  ? 
A  gunboat,  the  Foxhound,  had  been  sent, 
which  could    steam    only    six    or   seven 
knots,  while  the  trawlers  could  go  at  12; 
and,  moreover,  it  lay  in   Stornoway  Har- 
bour for  weeks  because  it  could  not  face 
the    weather,    which,    however,    did    not 
keep  the  steam  trawlers  idle.      Last  year 
he  found  that  £1,'10^^  odd    was  returned 
to  the  Treasury  by  the    Fislniry  Board, 
and    he    hoped    that    the    Secretary    for 
Scotland     would     this     vear   take    care 
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t   the    whole   of   the  mouey  granted 
s    expended    in    connection  with    the 
>rk  of  the  Fishery  Board,  and  mainly 
connection  with  trawling.     He  wished 
so  to  refer  to  the  Board  of  Supervision. 
.    few    years    ago    the    Secretary   for 
icotland  admitted  it  was  a  very  unsound 
.nd  badly -managed  Board,  and  required 
jew   constniction.      He   would   like   to 
know  whether  anything  had  been  done 
in  that  direction,  or  was  it  going  on  in 
the  same  sluggish  fashion.      He  would 
also    like  to  know  whether   Sir  Donald 
McNeil  was  connected  with  the  Board, 
and  whether  he  was  not  the  same  man 
who   associated    himself    very   actively, 
two  or  three  years  ago,  with  the  colonisa- 
tion scheme,  which   was  a  scheme  pro- 
moted by  commercial  speculators  ?     He 
would    not,   however,  deal  further  with 
the  Board  of  Supervision,   which  was  a 
very  unsound  and  a  very  corrupt  Board 

to-day ICries   of  "  Oh  I  "]      It  was 

shockingly  bad,  and  so  corrupt  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  it  in  that 
manner. 

•The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyax,  Glasgow, 
Bridgetou)  :  No,  never. 

Mr.  weir  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  that  it  was  unsound 
and  badly  managed. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN:  But  you 
said  corrupt. 

Mr.  weir  said,  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  say  it  was  corrupt  he 
(Mr.  Weir)  did.  Then  there  was  a  very 
large  item  for  law  charges.  When  he 
had  spoken  on  these  in  connection  with 
Highland  matters,  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  shown  the  greatest  ignorance  of  the 
geography  of  the  Highlands.  When 
he  shDwed  that  a  man  had  to  travel  on 
foot,  in  connection  with  a  pouching  case, 
from  30  to  3o  miles  to  Dingle,  and  the 
same  distance  home  again,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  persisted  in  saying  it  was 
only  a  distance  of  six  or  eight  miles.  He 
would  really  appeal  to  the  Government  to 
furnish  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Office 
with  an  ordnanc^e  map,  in  order  that  these 
stupid  blunders  might  not  be  made. 
Further,  he  had  occasion  to  ask  what 
number  of  Gaelic-speaking  Sherirt's,  Pro- 
curators Fiscal,  and  other  officials  there 
were  in  the  Highlands  ;  he  asked  for  a 
Return,  and  was  told  it  was  not  in  the 
public  interest  that  it  should  be  supplied. 
What  was  there  that  it  was  neccssarv  to 
keep  dark  ?     But   he  had  obtained  the 
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informatiou  in  spite  of  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman,  though  he  did  not  think  that 
Members  of  the  House  should  be  called 
upon  to  spend  their  time,  their  energies, 
and  their  money  in  getting  informatiou 
that  was  available  to  the  Departments  of 
the  Government.  He  hoped  that  tlie 
Lord  Advocate  and  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  when  other  appointments  were 
made  of  Sherifis  in  the  Highlands  would 
take  care  that  Gaelic-speaking  men  were 
appointed,  and  that  Edinburgh  advocates 
should  not  be  pitchforked  into  these  posts 
by  the  Lord  Advocate,  men  who  had  no 
knowledge  of  Gaelic  or  of  the  customs 

of  the  people  of  the  Highlands.     He  did 

not  think  it  was  right  that  the  Highlauc^ 
people  should  be  treated  in  this  maunei — 
Perhaps  to-day  he  might  get  some  ex^ 
planation  as  to  the  caseof  John  MacLeac^^^ 
This  was  an  old  man  who  was  80  yea^c^^ 
of  age,  and  on  the   19th   of  July  last  k:^^ 
was  charged  with  allowing  trout  to  ^  ^3| 
into  his   net.    [^Laughtcr'].     It  was  r&ot 
a  laughing  matter.     If  the  trout  was  e^i^r- 
marked  as  the  property  of  the  landlorcJ, 
then  the    fisherman  could  give  instruc- 
tions    for      it     to     keep     out     of     Yiis 
net.     This    man     was     not    snnimoiieJ 
to  Dingle,  a  distance  of  30  or  3o  miles, 
until  winter  time,  and  that  could  ouly  be 
in  order  that  he  might  be  convicted  in  his 
absence,  as  it  would  be  impossible  for  bina 
to   walk    that    distance    in    the   winter. 
That    was    how    the     Lord     Advocate 
allowed  these  matters  to  Ixi  conducted  in 
the  Highlands   of  Scotland.     He  fouud 
that  three  of  the  Sherifts  received  f^^ 
for  services  to  the  Board  of   Supervision 
— he  supposed  £150  each — and  he  wished 
to  know  why  they  were  on   the  B<>ani 
of   Supervision    at  all,  when   what  was 
wanted  were  men  with   a   knowleilj^c  of 
sanitary  matters,  and  not  lawyers  ?   Talk 
about  tipping  in  the  dining-room  of  th' 
House  of  Commons  !   why   tipping  wf 
carried  out  by  the  sanction  of  the  rigi 
hon.  Gentleman  to  an  alarming   extei 
Even  the  liscals  were  i)aid  by  salary  a 
commission.     What   did    they  got  ec 
mission  on  ;  was  it  the  numlK'r  of  con 
tions  they  managed  to  secure,  or  v 
was  it?     Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gef 
man    would    tell    them    what    they 
these    Commissions    for  ?      The    v 
system,    it    appeared    to    him,    of 
administration  of  the  laud  in  the  I 
lands  was  one  of  trickery  and  joblx 
•SiK  G.  TREVELYAN  was  ce 
surprised    that    any   gentleman 
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liave  accused  him  of  having  charged  the 
Board  of  iSiipervisiou  with  i)cing  corrupt. 
He  should  Iijive  as  soon  expected  to  hear 
^r.  Speaker  rise  iti  his  chair  and  charge 
tiie  officers    of    this    House    in    heiug 
corrupt.     He    never   used,    witli    regard 
to   x\\^   Board    of    Sup(?rvision,  ariy    of 
fiese   adjectives.       He    said    that    the 
members  of  the  Board  of  Supervision  did 
^'leir   duty    with   groat  knowledge,  ex- 
perience, zeal  and  energy,   hut  that    the 
»J^stem    was    one    which    was   not  well 
org-anised,  and  that  he   intended  to  alter 
the  system  hy  a  Bill   which  he  proposed 
tc>  introduce  on  Monday  week  next.  The 
iioij.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  want  of 
protection  against  trawiug  in  the  Western 
H^i|^blands.     But  in  England  there  was 
ao     protection  at  all.     In   Scotland  that 
iort    of     protection    existed,    hut     was 
•feiicient  in  quantity.     In  no  case  could 
^ey  expect  to  have  a  gunhoat,  or  steam 
likuncb,  or  police  launch,  every  20  or  30 
miles  along  the  coast  so  as  to  ohviate  the 
»»ecessity  of  the  fishermen  keeping  their 
«wn  eyes  open,  so  as    to  report   illegal 
^^ling  to  the  ministers  of  justice,  who 
^xisteil    for   the    purpose    of    receiving 
complaints  of  private  individuals  on  land 
Wid  sea  alike.     It   was  not  the  case  at 
^1  that   this  system  had  failed  in  hcing 
*Rcieut,  hecause  quite  recently  a  fine  of 
«0  was   inflicted  on  a  trawler  iki  these 
*M,  and    any    case    hrought    hcfore   a 
nocurator  Fiscal  would  be  looked  into 
^fully.     It  was  quite  true  that  a  sum 
<)f  money  luul  l)een  taken  to  provide  an 
additional  steamship  for  protective  pur- 
poses this  year,  hut  it  was  impossible  for 
wm  to  break  through  the  well-recognised 
financial  system  under   which   the   Go- 
»«rnmeut   was   carried  on,  and    because 
there  was  £1,300  or  £1,400  unexpended 
OB  a  Vote  of  £20,000  or  £30,000  to  seize 
tiiat  money,  and  utilise  it  for  a   purpose 
<lnitc    different    to  that  for    which  the 
monev  was  obtained.     As  regarded  the 
complaints  of  the  hon.    Member   al>out 
JQjtice    in    the    Highlands,  he    did    not 
know     even    what    the    hon.    Member 
meant.     He  bad  no  notion  what  the  hon. 
lieml>er  meant   by  saying  that  Sheriffs, 
Deputy   Sheriffs,  and  Procurators  Fiscal 
liveil     by    the    process  of  tipping    and 
pilfering.     When  he  knew  that  he  would 
inquire  into  the  matter,  but  until  then 
lie  should  not  do  the  Sheriffs  and  Pro- 
curators Fiscals   the   ill  compliment    of 
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^fending  them  against  the  accu||i^4|on  of 
tipping  and    pilfering.    Hu^lJ^viibetkf 


was  that  the  general  administration  of 
justice  in  the  Highlands  was,  on  the 
whole,  trusted  by  the  great  mass  of  the 
population,  and  to  their  judgment  he 
left  it. 


Resolution  agreed  to. 


ARMY 


(AXNL'AL)    BILL.~(No.  116.) 
SECOND    UKADIN'G. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mk.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  oppose  the  Bill,  but  he  did  wish 
to  say  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  pro- 
mised that  the  Bill  should  be  obtainable 
in  the  Vote  Office  before 


Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  explained  that. 

Mk.  a.  C.  MORTON  was  aware  of 
this,  but  was  not  satisfied  WMtli  the  ex- 
planation that  had  been  given.  It  was 
all  verv  well  to  sav  thev  ought  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  without 
Debate.  As  he  understood  if,  the  Bill 
concerned  the  comfort  especially  of  the 
private  soldiers,  and  whether  the  Go- 
vernment liked  it  or  not  thev  would  be 
compelled  in  the  future  to  take  more 
notice  of  the  comfort  and  convenience  of 
the  private  soldiers  than  they  had  done 
before,  because  even  if  the  soldiers  could 
not  vote  their  friends  could.  Now  that 
the  franchise  hiwl  been  extended  the 
friends  of  the  soldiers  would  take  more 
interest  in  such  questions,  and  would  in- 
sist that  in  future  the  soldiers  should  be 
better  looked  after.  As  the  Bill  largely 
concerned  their  welfare,  comfort,  and 
perhaps  even  their  lives,  they  ought, 
l)efore  the  Second  Reading,  to  know  if 
the  Bill  contained  anv  new  matter. 

•Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
My  hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  whether 
there  is  any  new  matter  in  the  Bill  this 
vear.  There  are  onlv  two  or  three 
Amendments  of  a  purely  verbal  kind, 
merely  of  this  nature — to  insert  the  year 
1893  instead  of  the  previous  year  where 
reference  is  made  to  some  previous  Act 
of  Parliament  which  was  altered  last 
year.  There  is  just  one  exception  to 
these  verbal  Amendments.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Roxburgh  brought 
forward  a  Motion  last  year  enabling 
soldiers  to  be  assisted  by  ciounsel  when 
they  were  tried  before  District  Couits 
Martial.     I  have  promised  to  introduce  a 
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word  or  two  in  order  to  carry  out  tliat 
which  was  obviously  the  intention  and 
the  wish  of  the  House.  That  is  entirely 
in  the  direction  of  extending  the  comfort 
and  welfare  of  the  soldiers,  so  that  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  ob- 
ject. That  is  the  only  alteration.  The 
main  point  is  this — this  is  a  Second 
Reading  which  affirms  the  principle  that 
the  law  is  to  be  applied  to  a  certain 
number  of  soldiers  and  marines  of  the 
numbers  voted  by  Parliament.  The 
question  >)efore  the  House  is  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  When  we  come  to  the  Com- 
mittee stage  my  hon.  Friend  may  raise 
any  objection  he  likes,  but  this  is  not  the 
time  to  do  so. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  did  not 
think,  after  the  undertaking  which  had 
been  given  that  they  should  have  a 
proper  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Bill 
on  the  Committee  stage,  that  there  should 
be  any  opposition  to  the  Second  Reading. 
At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  quite  agree  that 
the  Second  Reading  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
should  be  considered  absolutely  a  matter 
of  course. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  did  not  say  so.     If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
objects  to  applying  military   law  to  the 
whole  force  of  the  Crown,  that  is  the  point. 
•Mr.    GIBSON    BOWLES    said,    it 
was,   of  course,  rather  a  serious  matter, 
because  it  deprived  nearly  250,000  of  our 
subjects   of    their    civil  rights.     He  did 
not  say   it  was  not  a  thing  to  be  done, 
but  it  was  a  serious  thing,  especially  in 
the  case  of  a  Bill  the  Second  Reading  of 
which  was  to  be  passed  sub  silentio^  and 
which  had   not   yet    been    printed.     He 
thought,      however,     that     upon      this 
occasion     the    Bill    should    be    allowed 
to    pass    the    Second    Reading    in    con- 
sideration of    the    undertaking    that     in 
Committee    there    should    be   a   proper 
opportunity  of  discussion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday,  29th  March. 
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As  amended,  considered  ;    to  be  read 

the  third  time  upon  Saturday. 

House    adjournal    at   ten    minutes 
after  Four  o'clock  till  Satunlay. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Saturday^  24th  March  1894. 


LOCAL    <;OVEUXMEXT    PROVISION'AL 

ORDERS  (XO.  3)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Bill  to  con- 
firm certain  Provisional  OMers  of  the  Local 
Government  Bojud  relating  to  the  urban  sani- 
tary districts  of  Bristol,  I>over,  Henley-ui)on- 
Thames,  Idle,  Nottingham,  Pa<liham  and 
Hapton,  Tunbridge  Wells,  and  Wells  (Somer- 
set), orJered  to  be  brought  in  V)y  Sir  Walter 
Foster  and  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre. 

Bill  i)resente<l,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  122.] 
Mr.  Campbell' Bannerman 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock. 

MR.    SPEAKER'S    INDISPOSITION. 

The  House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  informed  the  House  of  the 
unavoidable  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
owing  to  the  continuance  of  his  indisposi- 
tion : — 

Whereupon  Mr.  Mellor,  the  ChairmaD 
of  Ways  and  Means,  proceeded  to  the 
Table,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair 
as  Deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the 
Standing  Order. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  (No.  1)  BILL. 
THIRD    HEADING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mu.    WEIR    (Ross    and    Cromarty) 
said,  he  had  a  few  remarks  to  make  rela- 
tive to  the  Ordnance  Vote.     He  hoped 
the  Secretiiry  for  W^ar  would   take  care 
that    in    the    future     some     substantial 
alterations    were    made    in    the    maga- 
zine rifle  (Mark  I.)  and   not  the  mis^ 
able  changes  which  he  had    indicated  in 
answer  to  questions  in  June  last.    He  was 
sorry    the    Secretary   for   W'ar    had    iK> 
technical  and  practical  knowledge  of  thi» 
work.     If  he  had  possessed   that  know-  \ 
ledge  he   certainly  would   not  have  de-  j 
scribed    as     alterations     the     miseraW*  jj 
changes    that    had    been    made    iu  the 
rifle,  and  he  would  have   realised  boW 
necessary  it   was  to  reduce  the  frictioB 
now  so  marked  a  feature  iu  some  parti 
of  the  rifle.     He  questioned  whether  tl " 
magazine  rifle  was  made  as  cheaply  ae 
might  be.     The  system  of  maintaininjj 
two  factories,  each  only  partially  workinft 
was  extravagant.       Irrespective  of  thi 
double   charges  for  establishment,  rifljj! 
could  be  made  more  cheaply  at  EoMaj 
than  at  Birmingham,  and    he  th<      '^ 
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suggested   that   the    factory  at   EnfieUl 
should  be  kept  in  full  operatiou,  aud  that 
that  at  Sparkbrook  should  be  used  as  a 
reserve  factory.      Why  was  the  Spark- 
brook  factory  being  maintained,  and  how 
was  it  that  an  order  for  15,000  magazine 
rifles  had  recently  been  sent  there  ?  Was 
this  a  sop  to  Cerberus  ?     Hitherto  hon. 
and  right   hon.    Members  for  Birmini?- 
hain  had  been  very  loquacious  in  regard 
to  the  S])arkbrook  factory  ?     Was  there 
now  a  conspiracy  of  silence  ?      People 
would  have  their  opinion  as  to  that,  and 
would  be  asking,  Were  the  Members  for 
Birmingham    masters  of  the  situation  ? 
Was  the  War   Office  controlled  by  the 
Cabinet  or  by  the  Members  for  Birming- 
ham ?    If  bv  the  Cabinet,  then  whv  were 
not  the   magazine    rifles    made   at   the 
fcctory  where  the  expense  was  the  least  ? 
They  ouglit  to  have  only  one  factory — 
that  at  Enfield.     It  might  suit  the  Secre- 
tirj  for  War  to  send  the  work  to  Bir- 
mmgham,  but  it  would  not  suit  the  tax- 
payers.    It  was  not  business ;  but  he  was 
not  surprised  at  that,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the   Secretary  for  War  had 
BO  commercial  experience.       Again,  he 
hoped  the  Bagot  Street  repairing  shop 
voald  be  closed,  and   he  must  ask  how 
it  was    that    54,000   rifles  were    to    be 
wnt  there    to    be    "browned."     That, 
»relv,     was     not     the      work      of     a 
,  repairing      factory.        Now     he      came 
to  the   Navy.      He   was    glad    to   see 
pittent  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
vfao  was  about  to  engage  an  ailditioual 
■nnber   of   men    for   his    Service.     He 
tinted   to    impress    upon    him    that  he 
•ght  not  to  gather  these  men  from  the 
TOs  of  our  great  cities.     There  were 
■ttiy  men  available  for  the  Service  who 
*ere,  so  to  speak,  "  to  the  manor  born"  ; 
4ey  were  men   born  on  our  sea  coasts, 
•od  he  thought  it  very  regrettable  that 
k  Admiralty  should  lose  sight  of  such  a 
^uificent     recruiting   ground   as    was 
Pfeseuted  by  the  Island  of  Lewis.      If 
^y  would  only  send  training  ships  there 
^y  would  get  the  best  possible  material 
fcr  the  Navy,  and  officers  and  men  could 
^  good  work,  instead  of  wasting  their 
^e  at    Shcerness   or   Chatham,   or  in 
*oiDe  of   the  Mediterranean   ports.      It 
^oald  1)6  far  better  to  send  them  North, 
^here    they   would    breathe   fresh    air. 
I  I'he  oificens  might  not  be  invited  to  so 
^ny  lialls  and  tennis  parties,  but  they 
^oald  become  very  much  healthier,  and 
^ould  be  all  the  more  fit  for  work  if 

VOL.  XXri.  fpQCRTH  srniEa.] 


ever  required  for  active  service.     Now, 
he  understood   that  the  Marines  had  not 
yet    been    provided    with    the    Martini- 
Henry  rifle.      Why  was  that  ?     Surely 
they  ought   to   have   the   best   possible 
weapon,  seeing  that  they  formed  part  of 
our  first  line  of  defence.     When  our  new 
ships   were   completed  and  sent  out  to 
show  the  greatness  of  this  great  Empire  we 
hoped  the  crews  would  be  properly  armed, 
and  that  officers  and  men  would  not  be 
allowed  to  spend  their  time  in  idleness. 
They  were  told  that  a  certain  personage 
w^as  strolling  about  finding  mischief  for 
idle  hands,  anil  he  was  sure  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  not  encourage  that.     Let 
him,  then,  see  that  the  men  did  not  waste 
their  time  in  southern  ports  while  their 
ships  wese  rotting  in  harbour,  and  let  him 
send  them   on    cruises    in    the  Northern 
Seas,  which  would  keep  them  fit  for  work 
aud  the  machinery  of  their  ships  in  proper 
order.      They    might,   too,    be   supplied 
with  Maxim  guns   to  deal  with  the  sea 
thieves  who  so  infested  the  Northern  Seas. 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) 
said,  he  had  one  or  two  observations  to 
make.     [CV/>5  of  "  Oh  I  "]     He  should 
like  to  take  this  opportunity  of  congratu- 
lating   Ministers    on    the    improvement 
which  he  sa\^  had  taken  place.     He  never 
saw  so  many  Ministers  attending  Prayers 
before.     This  question   between  Spark- 
brook  and  Enfield  had  been   before  the 
House  previously,  and  it  was  found  that 
the  rifles  could  be  manufactured  at  Enfield 
for  much  less  than  at  Sparkbrook.     That 
had  been  proved.     He  did  hope  that,  after 
having  gone  to  the  expense  of  building 
most  splendid  works  at  Enfield,  the  Go- 
vernment would  make  the  best  and  most 
use  of  them.     In  this  £10,000,000  there 
was  included  part  of  a  very  large  increase 
in   the    National   Expenditure — between 
£3,000,000  and  £4,000,000.     They  had 
not  had  any  proper  time  to  debate  that, 
and  he  did  not  suppose  they  would  have 
very     much     opportunity     during     the 
Session.     He  always  noticed  that  when 
the    Government    had    got    the    money 
there    was    not    much    time    given    for 
discussion.     The    Government    had    not 
actually  got  this  money  yet,  and  he  hoped 
that    when    the    Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer proposed  means   to  produce   it, 
he  would  take  care  that  it  was  not  to  be 
dragged  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  United  Kingdom,  but  that 
the  incidence  of  taxation  would  be  fairer 
in    the  future  than    in  the  past.     This 
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was  not  a  matter  that  he  wanted  to 
detain  the  Houi$e  upon.  [^Cheers  and 
cries  of  "  Oh  !  "]  It  would  be  well  for 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  to  remem- 
ber that  these  cheers  were  very  much 
out  of  place.  Hon.  Members  if  they 
liked  could  take  this  opportunity  of 
making  their  remarks.  They  had  a 
right  to  take  an  opportunity  which  was 
given  to  them  by  the  Constitution  of  the 
country,  of  the  House,  and  of  the  Go- 
vernment, as  the  guardians  of  the  rate- 
payers' money,  to  criticise  the  proposals 
of  tiie  Government. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
VVAR  (Mr.  Camimiell-Banneumax, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  The  hon.  Member  for 
Ross-shire  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peterborough  have  seized  this  oppor- 
tunitv,  to  the  obvious  inconvenience  of 
Ministers  and  Members  and  the  officials 
of  the  House,  to  bring  up  certain  subjects 
for  the  discussion  of  which  there  has 
already  been  abundant  opportunity  during 
the  week  or  10  days  that  have  elapsed 
since  the  beginning  of  the  Session  and 
for  the  discussion  of  which  there  will  be 
ample  opportunity  hereafter.  I  cannot 
conceive  anything  less  convenient  than 
the  course  which  has  been  taken.  I,  of 
course,  have  had  no  definite  answer  at 
this  moment  that  I  can  give  to  the  hon. 
Meml)er  for  Ross-shire  that  can  be 
supported  by  facts  and  figures  on  the 
subjects  which  he  has  brought  forward. 
With  regard  to  the  magazine  rifle, 
the  hon.  Member  has  said  that  I 
have  no  technical  knowledge.  It  is  a 
very  good  thing  that  1  have  no  tech- 
nical knowledge,  because  this  is  a  matter 
in  which  a  little  knowledge  is  a  dan- 
gerous thing — as  we  sometimes  see 
exemplified.  All  I  can  say  of  the  new 
rifle  is  that,  in  the  first  instance,  it  has 
the  whole  approval  of  those  skilled 
technical  men  who  conduct  the  Govern- 
ment maniifdctories,  and,  in  the  next, 
that  in  ])ractice  it  has  been  found  to 
work  well,  and  to  answer  all  the 
necessary  requirements  in  the  hands  of 
the  soldiers  who  use  it.  I  rely  upon 
the  opinion  of  these  two  classes  of  men 
who  have  technical  knowledge  in  sepa- 
rate ways,  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
as  they  do  not  point  out  any  serious 
faults,  I  am  willing  to  accept  the 
weapon  as  a  satisfactory  one.  As  to 
the  matter  of  the  Birmingham  manu- 
fac^tory,  we  had  that  discussed  only  two 
or    three    days     ago.      My    right    hon. 

Mr,  A,  C.  Morton 


Friend  who  sits  behind  the  hon.  Member 
knows  what  has  happened  with  regard 
to  it.  There  is  a  possibility  of  further 
discussion  when  the  Army  Estimates 
come  on  at  a  later  period,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  necessary  to  delay  the  House 
upon  it  now.  I  may  say  the  same  with 
regard  to  the  points  raised  in  regard  to 
subjects  with  which  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  has  to  deal.  He  will  bo 
ready  to  answer  any  point  at  a  proper 
time  other  than  at  the  present.  To-day 
we  have  met  to  pass  the  Third  Reading 
of  this  Bill,  and  ^Members  havhig  come 
here  at  great  inconvenience — not  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  onlv,  but  other 
Members — to  discharge  that  duty,  and 
l>eing  anxious  to  do  that,  and  having 
the  one  desire  to  get  away  as  sooti  as 
possible,  I  am  sure  I  should  be  ill 
consulting  their  feelings  if  I  said  any 
more  now. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Whereupon,  in  pursuance  of  the  Order 
of  the  House  of  22nd  March,  Mr.  Deputy 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  until 
Thursday  29th  March  without  Question 
put. 

House  adjoumwl  at  twenty-five  minutes 
Ixjforc  One  o'clock,  till  Tlmrwlay, 

29th  March. 


i  •.%.>>  >.N.>.  ».X.-«.  • 


HOUSE       OF      LORDS, 
Monday,  26th  March  1894. 


ADDRESS. 
The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address  of 
Monday   the  12th  instant  reported  ;  and 
Address  and   Answer  to  In;  printeil  and 
published. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Standing   Order   No.    XXXIX.    con- 
sidered (according  to  Order),  and  dispensed 
with  for  this  day's  Sitting. 

CONSOLIDATED    KIND    (XO.    1)    HILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  ]•;  Then 
St.-mdiug  Or.ler  Xo.  XXX IX.  having  been  dis- 
l)enae(l  with)  Bill  i-ead  2* ;  C..>mmittee  negt- 
tived  ;  Bill  rcjwl  8\  ami  (uiKsecl. 

House  adjourned  at  lialf  past  Four 

o'clock,  to  Thurwiay  next» 

Three  o'clodL 
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)USE     OF     LORDS, 
hursdayy  29th  March  1894. 


COMMISSION, 
■ollowing  Bill  received  the  Royal 

asolidated  Fund  (No.  1). 

House  adjourned  at  half -past  Three 

o'clock,  to  the  9th  April  next,  at 

a  quarter-past  Four  o'clock. 


"I  thank  you  for  your  loyal  and  dutiful 
Address. 

You  may  rely  on  My  conlial  co-operation  in 
your  endeavours  to  promote  the  well-beincjj  of 
My  people  in  all  parts  of  My  Dominions." 


Q  UE  S  TIO  N S. 


JSE   OF    COMMONS, 
hursday^  29th  March  1894. 


SPEAKER'S  INDISPOSITION.       . 

House  being  met,  the  Clerk  at 
ble  iuformetl  the  House  of  the 
able  absence  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
;o   the  continuance  of   his  indis- 

eupon  Mr.  Mellor,  the  Chairman 
s  and  Means,  proceeded  to  the 
md  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair 
>utv  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the 
g  Order. 

ESSAGE  FROM  THE  LORDS. 

they  have  agreed  to, — Consoli- 
'^und  (No.  1)  Bill,  without  any 
Tient. 

age  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
ers ; — 

House    went ; — and    being    re- 


ROYAL  ASSENT. 

Deputy  Speaker  reported  the 
Lssent  to, — 

msolidated    Fund    (No.    1)    Act, 


QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

/icQ  Chamberlain  of  the  House- 
orted  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
ress  as  foUoweth  : — 

XXII.    [fourth    SERIES.] 


IRCHESTER  RAILWAY  FATALITY. 
Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  :  On  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  NorthaiQptonshire,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  in- 
quest, on  8th  March,  on  the  body  of  a 
platelayer,     named     Cross,    who     was 

knocked  down  and  killed  at  Irchester, 
on  the  Midland  Railway  ;  whether  he 
has  observed  that  it  appears  from  the 
evidence  that  a  curve  in  the  line  and  a 
bridge  prevented  Cross  from  seeing  in 
time  the  engine  which  struck  liim  down  ; 
whether  previous  accidents  of  a  similar 
character  have  occurred  in  the  same 
locality  ;  what  precautions  are  taken  on 
the  Midland  line  for  the  protection  of 
platelayers  under  such  circumstances ; 
and  whether  he  will  have  an  inquiry 
made  by  a  Board  of  Trade  Inspector  into 
the  circumstances  ? 

TuE  PREvSIDENT  op  the  BOARD 

OP  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 

Brightside) :     My    attention    has    been 

called  to  the  accident   in  question.      I 

understand    that   the   railway    is   on   a 

slight  curve  only,  the  radius  being  70 

chains,  and  that  there  is  no  bridge  or 

other  obstruction  to  the  view  of  the  line 
in  the  direction  of  Bedford  for  the  dis- 
tance of  about  400  yards  from  the  point 
where  Cross  was  working.  The  Mid- 
land Company  have  Rules  for  the  guid- 
ance of  their  servants,  and  one  of  them 
(347)  is  specially  directed  to  men  work- 
ing on  the  permanent  way.  A  coroner's 
inquest  has  been  held,  and  the  coroner 
reports  that  a  jury  of  practical  men,  one 
of  whom  had  been  an  engine  driver,  re- 
turned a  verdict  of  accidental  death. 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  been  in  com- 
munication with  the  Railway  Company 
on  the  matter,  and  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  further  inquiry  would 
not  throw  any  additional  light  on  this 
sad  occurrence. 

2  R 


Sea 


THE  CEIAKIPY  COMMISSION. 
Mu.CARVELL  WILLIAMS(Notte, 
MnuBfielil)  :  I  beg  to  tisk  tlie  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Eiliicalioii  wben  Mr,  Auatie  ceased  to 
act  HS  a  Cbaritv  CommiSBioner ;  nnd 
wliellier,  by  the  terms   of  hiB  appoint- 
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the  notice  of  the  Charity  Commisaiouers 
a  compliftQoe  with  the  law  is  at  once  re- 
ired  and  enforced. 


MII.ITARV   INSTRUCTION    KOS   VOLUN- 
teer officers. 
Mr.  GRJFFITH-BOSCAWEN 


ment,  he  was  appointed  as  a  permanent  I  (Kent,   Tiinlyidge)  :    I  beg  to  aek  the 
■    ■  only  us   a   temporary    Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  he 

...:.i.     .i._    :.  ....„.^  t|j„t  great  difficulty  haa  recently 
■    "       ■  of    Volunteer 

officers,  who  are  anxious  to  make  them- 
selves eflieieiit,  at  Wellington  Barracks, 
HytUe,  aud  other  Military  schools  ;  that 
one  officer  of  the  Isl  Volunteer  Battaliou, 
Royal  West  Kent  Regiment,  who  ap- 
plied early  in  February  for  admission  to 
Wellington  Barracks  in  March,  was 
refused  on  the  ground  that  the  school 
March,  and  on  subsequently 


Commissioner    in    connection 

administration  of  "  The  City  of  London  j  been  placed 

Parochial  Charities  Act.  1883  "  ?  "" '- 

The  VICE  PRESIDEKT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.It., 
Botherbam)  :  I  am  informed  that  Mr. 
Austie  ceased  to  act  as  a  Charity  Com- 
missioner on  the  30th  of  September, 
1892,  being  the  day  on  which  tiie 
extended  period  prescribed  by  the  City 
of    Loudon     Parochial     Charities    Act     applying  for  Aprii  was  informed  that 


1883,  for  the 
duties  vested 


n  of  the  powers  a 
'm posed   upon. 


Apri'l  there  woiild  be  uo  school  at   all ; 
aud     that    another    officer    : 


Charity    Commissioners    by    that    Act,    ^oRiment,  who  applied  last  December  for 


expired.  Mr.  Austie  was  appointed 
Charity  Commissioner  under  the  power, 
given  to  the  Crown  by  the  above-men- 
tioned Act,  of  appointing  paid  Charity 
Commisaiouers  to  hold  office  during  the 
pleasure  of  the  Crown,  and  bis  salary  as 
Commissioner  ceased  to  be  paid  on  the 
expiration  of  that  Act  as    thereby  pro- 

Mr.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  ou  Education, 
with  reference  to  the  reeeut  Retnrn  of 
Charities  within  the  County  of  London, 
the  trnstoes  of  which  have  omitted 
during  five  years  to  transmit  to  the 
Cha.     " 

accounts  of  the  charities 
required  by  law,  whether  the  Commis- 
eiouers  have  taken  any,  and  what,  steps 
to  obtain  compliance  with  the  hiw  ;  and 
whether  any,  and  what,  steps  have  been 
taken  by  the  Commissioners  in  tiic  case 
of  uumerous  trustees  of  charities  in 
other  partK  of  the  Kingdom  who,  during 
the  same  period,  have  omitted  to  transmit 
copies  of  their  accounts  to  the  Commis- 


Mi(.  ACLAND  :  I  am  informed  that 
the  Charity  Commissioners  have  taken 
steps  to  procure  the  Return  of  the 
accounts  of  the  charities  in  qucBtion, 
and  have  already  received  the  accounts 
in  several  cases  ;  aud  that  in  every  case 
in  which  such  an  omission  is  brought  to 


admissiou  to  the  Sehool  of  Musketry  at 
Hythe  for  any  moutli  in  1894,  was 
refused  ou  the  ground  that  there  were  no 
vacancies  at  Hythe  in  1S94  at  all  ;  and 
whether  he  will  consider  the  possibility 
of  giving  increased  facilities  to  Volun- 
teer officers  of  obtaining  military  in- 
struct ion  ? 
•Thf,  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Cami'UELL  -  Banserman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  Referring  to  the  specific 
instauces  quoted,  the  officer  who  wished 
to  attend  at  Wellington  Barracks  in 
March,  wlieu  there  was  no  vacancy,  lias 
been  informed  that  he  can  attend  the 
April  class.      At  the  Hythe  School  oE" 


■ity   Commissiouers    copies    of    the    MusketryMie  only  vacancy 


ail  able  ii 


1894  for  the  Militia  and  Volunteers  c 
the  Thames  District  was  filled  bcfor^^ 
this  application  was  received,  Speakin^g 
generally,  the  numbers  which  can  !■-« 
taken  at  the  several  Schools  are  neces- 
sarily limited ;  but,  subject  to  tbo^« 
limits,  there  is  every  desire  to  affoK-*! 
Volunteer  officers  all  possible  facihti^?* 
for  makiug  themselves  efficient. 

SEA  FISHERIES. 
SiK  A.  EOLLIT  (Islington,  S.) :  J 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  he  has  yet  considered  tb^ 
Report  of  the  Sea  Fisheries  Committee  ; 
and  whether,  and  when,  he  intends  W  i 
propose  legislation  in  pursuance  of  i"  I 
recommendations  ?  J 


905  Loss  of  the 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  regret  that, 
having  regard  to  the  number  of  measures 
proposed  by  the  Goverilment,  I  am 
unable  to  promise  legislation  on  this 
sabjoct  at  present. 

STRUCrURAL  ARRANGEMENTS    IN  THE 
HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Ediuburf^h,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
whether  the  proposed  Committee  on  the 
structure  and  arrangements  of  the  llouj^e 
of  Commons  will  have  power  to  inquire 
iDto  the  want  of  proper  accommoilation 
for  Representatives  of  the  Press  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.):  Yes,  Sir. 

*>  OIVERSITY  OF  LONDON  COMMISSION. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether, 
inJ  wlieu,  it  is  intended  to  propose  legis- 
lation in  pursuance  of  the  Report  of  the 
Unive^^^it3r  of  London  Commission,  and 
▼hat  will  l)e  the  general  character  of 
procedure  in  reference  to  the  subject  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcouut, Derby): 
It  is  impossible  to  introduce  legislation 
in  pursuance  of  the  Report  of  the  Uni- 
Tersity  of  London  Commission  this 
Session. 

HR.  ARNOLD-FOKSTEU  AND  THE 
SECRETARY  TO  THE  ADMIRALTY- 
PERSONAL    EXPLANATION. 

Mk.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
^)\  I  beg  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
House  while  I  make  a  very  brief  personal 
explanation.  On  Thursday  last  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  made  a  refer- 
*Dce  to  me  in  this  House.  It  would  be 
^l^ite  out  of  place  for  me  to  go  into  the 
subject-matter  of  that  statement.  I  wish, 
however,  to  say  that  my  absence  from 
this  House  was  a  misfortune  which  no 
one  regretted  more  than  myself.  I 
'^guise  the  courtesy  of  the  Secre- 
cy to  the  Admiralty  in  giving  me 
Notice  of  his  intention  ;  but  owing  to 
^hat  was  perhaps  the  necessarily  short 
character  of  that  notice,  I  did  not  receive 
'^  till  the  following  morning.  1  desire 
^thiug  better  than  to  have  an  oppor- 
^nity  of  stating  my  case  before  this 
**ou8€,  but  I  fear  from  the  reply  given 
^  the  hon.  Member  for  King's  Lynn  by 
^7  right  hoD.  Friend  that  I  shall  not  be 
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allowed  such  an  opportunity.  I  must, 
therefore,  endeavour  to  state  elsewhere 
what  I  should  have  preferred  to  sUite  in 
this  House.  1  may  add  that,  despite  the 
very  categorical  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  still  find 
myself  so  sharply  at  issue  with  him  that 
I  do  not  feel  justified — taking  the  view  I 
do  of  what  is  the  public  interest  in  this 
matter — in  allowing  a  misunderstanding 
of  this  kind  to  remain  unex])lained.  I 
can  only  repeat,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend 
seems  to  think  otherwise,  that  this  is  in 
no  sense  a  personal  matter  with  me,  and 
no  hon.  Member  can  point  to  a  word  of 
mine  which  justifies  such  a  belief.  I 
thank  the  House  for  its  indulgence  in 
hearing  me,  and  I  trust  I  have  made  it 
clear  that  it  is  by  no  wish  of  my  own 
that  I  failed  to  support  the  exact  terms 
of  my  Motion. 

THE  ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 

Mk.  BRODRICK  (Surrey,  C4uildford): 
Is  it  proposed  to  take  the  Army  (Annual) 
Bill  to-night  ?  If  so,  after  what  hour 
will  it  not  be  proceeded  with  ? 

Mu.  IIANBURY  (Preston)  asked  if 
there  was  not  a  distinct  understanding 
that  up  to  the  29th  of  March  no  con- 
tentious business  should  be  brought 
forward,  and  if  the  Seeretarv  of  War  had 
not  violated  that  understanding  before 
Easter  by  getting  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Army  (Annual)  Bill  without  notice 
and  before  the  Bill  itself  had  been 
printed  ?  He  further  inquired  whether 
the  Government  really  intended  that 
night  to  proceed  with  this  most  con- 
tentious piece  of  business  before  hon. 
Members  had  had  an  oi)portunity  of 
putting  down  Amendments  to  it  ? 

*Mr.    campbell-bannerman 

replied,  that  if  there  was  any  general 
feeling  in  the  House,  or  any  feeling  at 
all,  against  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Army  (Annual)  Bill  being  taken  that 
night,  it  would  not  be  taken. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

Ronald  Craufurd  Munro  Ferguson* 
esquire,  for  the  LeitL  District  of  Burghs. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Loss    OF    THE    "POKT    YaRKOCK." 

Mr.  HAVELOCK  WILSON,  Mem- 
ber  for  Middlesbrough,  rose  in  his  place, 
and  asked  leave  to  move  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  for  the  purjwso  of 
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discussing  a  definite  matter  of  urgent 
public  importance — namely,  "  the  loss  of 
life  caused  by  the  loss  of  the  British 
sailing  vessel  Port  Yarrock ;  "  but  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  not  having  been 
signified,  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  called  on 
those  Members  who  supported  the 
Motion  to  rise  in  their  places,  and  less 
than  40  Members  having  accordingly 
risen  : — 

The  House  proceeded  to  the  Business 
of  the  Day. 

MOTIONS. 


EQUALISATION  OF  KATES  (LONDON) 

BILL. 

MOTION    FOR   LEAVE. 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  I  have  to 
ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  make 
better  provision  for  the  equalisation  of 
rates  as  between  different  parts  of  London. 
This  measure,  I  may  explain,  is  the  same 
measure  which  was  introduced  last 
Session  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  now 
Secretary  of  State  for  India.  The  Bill 
of  last  Session  was  introduced  with  a 
-short  statement  on  the  understanding  that 
anything  like  a  general  discussion  should 
be  deferred  tiH  the  Second  Reading,  a 
stage  which  was  not  reached  not  because 
of  any  opposition  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members,  but  simply  for  want  of  time. 
On  this  occasion  I  propose  to  defer  any 
general  statement  to  the  Second  Reading, 
and  the  Government  will  endeavour  to 
put  down  the  Second  Reading  for  as 
early  a  day  as  possible.  We  have  every 
desire  for  the  fullest  discussion,  for  we 
regard  the  measure  as  one  of  great  im- 
portance, and  will  endeavour  at  the 
•earliest  possible  moment  to  carry  it  into 
law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
make  better  pi-oviaion  for  the  Equalisation  of 
Rates  as  between  different  parts  of  London." — 
(^Mr.  ShaW'Lrfcvre.) 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  the  House  was  entitled  to  hear 
something  more  concerning  this  measure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  them  it 
was  exactly  the  same  Bill  as  was  intro- 
duced last  year,  but  that  Bill  was  not 
discussed,  and  it  would  only  have  been 

Mr,  Havelock  Wilswi 


courteous  to  the  House  to  at  least  have 
stated  the  general  line  on  which  it  was 
framed.     They  were  certainly  all  agreed 
that   there   should  be  some  re-arrange- 
ment of  the  system  of  local  taxation  in 
London  ;  but  it  was  a  peculiar  thing  to 
bring  in   a   measure   of  this   greart   im- 
portance, which  affected  a  larger  popula- 
tion than  did  the  Home  Rule  Bill,  with- 
out a  single  word  of  explanation.     The 
Bill  raised   many  questions   which    no 
doubt   were    more    or   less    matters   of 
detail    and   would    he   better   discussed 
when  the  Bill  had  been  printed,  but  the 
general  question  involved  that  of  the  re- 
arrangement of  the  whole  system  of  Metro- 
politan taxation,  and  was  so  important 
that  he  thought  London  had  not  l>een 
treated  with  due  respect  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill  without  a  word  of  ex- 
planation from  the  Minister  in  charge. 
They  ought  to  have  some  general  idea 
of  the  Bill  before  they   read  it  a  first 
time.     Although  they  desired   that  the 
burdens   of    local   taxation    should  fall 
more  lightly  upon  the  poorer  districts, 
they  realised  that  a  re-arrangement  would 
have  to  be  made  with  great  care  or  else 
the  general  burden  might  be  made  more 
heavy  in  the  future  than  it  had  been  in 
the   past.     What    had    to    be   guarded 
against  was    the   danger  that    drawing 
from  a  common  fund  would  lead  to  ex- 
travagance, which   would  ultimately  in- 
crease the  burden   of  the  rates   even  ici. 
the  poorer  districts.     He  had  the  honou'M 
to  represent  in  that  House  a  district  h 
which  there  had  been  extremely  carefu*  "^ 
administration   of    local    funds    and    i 
which  the  average  expenditure  was  low^ 
than  in  other  poor  districts.     Probab 
this  Bill  would  at  first  have  the  effect 
reducing  the  rates  even  in  that  distri^ 
but  he  feared  that  ultimately  the  systi 
of  drawing  upon  a  general  fund  wo^"a.  1 
produce  higher  expenditure  and  grea-^-* 
extravagance  with  consequently  increa.  ^  ^^ 
burdens  on    the  unfortunate  ratepay<?i 
that  he  therefore  held   that  they  oug'lJ 
to   be    informed  what   safeguards    iw*?'' 
provided  in  the  Bill  against  these  evil=?*- 
The  CHANCELLOR   of  the  E>^- 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derbv-;.' 
No  doubt  there  are  a  great  many  quo»'- 
tions  in  this  Bill  which  constitute  prof^^'" 
matter  for  discussion.    But  the  other  d»yi 
when  the  question  of  First  Reading  ^^^ 
mentioned,  I  ventured  to  make  an  app©^ 
to  the  House,  which  I  understood  to  ^ 
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favourably  respouded  to  from  both  sides 
of  the  House,  aud  it  was  that  there 
should  be  uo  disciissiou  ou  the  First 
Readings  of  Bills.  It  is  almost  unknown 
to  have  anything  in  the  nature  of  a  First 
R«adiug  discussion  on  the  introiluction 
of  private  Members'  Bills,  and  until  very 
recent  times  it  was  extremely  unusual  to 
raise  discussion  on  the  First  Reading  of 
Government  Bills  that  were  not  in  the 
proper  f»ense  of  the  term  highly  contro- 
yem&l,  like  the  Home  Rule  Bill  and  the 
Bill  for  the  repeal  of  the  Corn  Laws. 
Buls  of  the  character  now  proposed  it 
has  not  l)eeu  the  custom  to  discuss  on  the 
First  Reading.  The  House  has  suffered 
greatly  from  want  of  time  to  transact  its 
business,  and  to  make  a  practice  of  dis- 
cussing Bills  on  their  introduction  will 
have  a  prejudicial  effect.  I  am  not  speak- 
ing merely  in  the  interests  of  this  Go- 
Terument,  for  it  is  equally  in  the  interests 
of  both  sides  of  the  House  and  of  any 
Government  that  Bills  of  this  character 
rfiould  he  laid  on  the  Table  without  dis- 
cnssiou  and  that  debate  should  be 
deferred  to  the  Second  Reading.  In  the 
Interests  of  the  business  of  the  House  and 
of  all  parties  who  might  be  responsible 
^r  legislation,  I  venture  to  appeal  to  the 
Bouse  not  to  discuss  at  this  stage  a  Bill 
00  which  they  are  not  fundamentally 
divided. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over Square)  :  I  will  so  far  respond  to  the 
Appeal  which   the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
J^^  just  made  as  to  refrain  myself  from 
^"scussiug   the   Bill  at  this  stage.     It  is 
^^iie  the   Bill    was   introduced    last  year 
^^d  that  there  was  some  little  discussion 
^  pou  it,  but  I  would  remind  the  rij^ht  hon. 
^^  cuilemati    that    we    have    practically 
^^^'''^^i^l   discussion    on    two   statues    of 
-^^uij; — Qjj   going  into  Committee  and  on 
*^e  Report    stage.     Therefore,   we   can 
'^^^rcely  Ije  bound  by  the  procedure  in  the 
t^*^t  when   discussion    on    these   stajjes 
^  *s  allowed.      I    agree   generally  with 
^"at    the    right    hon.    Gentleman     has 
;J^teil,   but    I     make    this    reservation. 
*- here  were  good   reasons  last  year  for 
^>scus8iug  Bills  on  the  Motion  for  First 
*^^ding,    because   it    was    evident    that 
l^^se  Bills   were    introduced  mainly    to 
^how  the  intentions  and  indicate  the  pro- 
gi^mme  of  the  Government,  and  because 
here  was  no  prospect  of  the  Bills  roach- 
^  the  Secoud  lieading  stage.     There- 
^^%  the   First  Beading    was   the   only 


opportunity  the  Opposition  had  of  show- 
ing what  was  their  attitude  towards  the 
measures  of  the  Government.  This  is  a 
new  Session,  and,  without  being  autho- 
rised to  say  so,  I  venture  to  think  that, 
if  more  Bills  are  introduced  without  a 
prospect  of  their  being  brought  to  the 
Second  Reading,  it  will  be  the  duty  of 
the  Opposition  to  discuss  them  on  the 
First  Reading.  In  this  case  I  do  not 
wish  to  prolong  the  discussion  upon  the 
Bill  itself.  I  only  desire  to  enter  this 
caveat  as  regards  the  general  principle 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  have  no  wish  to  assume  an  unfriendly 
attitude  on  the  present  occasion. 

Mu.  WIIITMORE  (Chelsea)  said,  he 
wished  earnestly  to  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to 
allow  some  considerable  and  sufficient 
interval  between  the  First  and  Second 
Reading  to  enable  the  Local  Authorities 
of  London  to  consider  and  express  their 
opinions  on  the  Government  proposal. 
Although  there  was  some  little  discussion 
on  the  measure  last  year,  it  was  under- 
stood that,  in  consequence  of  the  pressure 
of  highly  controversial  business,  there 
was  a  great  likelihood  that  the  Bill  would 
be  dropped  after  the  Second  Reading,, 
and  therefore  it  did  not  receive  the  con- 
sideration it  required.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  rely  on  the  co- 
operation of  hon.  Members  in  pass- 
ins:  the  Bill  into  law,  but  he  must 
bear  in  mind  that  the  practical 
merit  of  the  measure  depended  on  its 
details,  which  were  necessarily  of  a  com- 
plex nature,  and  it  was  therefore  desir- 
able that  the  Local  Authorities  which  had 
practical  knowledge  of  the  subject 
should  have  ample  opi>ortnnity  of  con- 
sidering the  details  before  their  Repre- 
sentatives were  asked  to  give  an  opinion 
on  the  Second  Reading. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  wished  to  support  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea, 
for  he  very  much  doubted  whether  the 
Local  Authorities  were  so  well  acquainted 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  the 
rijjht  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Islington  had 
asked  some  very  pertinent  questions, 
and  he  regretted  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  hail  not  thought  fit  to 
give  any  answer,  which  he  might  have 
done  in  less  time  than  he  had  occupied  in 
stating  his  reasons  for  giving  none.     He 
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would  like  to  remind  tlie  Leader  of  the 
House,  too,  that  there  was  a.  great  deal  of 
difference  between  Government  Bills  and 
private  Members'  Bills.  Progress  with 
the  latter  could  practically  l>e  stopped 
by  any  Member  or  section  of  Members. 
Opportunities  for  rejecting  private  Mem- 
bers' Bills  were,  in  his  opinion,  ample ; 
but  Government  Bills  stood  in  a  more 
favourable  position,  and  he  there- 
fore thought  it  was  desirable  to  have 
a  discussion  on  the  First  Beadin<r. 
It  was  impossible  for  Members  to  be 
always  present  in  their  seats,  and,  there- 
fore, if  there  was  a  discussion  and  a  vote 
taken  immediately,  a  great  many  Mem- 
bers would  have  to  give  their  votes 
without  having  heard  that  discussion. 
They  were  told  that  most  of  the  districts 
in  the  Metropolis  were  favourable  to  the 
Bill,  which  was  not  surprising  consider- 
ing that  its  effect  would  be  to  reduce  the 
rates  in  most  parishes  and  to  increase 
them   in  a  few.       But   then   thev    had  \  resolution     and      sent    him    a    Petition 


which  not  only  entirely  altered  the 
management  of  the  Metropolis  generally, 
but  placed  it  upon  a  different  footing 
from  that  which  prevailed  in  other  large 
cities.  He  joined  in  expressing  regret 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  not 
thought  fit,  on  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill,  to  give  them  some  statement  as  to 
the  character  of  the  measure. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  would  express  a  hope  that  this  period 
of  consideration  would  not  be  too  long. 
This  was  the  same  Bill  as  the  Bill  of  last 
Session,  and  he  remembered  that  there 
was  a  large  amount  of  literature  which 
reached  him  from  the  Local  Authorities 
bearing  upon  it  in  the  shape  both 
of  Petitions  against  it  and  of 
recommendations  in  its  favour.  As 
far  as  Islington  was  concerned — [Mr. 
Bautley  :  South  Islington.]  No  ; — 
Islington  ;  he  spoke  for  the  whole  parish, 
for    the    Vestry    had    itself     passed     a 


to  consider  the  question  whether  it 
was  fair  to  a  district  which,  bv 
economy  and  prudent  management,  had 
kept  down  its  rates  that  it  should  not 
he  allowed  to  continue  to  derive  the  ad- 
vantages following  from  that  manage- 
ment. If  they  had  two  districts,  one  of 
which  ha<l  managed  its  affairs  with 
economy  and  care,  and  another  district 
which  had  not  been  so  fortunate  before 
they  made  a  prudent  district  contribute 
to  the  other,  they  ought  to  have  clear 
and  conclusive  reasons.  In  the  present 
case  no  such  reasons  had  been  given. 
There  might  be  considerable  safeguards 
in  the  Bill,  but  they  htul  not  been  indi- 
cated ;  and  it  was  quite  clear  that  unless 
there  were  some  safeguards  the  re- 
sult might  be  that,  although  there 
might  be  at  first  a  diminution  in  the 
rates  throughout  the  greater  part  of  the 
Metropolis,  the  sense  of  responsibility 
and  the  feeling  for  the  necessity  of 
economy  would  be  weakened  and  the 
rates  eventually  be  generally  in(;reasc(l. 
He  did  not  see  why  they  y^hould  stop  at 
the  Metropolis  in  this  matter.  Why  not 
allow  the  proposal  to  be  carried  out  in 
other  districts  ?  In  too  many  cases  they 
legislateil  for  the  Metropolis  in  a  hurry 
and  on  the  i^pur  of  the  moment.  Last 
Session,  with  no  notice  to  London,  w«'th 
no  opportunity  for  the  Local  Authorities 
to  consider  what  was  being  done,  this 
House    introducud    clauses    into    a   Bill 

Sir  J,  Lubbock 


in  favour  of  the  Bill — he  believed  they 
were  generally  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and 
that  it  would  help  them  to  do  what 
they  had  been  doing  steadily  ever  since 
the  London  Health  Act  was  ])assed  for 
the  benefit  of  its  own  district  and  the 
general  health  of  the  community,  and  it 
was  tlesired  that  the  measure  should 
receive  early  consideration.  Having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Se^ision  was 
of  doubtlul  duration  and  that  the  Bill 
was  introduced  last  Session  and  was  lost, 
and  inasmuch  as  he  was  prepared  to 
support  it  on  behalf  of  his  constituency, 
he  hoped  the  interval  would  not  be  too 
long. 

Mk.  JAMES  LOWTHER  (Kent, 
Thanet)  said,  he  did  not  want  to  go  into 
the  particular  merits  of  this  Bill,  which, 
apparently,  there  was  no  very  great 
desire  to  subject  to  exhaustive  discussion 
at  this  stage  ;  but  he  must  make  a  few 
remarks  with  reference  to  what  had 
fallen  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  to  the  general  ])rinciple 
of  the  House  reserving  to  itself 
the  right  to  discuss  measures  on 
the  motion  for  their  introductiou. 
He  must  remind  the  House  that  fonnerly 
there  were  five  stages  in  which  a  Public 
Bill  was  subjected  to  discussion  in  the 
House  as  to  its  ])rinciplcs — the  introduc- 
tion. Second  Reading,  the  Motion  for 
the  Speaker  to  leave  the  Chair,  the 
Motion   that   the   Bill,  as   amended,  be 
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considered,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
third  time.  While  those  ftve  opportuni- 
ties remained  it  was  usual  to  waive  the 
first  of  them,  and,  generally  speaking, 
in  dealing  with  Bills  of  a  not  very  con- 
tentious character,  it  was  usual  to  leave 
the  remaining  four  stages  for  the  discus- 
sion of  their  principles.  But  now  that 
the  opportunity  had  been  removed  from 
Members  of  discussing  the  principle  of 
a  Bill  except  upon  the  Second  and  Third 
Reading,  he  thought  the  House  had  been 
Tery  wise  in  reserving  to  itself  the  right 
which,  he  hoped,  it  was  distinctly  under- 
stood thev  did  reserve — to  discuss  Bills 
npon  the  Motion  for  their  introduction. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  and  Mr. 
Sfdnev  Buxton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  124.] 

CONCILIATION  BILL. 
MOTION*       FOR      LEAVE. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
or  TRADE  (Mr.  Muxdella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  I  ask  leave.  Sir,  to  *  intro- 
Aice  a  Bill  to  make  better  provision  for 
the  settlement  of  labour  disputes.  1 
think  it  may  be  regarded  almost  as  a 
non-contentious  measure  by  all  sections  of 
the  House.  [Mr.  J.  Lowtheu  :  What 
is  it  about  ?]  My  right  hon.  Friend  says 
he  does  not  know  what  it  is.  If  he  will 
tlW  me  I  will  supplement  what  I  have 
to  say  by  a  few  preliminary  remarks. 
This  Bill,  in  substance,  was  before  the 
House  la«t  Session,  but  I  shall  bo  very 
^py  to  state  to  the  House  shortly  the 
provisions  of  the  measure,  and  when  I 
l»ftve  done  that  I  hope  we  shall  allow  the 
Bill  to  proceed  as  rapidly  as  we  possibly 
**n  with  a  view  to  its  speedily  becoming 
'^^-  The  Bill  of  last  year  gave  no 
powers  of  initiative  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  but  the  present  Bill  does,  and  to 
^"*t  extent  it  differs  from  the  previous 
fi'll.    It  states  that — 

**  ^'here  a  difference  exists  or  is  apprehended 

**^^een  an  employer  or  any  class  of  employeis, 

^  Jjctween  tlLfferent  cIhhscs  of  workmen,'  the 

»'jarij  of  Trade  may,  if  they  think  fit,  exercise 

'"or  any  of  the  foUowiof^  jwwers  : — B'ii-st,  to 

*^<lQire  into  and  report  the  cause  of  the  differ- 
ence.- 

***en,  it  may  go  further  :  it  may  invite 


the  parties  •  to  meet ,  together  by  them- 
selves, or  throu«(h  their  representatives, 
under  the  presidency  of  a  chairman 
mutually  agreed  upon  or  nominated  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  with  a  view  to  an 
amicable  settlement  of  the  difference. 
That  is  precisely  following  the  lines  that 
were  taken  with  regard  to  the  coal  dis- 
pute last  year.  So  far,  that  is  an  addi- 
tion to  the  Bill  of  last  year.  The  Board 
of  Trade  may  also  take  the  initiative,  and 
where  there  seems  to  be  a  deadlock  may 
intervene  and  endeavour  to  bring  the 
parties  to<;ether  and  constitute  a  Board 
with  a  view  to  an  ami<rable  settlement. 
The  next  clause  is  simply  to  take  power 
to  appoint  a  conciliator  or  Board  of 
Conciliation  in  the  case  of  anv  difference. 
As  in  the  foregoing  section,  the  Board 
of  Tnule,  on  the  application  of  any  em- 
ployer or  workmen  interested,  and  after 
taking  into  consideration  the  circum- 
stances, may,  if  it  thinks  lit,  set  up  a 
Board  of  Conciliation  in  that  district  in 
order  to  deal  with  the  special  dispute. 
That  can  only  be  done,  as  in  the  Bill  of 
last  year,  on  application  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  either  by  the  employer  or  em- 
ployed. There  is  a  sub-section  which 
says — 

"  If  it  is  agreed  or  arranj^l " 

— this  ffoes  bevoud  conciliation — 

'*  to  refer  any  sui.-h  ilifference  to  a  person  ap- 
pointed by  the  Hoard  of  Trade,  or  to  two  or  more 
pei'sons,  one  of  wlioni  is  to  bo  appointed  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  the  Board  of  Trade  may,  if  it 
think  fit,  make  an  appointment  accordingly ;  " 

that  is  to  say,  the  Board  of  Trade  may 
appoint  an  arbitrator  ;  and  it  is  proposed 
that  it  shall  keep  a  list  of  persons  who 
are  willing  to  act  in  that  capacity. 
There  are  manv  men  at  this  moment  in 
England  who  for  the  last  20  years  have 
been  doino:  admirable  service  as  arbi- 
trators  or  umpires.  It  is  impossible  to 
over-estimate  the  value  of  those  services. 
Mr.  David  Dale,  for  example,  has  beeu 
engaged  in  this  work  for  more  than  a 
quarter  of  a  century,  and  has  done  the 
noblest  service  to  the  industries  of  the 
country.  So  has  Dr.  Spence  Watson, 
and  in  the  last  Report  he  presented  he 
stated  he  had  just  issued  his  oOth  award, 
and  that  never  in  a  single  instance  had 
any  award  been  disputed,  and  others  I 
might  mention — Sir  Rupert  Kettle  and 
Members  of  this  House — who  have  done 
excellent  service  in  this  way,  and  who,  I  am 
sure,  will  allow  their  names  to  be  placed 


915 


Conciliation 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


916 


on  a  roll,  or  a  list  of  bonouFi  as  meu  who 
are  willing  to  give  their  impartial  services 
for  the  promotion  of  conciliation.  I  see 
my  right  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  H.  James)  sitting  in  his  place. 
We  all  know  what  be  has  done  in  the 
shoe  trade  during  the  last  few  years,  his 
admirable  services,  and  the  success  with 
which  he  has  intervened  in  disputes 
in  Lancashire,  Leicestershire,  StafTord- 
shire,  Derbyshire,  and  Nottinghamshire  ; 
and  how  he  has  prevented  again  and 
again  the  most  serious  outbreaks  of  in- 
dustrial war,  so  to  speak,  in  that  great 
trade.  Clause  3  gives  power  to  aid  in 
the  establishment  of  Boards  of  Concilia- 
tion. In  any  districts  where  disputes  are 
frequent,  and  adequate  means  do  not 
exist  to  deal  with  them,  the  Board 
of  Trade  may  appoint  a  person  or 
persons  to  inquire  into  the  condi- 
tions of  the  mischief  and  to  confer 
with  the  employers  and  employed,  with  a 
view  to  aiding  and  assisting  the  bringing 
into  existence  of  a  Board  of  Conciliation. 
Practically,  the  object  of  this  Bill  may 
be  summed  up  as  a  Bill  to  call,  as  far  as 
possible.  Boards  of  Conciliation  into 
existence,  to  assist  their  organisation 
with  such  information,  and  such  Rules, 
Regulations,  and  methods  as  have  proved 
successful  in  the  past,  and  to  record  and 
publish  their  decisions.  It  is  part  of 
their  business  to  do  all  this  to  give  proof 
of  their  usefulness  and  to  enlist  intelli- 
gent public  opinion  on  their  side.  The 
fourth  clause  simply  provides  that  there 
shall  be  a  register  of  Conciliation  and 
Arbitrutiou  Boards  kept  by  the  Board  of 
Trade.  The  fifth  clause  requires  that 
there  shall  })e  an  annual  Report  made  to 
Parliament  of  the  work  of  these  in- 
stitutions. When  we  consider  the  vast 
mischief  accruing  to  the  industries  of 
this  country  from  labour  disputes,  I  think 
we  shall  all  agree  that  anything  that  can 
be  done  by  this  House  to  give  sanction, 
aid,  and  assistance  to  institutions  of  this 
kind  Avill  be  of  the  greatest  possible 
benefit.  The  number  of  disputes  re- 
corded by  the  Labour  Department  during 
1893  was  638,  involving  more  than 
600,000  persons.  Of  these,  o2o  ended 
during  the  year,  of  which  the  result  is 
known,  and  the  workmen  were  successful 
in  229  cases,  involving  400,000  persons; 
they  were  partly  successful  in  110  cases, 
involving  140,000  persons;  and  they 
"were  w^holly   unsuccessful    in   186  cases, 
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involving  about  70,000  persons.  It  is 
impossible  -to  consider  the  mischief 
that  was  caused  to  the  industries  of 
this  country  by  the  coal  dispute  of 
last  year  without  our  doing  whatever 
lies  in  our  power  to  minimise  such  evils. 
The  mischiefs  which  accrued  from  that 
dispute  did  not  terminate  when  the  dis- 
pute was  ended.  We  know  that  our 
supremacy  in  industries  is  no  longer  in 
dispute.  We  have  fierce  foreign  com-l 
petition.  We  cannot  afford  these  in- 
dustrial wars.  The  effect  of  them  is  that 
our  competitors  find  new  customers,  and 
trade  once  diverted  into  a  new  channel 
does  not  easily  revert  to  the  old  one.  At 
least  we  lose  some  of  it,  and  our  people 
in  consequence  suffer  miseries,  starvation^ 
and  a  load  of  debt,  which  are  always  the 
consequence  of  long-continued  strikes. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London  (Sir  J.  Lub- 
bock) has  a  Bill  before  the  House  on 
behalf  of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce,  and 
I  know  he  desjres  larger  compulsory 
powers,  to  take  evidence  on  oath,  and  to 
compel  the  production  of  books,  &c. 
When  we  come  to  the  Second  Reading 
I  hope  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  the  desirability  of  extending* 
the  Bill,  or  otherwise  ;  but  I  am  quite  snre 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  object  is  the 
same  as  that  of  the  Government — ^to 
facilitate,  as  far  as  possible,  the  introduc- 
tion of  pacific  measures  rather  than  in- 
dustrial war,  and  to  minimise  the  mis- 
chief which  at  present  results  from  strife- 
between  capital  and  labour. 

^Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

"That  Leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
make  better  provision  for  the  settlement  of 
Labour  Disputes." — (J/r.  MviidtUaS) 

3iK.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
said,  he  was  very  glad  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  had  enlarged  the  scope  oi 
his  Bill  as  compared  with  what  it  wa« 
when  introduced  last  vear,  and  he  should 
be  very  glad  to  co-operate  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  making  it  as  effectif© 
as  possible.  He  had  had  some  experi* 
ence  in  this  matter.  He  hoped,  however^ 
that  facilities  would  be  given  for  discuss- 
ing the  broader  question  put  forward  ui 
the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  GentlenMBi 
(Sir  J.  Lubbock),  because,  after  all,  til* 
Bill  of  the  Government  was  onlj  * 
tentative  measure.  They  wanted  tog* 
a   little   further.     They    wanted  to  pn^ 
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into  motion  two  Acts  of  Pariiameut 
already  on  the  Statute  Book,  neither  of 
which,  for  some  reason  or  other,  had  ever 
been  applied  to  labour  disputes.  But 
anjthiDg  that  could  be  done  to  induce 
both  employers  and  employed  to  settle 
their  differences  by  a  system  of  concilia- 
tion—and, if  that  failed,  by  arbitration — 
would  certainly  receive  his  support. 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  he  would  like 
to  lia J  a  few  words  in  answer  to  what  the 
right  bou.  Gentleman  had  said  as  to  the 
Bill  of  last  year  being  treated  as  con- 
tentious. 

Mr.  mux  dell  a  :  1  beg  pardon  ; 
I  made  no  statement  about  the  Bill  of 
hut  jear  being  treated  as  contentious. 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeih,  Brixton)  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleniau  had  stated  that  he  hoped  this 
Bill  would  not  be  considered  coutentious. 
[Mr.  MuNDELLA  :  Hear,  hear  I]  He 
thought  that  observation  meant  that  the 
Bill  of  last  year  was  treated  as  contcn- 
tbas.  He,  for  one,  pleaded  guilty  to 
hamg  used  the  ordinary  Forms  of  the 
House  to  prevent  that  Bill  being  taken 
MaD  unseemly  hour  because  he  and  his 
friends  thought  it  only  touched  the 
Uogeof  a  great  question, and  bethought 
tbt  this  Bill  now  was  of  very  much  the 
■une  nature.  He  himself  believed  that 
the  same  gooil  work  that  had  been  done 
W  gentlemen  in  the  past,  to  whom 
fusion  had  Ix^en  made,  could  be  done  in 
tiift  future  without  Act  of  Parliament  at 
*U.  He  complained  that  the  Govern- 
^Qt,  in  dealing  with  this  question,  had 
fitted  all  power  of  making  the  decision 
I'tbeHoanl  of  Conciliation  binding  \\\w\\ 
ftlher  jmrty.  Yet  without  such  a  power 
tht  Bill  would  l>e  absolutely  useless. 
Tie  question  had  been  very  carefully 
^onsideretl,  and  had  been  gone  iuto  very 
^tliv  by  the  Labour  Commissiou,  and  it 
appeared  to  him  that  it  would  l>e  far 
"*tterfor  both  parties  if  the  Government 
^cold  wait  until  the  Report  of  that 
^lumission  had  been  issued  before  pro- 
ving far  with  the  present  Bill. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  he  regretted 
^  much  as  the  uoble  Lord  who  had  just 
*poken  that  there  was  no  power  con- 
^'ned  in  the  Bill  which  would  make  the 
*^ard  of  the  CoocUiatiou  Board  binding, 
fie  fully  tMiw  how  difficult  it  would  be 
^  carry  this  out  iu  ftll  cases,  but  he  be- 


lieved that  many  disputes  would  occur 
in  which  both  sides  would  be  willing  to 
agree  to  such  a  provision.  He  suggested 
that  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
should  be  taken  at  an  early  date.  It 
was  essentially  a  non-contentious  mea- 
sure, and,  therefore,  no  great  time  need 
be  occupied  over  it.  His  other  objection 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as  they  now 
stood  was  that  they  did  UQt  go  far 
enough.  When  the  proper  time  came 
he  believc^l  thev  would  be  able  to 
satisfy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
there  was  a  strong  desire  on  the  part  of 
both  employer  and  employed  throughout 
the  country  to  have  stronger  powers  than 
those  suggested  in  the  Bill.  The  Bill  as 
now  brought  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
(gentleman  would  not  effect  very  much, 
and,  all  things  considered,  he  thought  it 
would  be  desirable  to  have  a  Committee 
appointed  on  the  subject  to  take  a  certain 
amount  of  evidence.  He  urged  the  Go- 
vernment to  take  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill  at  an  early  date  and  to  refer  the 
measure  to  a  Select  Committee,  in  order 
that  the  whole  question  might  be 
thoroughly  gone  into. 

•Sill  A.  ROLLIT  asked  whether  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Traile  would 
be  willing  to  refer  the  Bill,  backed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  J.Lub- 
bock), himself  and  others,  and  promoted 
by  the  London  Conciliation  Board,  to  the 
same  Committee,  so  that  the  suggestions 
contained  iu  it  might  have  full  con- 
sideration ?  He  was  quite  prepared  to 
admit  that  some  of  the  present  proposals 
were  improvements,  but  he  suggested  for 
the  consideration  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  how  the  appoint- 
ment of  an  arbitrator  was  to  be 
of  practical  value  unless  there  was 
some  means  of  carrying  out  and  on- 
forcing  his  awards.  If  tlie  parties 
agreed  that  an  arbitrator  should  be 
appointed,  surely  it  might  be  assumed 
that  they  would  not  object  to  his  award 
being  made  the  final  determination  of 
the  matter.  The  power  to  administer  an 
oath  to  witnesses,  in  order  to  se(*ure  the 
truth,  and  to  summons  witnesses,  were  also 
subjects  for  the  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suggested  by  the  experi- 
ence of  the  London  Conciliation  Board. 

Mk.  STUART-WORTLEV  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  asked  whether  it  was 
desirable  to  deal  with  this  subject  by 
Bill   at   all  ?     He  doubted  whether  the 
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right  hoD.  Gentleman  could  show  that 
the  Bill  enabled  him  to  do  anything 
which  he  could  not  do  already.  He 
would  probably  say,  as  he  said  last  year, 
that  for  what  he  proposed  to  do  he 
wanted  to  have  some  kind  of  Parliamen- 
tary sanction.  But  in  order  to  get  that 
sanction  it  was  not  necessary  to  subject 
this  grave  and  important  question  to  the 
delays  and  difficulties  incident  to  legisla- 
tion. A  Vote  in  the  Estimates  to  meet 
the  necessary  expenses  of  conducting  the 
inquiries  and  making  the  appointments 
would  have  secured  ail  the  Parliamentary 
sanction  desired.  That  course  had  been 
adopteil  in  regard  to  the  appointment  of 
Labour  Correspondents,  and  ho  did  not 
see  whv  it  should  not  have  been  taken 
last  year  in  connection  with  this  sub- 
ject. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  V>rought  in  by  Mr. 
Mundella,  Mr.  Secretary  Asquith,  and 
Mr.  Burt. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time. 
[Bill  125.] 

ORDER    OF     THE    DAW 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and   Question  proposed, 
That    Mr.    Deputy    Speaker   do    now 
leave  the  Chair." 


<( 


CIVIL  SERVICE. -RESOLUTION. 

Mk.  W.  field  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 

rose  to  move — 

•*  That,  it  is  desirable  to  rccniit  the  First 
Division  of  the  Civil  Service  by  promotion 
from  the  Second  Division." 

In  submitting  the  Motion  he  said  be  did 
not  represent  a  Civil  Service  constituency, 
nor  was  be  aware  that  anv  such  con- 
stituency  existed,  but  be  and  those  hon. 
Members  who  bad  promised  to  support 
the  Motion  were  actuated  only  by 
adherence  to  the  prinoij)le  of  general 
utility  which  ought  to  be  the  niiiinsprin* 
of  political  action  both  inside  and 
outside  the  House.  It  was  strenuouslv 
asserted  that  the  written  promises  and 
implied  contracts  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Civil  servants  bad  not  been 
fairly  carried  out,  and  if  any  reasonable 
doubt  remained  at  the  present  time  as  to 
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the  conditions  of  engagement  and  pro- 
mises, surely  the  time  had  come  when  a 
clear  and  definite  understanding  should 
be  arrived  at.     This  great  branch  of  the 
Public  Service  for  which  he  spoke  ought 
not    to    l>e    conducted     on    haphazard 
chances  or  in  irregular  proceedings  such 
as  undoubtedly  had  occurred  in  the  pro- 
motion and  changes  since  1870,  when 
the  pernicious  system  of  patronage  was 
abolished  and    open    competition   intro- 
duced instead.      A  quarter  of  a  century 
ought  to  be  a  sufficient  period  of   time 
for  successive  Governments  to  have  made 
up   their  minds  as  to  the  best  plan  of 
governing  the  Civil  Service.       He  had 
brought  forward  this  Motion  in  conse- 
quence   of    attending     an    enthusiastic 
meeting  in  Exeter  Hall,  and  be  took  up 
the  question  entirely  on  its  merits.  The 
fact  of  such  a  meeting  l)eing  held  showed 
that  the  gentlemen  concerned  were  not 
afraid  to  appeal  to  public  opinion  ;  yet, 
at    the    same    time,    be   thought   that 
matters  of  that  kind  could  l)e  carrie<l  too 
far.     But  public  opinion   should  be  the 
breath  of  the  law  ;  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment sought  to  evade  discussion  of  the 
points  which    would  be  raised    in   this 
Debate,  then  he   submitted    thev  must 
have  a  case  which  would  not  l)ear  dis- 
cussion.    At  the  meeting  to  which  he 
referred   the  Member  for  South  Isling- 
ton was  in  the  Chair,  about   two  dozen 
Members    of  this    House    of    different 
Parties   were   present,  and   co-operated 
in    ventilating    the    grievances  of    the  , 
Civil   servants,    whilst  many  a[M)logies  • 
were      received      from      other     Mem-  i 
bers,    and    also    from     Civil    servaoH 
from    all    parts,    who,    while  regretting 
their  inability  to  attend,  expressed  their 
sympathy  with  the  objects  of  the  meet- 
ing.     He     should     mention    that    tba 
meeting  invited    analytical    examinatioi 
of  the  complaints  put  forward.    In  view 
of  such  a  great  demonstration,  and  the 
importance  of  the  interests  involveil,  the 
matter  could  not  be  lightly  minimised  by 
the  Government  officials  who  were  con« 
cerned.     This  was  a  great  question  oou* 
corning  the  administration  of  the  country; 
it  was  a  matter  of   Imperial  magnitu<l^ 
and  if   ignored  might  tend  to  imi>air  thi 
efficiency  of    the  a<l ministration   in  th* 
most   important    Departments    charged 
with  responsibility.    The  Service  shooU 
be  contented  and    satisfie<i  to  l)e  c<hb* 
pletoly  efficient,    and    this    satisfactioB 
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could  be  easily  liccomplished,  as  the  claims 
of  the  SecoDii  Division  were  fouuded  oo 
justice  and  reason.  The  first  resohition 
at  the  meeting  protested  against  the  un- 
fair treatment  which  had  heen  accorded 
to  the  Second  Division  by  the  permanent 
authorities,  who,  notwithstanding  the  re- 
commendations of  tiie  Ridley  Commission, 
aod  repeated  promises  of  the  Treasury 
both  in  and  outof  rarliameut,persistently 
igtiored  the  claims  of  tiie  Second  Division 
to  promotion  to  tlie  First  Division,  filling 
such  appointments  from  without  instead 
of  by  promotion  from  within  the  Service  ; 
whilst  the  second  resolution  protested 
against  the  delay  of  the  Treasury  in 
dealing  with  the  other  points  referred  to 
u  the  Memorial  of  last  vear.  The  cou- 
tention  of  the  Second  Division  clerks 
WIS  not  for  more  monev,  but  thev  asketl 
that  the  conditions  under  which  they 
Mtered  the  Service  should  be  faithfully 
•kien'ed,  and  thev  were  able  to  advance 
daimif  to  show  that  the  highest 
posts  now  given  to  young  untrained 
■en  outside  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  trained  officials  who  were  in 
Ae  Public  Service.  The  House  of 
Cnnmons  had  l>een  most  reluctantly 
cknen  as  tlio  tribunal  of  ap{)eal.  Memo- 
nib  Bent  through  the  usual  official  chau- 
uk  to  the  Treasury  pniying  for  redress 
kd  remained  unanswered,  and,  therefore, 
it  had  become  necessary  to  appeal  to 
JWliameot,  us  no  other  channel  remained 
•pen  to  the  gentlemen  of  the  Second 
firision,  numl)ering  3,500 — and  whose 
tanbers  would  probably  be  augmented 
[to 5,000  in  a  few  years — and  to  respect- 
'toj  submit  and  urge  that  the  requisition 
pkced  in  the  hands  of  each  candidate  for 
*  Second  Division  clerkship,  stating  that 
^ider  certain  circumstances  he  might 
^k  for  promotion  after  eight  years'  ser- 
vice, should  1k3  adhered  to.  They  main- 
^'aed  that  this  condition  had  not  been 
'wally  or  justly  carried  out.  In  a  Trea- 
■^irj  Letter  of  the  19th  June,  1881,  dcal- 
*i^g  with  the  question  of  the  number 
^  Second  Division  Clerks  promoted  to 
'the  First  Division,  the  Lords  of  the 
*tiea>iurv  stated — 


Although  the  number  of  Second   Division 

promote<l  to  the  First    Division    must 

ijHB  \nsiT  a  small  proportion  to  the  number 

.  so  promoteil,  it  i«  not  necessary  that  they 

fekl  }3e  an  insigniiicant  proportion  to  the 
„t  Division.  On  the  contrary,  my  Lonis 
^tJi  forwani  to  tliat  Divinion  Vieinj^  largrely  re- 
M«Duhed  in  certain  Departments  from  the  best 
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members  of  the  Second  Division.  It  will  pro- 
]>ably  always  be  necessary  to  reserve  a  power 
of  direct  appointment  to  the  First  Division  ; 
but  there  are  many  Departments  in  which  this 
power  newl  not,  so  far  as  my  Lonis  cnu  foresee, 
\)C  exercised  habitually  or  even  frefiuently. 
Promotion  from  the  Secon<l  to  the  First  Divi- 
sion may  therefore  fairly  Ik»  considered  as  a 
legitimate  aspiration  for  the  8ui)erior  members 
of  the  former." 

He  contended  that  that,  to  a  certain 
extent,  prove<l  the  case  he  had  laid  down. 
Again,  it  could  not  be  asserted  that  there 
was  an  iusufficieut  number  of  eligible 
second-class  men  to  furnish  the  necessary 
recruits  for  the  First  Division.  The 
Ridley  Commission  reported  very  highly 
of  their  ability,  and  one  memlKjr  of  that 
Commission,  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston, 
declared  that  they  were  of  as  good  stuff 
as  any  of  the  First  Division,  whilst  the 
examiners  «nd  heads  of  Departments 
bore  eloquent  testimony  to  their  ability. 
On  the  Gth  of  Februarv  of  last  vear  the 
Secretary  for  War,  in  reply  to  a  ques- 
tion, admitted  that  in  his  Office  he  had 
men  fit  for  promotion,  but  said  that  a 
compact  between  the  Treasury  and  the 
WarOftice  prevented  this  })romotion.  He 
wouhl  like  to  know  if  there  was  any 
reason  to  believe  there  was  a  similar 
compact  in  force  throughout  the  Civil 
Service  where  the  heads  of  the  Depart- 
ments had  made  recommendations  for  pro- 
motion which,  as  a  result  of  unwritten 
negotiations,  had  been  for  some  time 
withdrawn  ?  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  would  probably  ruply  chat  a 
large  number  of  promotions  had  been 
made  from  the  Second  Division.  A 
Return  was  rendered  in  Februarv  last 
which  showeil  that  some  109  promotions 
were  made  to  the  First  Division,  and  to 
the  intermediate  division  between  that 
and  the  Second  Division.  Hut  was  it 
fair  to  term  them  the  First  Division  pro- 
motions when  a  lar^^e  number  were  really 
not  to  the  First  Division  r  He  would 
like  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  to  say 
what  j)romotions  had  been  given  to  the 
Second  Division  in  the  Treasury  itself, 
in  the  War,  the  Colonial,  Home,  Foreign, 
Education,  Charity  Commissioners,  and 
Post  Office  Departments.  He  would  also 
like  to  know  the  number  of  direct 
appointments  from  the  outside  to  the 
First  Division  since  the  Rejmrt  of  the 
Ridlev  Commission.  He  believed  that 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  stated  on  the 
I8tli  Deceml)er  last  that,  while  there  had 
been    only    three    promotions    from    the 
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Second  Division  to  the  First  Division 
since  the  date  of  the  Ridley  Commission 
Report,  19  had  been  appointed  from  out- 
side. He  was  informed  that  that  was 
not  the  entire  truth,  but  that  56,  and  not 
19,  such  direct  appointments  had  been 
made.  Nineteen  of  these  had  been  ad- 
mitted into  Class  1.  under  examination, 
leaving  37  which  had  not  been  accounted 
for.  The  Second  Division  clerks  con- 
tended that  every  class  of  superior  clerk- 
ship was  regarded  bj  them  as  their 
natural  inheritance,  and  they  further 
submitted  that  every  young  untrained 
man  who  entered  by  such  means  as  those 
to  which  he  bad  reverted  filled  up  a 
place  which  ought  to  be  occupied  by 
themselves,  who  hajil  been  trained  in  the 
business  of  their  own  Departments.  The 
Ridley  Commission  declared  that  it  was 
unnecessary  to  bring  in  young  men  into 
Class  I.,  and  in  their  Second  Report  they 
stated — 
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"  We  think  the  tloora  of  promotion  to  all  the 
upper  posts  shouhl  Ixi  ojjen  to  any  clerk  who 
shows  that  he  possesses  the  necessary  qualifica- 
tions for  discharginj^  the  duties  of  the  posi- 
tion." 

That  was  a  recommendation  which,  coming 

from    such    a    quarter,  was  deserving  of 

serious  consideration.  The  Commissioners 

further  stated    that   the    prizes    of    the 

Service   should   be  open    to   exceptional 

fitness,    and     tbev    advised    that    some 

definite  and  clear  scheme  of  promotion 

should  be  formulated.  Probably,  at  some 
times  it  might  be  possible  that  a  gentle- 
man could  not  be  found  in  one  particular 
office  to  suit  the  appointment  vacant, 
but  surely  out  of  3,500  gentlemen  an 
etficient  and  capable  officer  could  be 
found  without  bringing  in  outsiders.  In 
the  various  ranks  of  the  Second  Division 
there  were  men  fit  to  occupy  the  highest 
positions  in  the  Service,  whilst  most  of 
the  eminent  men  who  now  filled  with  the 
utmost  ability  the  various  responsil)le 
positions  under  the  Crown  were  those 
who  had  climbed  from  the  lowest  to  the 
highest  rung  of  the  ladder.  This  was 
not  a  Party  question,  but  a  question  of 
the  efficiency  of  the  Public  Service  of 
this  great  Empire,  which  was  deserving 
of  the  most  careful  consideration.  He 
hoped  he  should  receive  a  sympathetic 
as  well  as  a  definite  and  clear  statement 
of  what  >vould  bo  done  with  regard  to 
these  promotions  in  the  future,  or  other- 

Mr.  ff.  Field 


wise  be  should  be  compelled  to  press  th< 
matter  to  a  Division. 

•Captain  NORTON  (Newington,W; 
seconded  the  Motion  from  the  firm  con- 
viction that  it  was  undesirable  in  the 
interest  of  the  country  that  a  large  bodj 
of  public  servants,  numbering  some 
3,o0lo,  and  who  would  probably  even- 
tually number  5,000,  should  continue  k 
perform  their  duties  while  feeling  upon 
the  one  hand  aggrieved,  and  upon  the 
other  hand  filled  with  chronic  discontent 
It  might  be  asked  whether  he,  haying 
for  a  number  of  years  served  where  gretl 
weight  was  attached  to  discipline,  thoogbt 
it  desirable  in  the  interests  of  the  poWl 
that  certain  bodies  in  the  Public  Servid 
should  combine  for  the  purpose  of  brinf^ 
ing  tbeir  grievances  to  the  House.  Ai 
a  broad  rule  he  did  not ;  but  when  1m 
found  that  a  body  of  public  servanli 
had  their  Memorials  unceremoniooflllj 
consigned  to  the  waste-paper  bAskel^ 
without  the  common  courtesy  of  I 
reply  ;  when  he  found  they  baH 
been  refused  permission  to  approMl 
the  heads  of  Departments  bymeauBjl 
deputations,  and  had  had  recourse  to 
columns  of  the  public  Press,  and 
none  of  these  courses  had  procured 
smallest  redress,  then  he  was  pre] 
to  exonerate  them  completely  from 
desire  to  overthrow  discipline  when 
came  to  this  House  as  the  final  Coaiii 
Appeal.  What  was  the  demand  of 
Second  Division  clerks  ?  It  was 
demand  for  higher  salaries  or  8h< 
hours,  but  a  demand  for  fair  play, 
was  a  demand  that  the  conditions 
whicb  they  entered  the  Public 
should  be  neither  minimised  nor  mil 
strued,  but  loyally  adhered  to,  and  theyj 
ther  demanded  that  the  recommendj 
contained  in  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  should  be  faithfullv 
out.  It  was  acknowledged  that 
each  candidate  for  a  clerkship  in 
Second  Division  presented  himself 
examination  a  paper  was  passed  intoi 
hands  which  left  the  impression 
his  mind — and  which  it  was  si 
was  the  impression  the  Govei 
intended  to  convev — that  if  to  conl 
industry  and  uprightness  of  charact 
added  a  certain  amount  of  ability 
rior  to  that  of  the  other  clerks  he 
reasonably  hope  at  the  expirati( 
eight  years  to  be  promoted  to  the 
Division.     How  had  successive  A< 
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tntions  dealt  with  the  Second  Division 
derks,  who  had  heen  led  to  believe  that 
tiie  First  Division  should  be  largely 
r^enished  from  the  Second  ?  It  was 
mM  that  107  appointments  bad  been 
Bade  from  the  Second  Division  to  the 
Firat,  or  to  posts  higher  than  the  Second, 
bat  when  investigated  tbej  were  found 
to  be  promotions  only  in  name.  It  was 
idfliitted,  in  reply  to  a  question  in  this 
House,  that  only  three  promotions  had 
laen  made  from  the  Second  Class  to  the 
^'Ast,  whereas  19  promotions  had  been 
Mde  from  the  outside,  and  this  was  not 
the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing 
tat  the  truth.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  66 
fnnotions  were  made  from  the  outside 
I  If  Beans  of  first-class  examinations  and 
methods,  and  the  Second  Class 
[.itata  considered  themselves  aggrieved 
\hiSm  matter,  because  they  looked  upon 
[iB  {romotions  which  were  made  from 
[fc  oatside — that  was,  when  inexpe- 
untried,  and  untrained  men  were 
It  into  the  Service  over  their 
an  infringement  of  their  Icgi- 
rights.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
would  perhaps  tell  them  what  pro- 
had  been  made  in  all  the  great 
Offices  since  the  recommenda- 
of  the  Ridley  Commission.  No 
could  be  made  that  the  Second 
m  did  not  produce  a  sufficient 
of  men  suited  for  promotion, 
as  the  Member  for  Dublin  had 
out,  the  Secretary  for  War  had 
that  in  his  Department  there 
men  suitable  for  promotion,  but 
he  was  unable  to  carry  out  the 
;t  owing  to  an  arrangement  which 
been  agreed  upon  between  the  Trea- 
mnd  the  War  Office.  To  him,  as  a 
d,  there  would  seem  to  be  some- 
of  a  social  question  at  the  bottom 
this,  and  as  if  it  was  a  case  of  birth 
not  worth,  or  rather  of  money,  for, 
all,  to  a  great  extent,  a  University 
liion  and  high  educational  examina- 
18  meant  a  case  of  money  and  not 
ins.  The  fact  that  many  of  the  men 
came  up  for  the  examinations  of 
First  Class  Division  were  University 
Inates  had  been  dwelt  upon,  but  as  a 
^r  of  fact  there  were  many  Uni- 
litj  graduates  among  the  Second 
»ioD  clerks,  and  graduates,  too,  of  a 
>ersitj  whose'  corriculum  for  the 
■  degree  was  higher  than  any  other — 
aelj,  the  Vtdvenitj  of  London.    The 


question  of  competitive  examinations 
had  been  spoken  of.  Familiar  as  he  was 
with  University  and  many  other  forms 
of  examination  he  should  not  attempt 
to  belittle  examinations.  Competitive 
examinations  were  excellent  tests  as  com- 
pared with  favouritism  and  similar 
methods.  They  were  the  best  test  known 
for  untried,  untrained,  and  inexperienced 
men,  but  were  a  very  poor  test  as  com- 
pared with  the  test  of  a  man  having  per- 
formed satisfactorily  for  many  years  the 
verv  duties  which  these  candidates  were 
about  to  learn.  It  was  asked  why  did  not 
the  Second  Division  clerks  present  them- 
selves for  examination  ?  Many  of  them 
for  the  very  cogent  reason  that  they 
were  already  beyond  the  age  limit.  Was 
it  fair  to  expect  that  a  public  servant, 
after  toiling  for  years  at  seven  hours  each 
day,  could  enter  a  competitive  examina- 
tion on  anything  like  equal  terms  with  a 
young  man  fresh  from  a  University,  and 
having  every  hour  of  the  day  practically 
at  his  own  disposal  ?  It  was  demanding 
a  double  test  from  the  Second  Division 
clerks.  It  was  as  if  the  Military 
Authorities  were  to  tell  a  man  who  had 
entered  the  ranks,  and  by  long  service, 
good  conduct,  and  practical  experience  in 
the  various  duties  of  the  profession,  had 
worked  his  way  up  througli  the  non- 
commissioned grades,  and  had  arrived  at 
the  point  to  be  promoted  to  a  commission, 
that  he  should  compete  in  the  complicated 
and  difficult  examination  demanded  of 
candidates  from  Sandhurst.  It  was  un- 
fair to  ask  the  Second  Division  clerks  to 
perform  their  duties  on  the  one  hand,  and 
to  prepare  for  the  examination  on  the 
other.  He  regretted  to  say  that  there 
was  a  tendency  recently  to  take  the 
Second  Division  men  off  the  first-class 
work  and  put  them  on  the  lower  work, 
and  when  their  tiu*n  came  for  promotion 
to  tell  them  they  were  not  fit  to  perform 
the  work  which  they  had  been  performing 
when  First  Division  clerks  were  ah -cut. 
That  was  scarcely  straightforward  treat- 
ment ;  indeed,  he  might  say  it  was  a 
subterfuge.  Again,  it  was  not  an  un- 
common thing  for  the  heads  of  the 
Departments  when  they  found  an  aspir- 
ing, zealous,  and  superior  young  man  to 
recommend  hini  for  promotion.  Rut  the 
heads  of  the  Departments  knew  that  in 
doing  that  they  were  taking  part  in  a 
screaming  farce,  because  the  recommen- 
dation was  not  worth  the  paper  it  was 
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written  on,  for,  as  tlie  Secretary  for  War 
bad  said,  there  were  many  meu  in  the 
Department  fit  for  promotion,  but  he  was 
not  fthle  to  promote  them  owiug  to  the 
fact  that  an  arraugeraent  existed  between 
the  Treasury  and  the  War  Office. 

The  chancellor  of  tre  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcoort,  Derby) 
was  understood  to  say  that  the  Treasury 
had  mode  concessions  to  the  Bccoud 
Divisiou  clerks  in  liie  matter  of  pro- 
motion. 

•CiPTAix  NORTON  said,  that  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  was 
tnie,  and  yet  was  not  true.  The  Second 
Division  clerks  liad  been  given  to  under- 
stand that  they  would  be  promoted  to 
the  First  Diviaion,  and  then  the  First 
Division  was  largely  reduced  wiihout 
any  adequate  compensntiou  been  given 
to  the  Second  Class  clerks.  All  the 
Second  Class  clerks  had  had  from  the 
Treasury  was  their  sympathy.  That 
sympathy  was  a  very  valuable  thing,  no 
doubt,  but  the  Secoud  Class  clerks  would 
appreciate  it  more  if  it  showed  itself  in 
providing  a  certain  nnmher  of  promo- 
tions. The  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbury)once  said  that  the  Ridley 
Commission  recommended  that  the  gulf 
which  divided  the  First  Division  from 
the  Second  Division  should  be  bridged 
over.  But  ever  since  the  Ridley  Com- 
mission the  Government  had  been  doing 
everything  to  widen  the  gulf.  They 
heanl  a  great  deal  about  legitimate  aspi- 
rations. Jt  was  said  that  every  Second 
Diviaion  clerk  on  entering  the  Service 
carried  in  his  knapsack  the  proverbial 
Marshal's  baton  ;  but  when  lie  placed  his 
foot  on  the  first  rang  of  the  ladder  of  pro- 
motion new,  raw  recruits,  who  en- 
listed under  different  conditions,  jostled 
him  out  of  his  place.  The  Govern- 
ment should  understand  in  this  matter 
that  honesty  was  the  best  policy.  Some 
time  ago  it  was  the  custom  to  cap- 
ture recruits  for  the  Military  Service 
by  representing  that  they  would  be  paid 
Is.  per  day,  hut  the  recruits  soon  found 
out  there  were  bo  many  arbitrary  de- 
ductions from  the  Is.  that  they  did  not 
get  half  the  sum.  The  result  was  a 
falling-off  in  recruits.  But,  latterly,  the 
authorities  had  modified  their  system  of 
deception  with  very  good  results.  Surely, 
the  Goverumeut  must  know  that  they 
could  no  more  succeed  in  deceiving  the 
Civil  servant  than  the  soldier.  He 
Mr.  JV,  Field 


would  call  upon  the  Government  to  act 
up  to  their  ple«lgeB,  and  discontinue  the 
present  system  which  was  crushing  all 
hope  out  of  the  hearts  of  the  Second 
Division  clerke,  by  bringing  in  over  their 
heads  those  untried  and  untrained  men. 
There  were  two  courses  open  to  the 
Government.  They  could  either  revert 
to  the  original  system  under  which  all 
started  at  scratch  and  even  weights, 
instead  of  some,  as  now,  being  lisndi- 
capped  to  such  a  degree  that  they  were 
practically  weighted  off"  the  course  of 
promotion.  The  old  system  had  giv«D 
the  best  officials  the  country  could  desire. 
Under  it,  the  heads  of  Departmenta 
entered  the  Service  by  one  singla 
channel,  and  worked  their  way  up  froDl' 
the  bottom  to  the  top.  But  if  tba 
Government  did  not  revert  to  the  old 
system,  they  could  settle  the  matter  1^ 
giving  the  Second  Division  clerks  • 
certain  proportion  of  the  promotion^—' 
say  one-half  ;  and  undertaking  that,  in  ' 
the  event  of  it  being  considered 


DivisHM^ 
be  gimC 


adequate  compensation   would 

to  the  Second  Division  clerks  for  havi 

their    chances    of    promotion 

Until  some  such  course  was  followed 

the  Government   great  discontent  w( 

continue  in  the  Service  ;  and    it  wm 

account  of  that  firm  c< 

called  upon  the  Government,  in  the  h 

rests  of  justice,  efRciency,  and  ec( 

to  deal   fairly   and    honestly    wit 

Second  Division  clerks. 

Amendment    proposed,   to    Ieai 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 

"  It  ia  desirable  to  reemit  the  First  Dtriii 
of  the  Civil  Service  by  promotion  froio 
Second  Division,"— (.Vr.  fVw,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  tlie  wot 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  ll 
Question," 
•The  SECRETARY  to  the  TBK 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbeht,  OldhM 
In  rising  to  reply  to  the  observations  n 
by  the  Mover  and  Secondei^  of  1 
Resolution,  I  do  not  wish  to  find  fl 
with  them  in  any  way  for  the  mo4 
which  they  have  brought  forward 
question,  because  1  admit  re«dily  1 
the  Second  Division  clerks  have  loif ' 
what  they  consider  to  be  a  griem 
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We  heuil  of  it  in  thin  House  lt>8t  year. 
We  know  that  tbey  have  given  iiltcmnve 
to  it  U  meetiugs  in  ExetcrHull,  nud  tliey 
htre  ))rou<^lit  it  before  mauy  Membcrii  of 
Pkrliaraeut.  I  will  oat  nay  tlmt  tbey 
h»d  no  right  to  attompt  to  iiiHiionce 
UemberH  Id  their  favour,  but  1  think  it 
Tcrj  doubtful  whetlier  tlieir  attcinpta 
ihould  have  been  as  vigorous  as  Uiey 
bve  been.  I  do  not  refer  to  tlie  Second 
Division  clerke  only,  but  also  to  other 
ins  wiio  are  iu  tlie  employmeut  of 
Govcrnmeut  and  who  iiso  their 
tdaenee  on  Members  of  Piirliament  with 
tte  object  of  getting  their  dcmandH 
Uoogbt  before  the  House  of  Cnininons 
irimi  tbey  might  have  their  ca^ca  treated 
iiuother  and  more  satisfactory  way,  I 
"wSl  ny  at  once  that  tlie  Treasury  have 
Mfenpied  to  act,  in  connection  with  the 
SKOod  Division  clerks  and  the  igncstion 
I  it  Ibeir  promotion,  in  a  straight  for  wanl 
I  Hd  honest  manner.  From  the  first  the 
Bwrlment  liavc  thought  it  their  duty 
klDUow  strictly  the  recommendations  of 
tttPUyfair  and  Ridley  Commissions, 
Wi  I  tbiulc  I  shall  1>o  able  to  show 
[tetbe  grievances  said  to  exist  are  not 
'tA  u  has  been  allege<l  by  the  two 
'^  Uembers.  Tl)c  I'layfair  Coniniis- 
recommendcd  that  there  should  he 
Divisions — the  Higher  Division  and 
[it  Lower  Division.  I  will  read  an 
from  their  Report — 

*At  uDoant  of  simple  roatinc  irnrk  in  lliu 
'hdkof  PuVjUc  OtGcesiBvcrj  f>rvnt  in  pr<>|)Ortinn 
*■""  ""  "  -\M  of  work  of  a  higher  class.    The 

I and  monotoRons  labour  on  wbicl: 

.'jfaka  must,  under  sncb  circamstances,  be  so 
[]■(  anil  continuoDslj  ciuplojed,  in  ofli<.'ea 
;4m  no  division  or  an  inniU'tguntc  divistoik 
WbbODrexi«tE>,  tlocs  not  bv  any  mcanii,  an  a 
I^MUr  of  course,  lit  them  for  discharging  the 
Adce  of  iliose  higher  posts  in  the  t^ervici! 
*fcidi  involve  rcsp-in»it>ility,  liiiicrotion,  ami 
I  direct  work,  and  to  clcal  vrilh  the  out- 
puMic  in  such  a  manner  as  to  uphold  the 
lit  and  efficiency  of  their  Uegiartiuent." 

'o  carry  out  this  division  of  work  it  was 
Accessary  that  there  should  be — 

i  i«parate  and  distinct  schcmcis  of  cm- 

on  f or  ailmfsiion  tothc  Public  Service,  ami 

roseparste  and  distinct  grades  of  clerks." 

come  to    tlio  quostion  of  pro- 

From  whal  has  fallen  from  the 

wntler  of  the  Besolution  it  would  bet 

Night  thftt  the  Secood  Division  clerki~ 

d  s  perfect  claim  to  promotion  into  tho 

Kgber  Division,    That  is  not  so  at  all. 

"  ke  Bidley  ConuniMion  recommend  cd  th  a  i 


lerks  might  bo  promoted  from  the  Second 
Jivisiou  to  the  higher,  but  that  su<-h  pro- 
jiiotions  should  Iw  exceptional  and  not  the 
Motion  would  l>e  contrary  to 
that  recommendation.  It  would  make  pro~ 
inotiou  the  rule,  and  not  the  exception. 
I'ho  I'lnyfair  Coram  ission  had  laid 
f-Iress  u|)on  the  necessity  of  strict  divi- 
sion of  labour  Ixitweeu  the  higher 
iiud  lower  rank.s  in  the  passage  whicli 
I  have  already  quoted.  Tlie  Kldlcy  Com- 
mission, in  like  manner,  considered 
ihut  the  routine  work  of  the  Second 
Division  was  not  work  that  fitteil  every 
man  iu  that  t^tecond  Division  for  under- 
taking the  duties  of  a  First  Division 
i:lerk,  and  they  expressed  Ihe  following 
emphatic  opinion  : — 

'■  Wc  have  no  iloulit  that  it  will  alwiiys  lie 
iicoinsary  t'liulrmluee  n  very  li  mi  led  number  nf 


isot  a  higher 


)  lill 


IS  sbiiulil  l>L-  uttiactcd 


isk  the 


that 


,  l.i"gh 


I  i'r-ts(irtiic 

ik  It  nil  i.bjpi-t  (if  the 
iiiiist  serious  imiKirtiincc  that  men  at  tlie  snPH! 
Ktaiidnnl  of  liliL-ral  c.tlut'ntir.ii  ns  IIhi-h-  wli.i  now 
[uii)|)t  tlie  ojien  prufi'iKi 
info  the  Pidilic  Service  a u'l  in.iiiLii 
<election  for  the  hiKhcst  jicruiniicnl  p 
•SiK  A.  HOLLIT  :  I  wouhl 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  t 
[ie  has  read  do  not  mean, 
every  LSeeond  Division  clerk 
for  the  First  Division,  a.s  he  luw 
implied,  but  tliat  there  are  ccrl 
and  responsible  positions,  in  whicjiomors 
and  directions  arc  given,  which  might 
be  otherwise  tilled  'f 

SiK  J.  T.  HiUJtEUT  :  I  did  not  say 
that  there  were  not  clerks  in  the  Second 
Division  fit  for  the  higher  work. 

SiKA.KOLLlTiIumsiwiikingofyour 
interpret  a  lion  of  tho  words  you  qnolcd. 

SmJ.  T.  HIItUEliT:!  wish  now 
to  draw  attention  to  tho  diti'ereni-e  in  the 
competitive  exaniiualions  for  <-iiiry  into 
the  two  diviaioua  of  clerks.  The  com- 
petition for  tho  Second  Division  consists 
of  teu  subjects — hanjwiititig,  ortho- 
graphy, arithmetic,  copying  MS.  (to 
test  accuracy),  English  composition, 
geography,  indexing  or  docketing,  digest- 
ing returns  into  summaric:',  I'nglish 
history,  and  book-keeping.  The  examina- 
tion for  entry  into  the  First  Division  is  very 
much  wider.  It  consists  of  I  ;J  heads  of 
subjects — English  composition  (including 
precis -writing).  History  of  Kugland  (in- 
cliidiug  that  of  tho  Laws  and  Constitu- 
tion), English  langimgc  and  literature, 
Greek,  Latiu,  French,  German,  Italian 
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languages,  literature,  and  history. 
Mathematics  (pure  and  mixed).  Natural 
Sciences,  Moral  Sciences — that  is,  logic, 
mental  and  moral  philosophy.  Jurispru- 
dence, and  Political  Economy.  That 
shows  a  difference  in  the  examinations 
for  the  two  classes.  No  doubt  many 
men  who  enter  the  Second  Division 
are  competent  to  undertake  the  work 
of  an  Upper  Division  clerkship.  Many 
of  them  are  University  men,  and  many 
are  members  of  the  London  Universitv, 

ft    ' 

where  the  standard  is  very  high  ;  but  1 
must  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
is  nothing  to  prevent  Second  Division 
elerks  from  going  in  for  the  examination 
for  Class  I.  Not  only  can  they  go  in,  but 
they  have  {ive  extra  years  in  which  to 
do  it.  While  a  candidate  from  outside  is 
obliged  to  compete  between  the  ages  of 
22  and  24,  a  Second  Division  clerk  can 
compete  up  to  the  age  of  29.  That  is  a 
very  great  advantage.  This  Resolu- 
tion may  be  read  in  the  sense  either 
that  all  appointraants  to  the  First 
Division  must  take  place  from  the 
Second  Division,  or  only  that  such  pro- 
motions should  take  place  as  are  pos- 
sible. It  is  not  very  clear.  In  the 
limited  form  the  Government  could  accept 
it  at  once,  but  it  cannot  be  accepted  in 
the  wider  sense.  If  it  were  to  stand  in 
its  larger  form  it  would  injure  a  very 
large  section  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 
Now,  everybody  in  the  United  Kingdom 
can  compete  in  the  examination  for 
Class  I.,  whereas  if  all  appointments 
were  to  be  made  from  the  Second  Division, 
everybody  would  be  shut  out  except 
those  who  happen  to  be  in  that 
Division.  I  think  some  notice  ought  to 
be  taken  of  that  point.  Then  comes  the 
recommendation  of  the  Playfair  Commis- 
sion with  reference  to  promotion  from 
the  Lower  Division  to  the  Higher.  They 
say — 

"  Promotion  from  the  Lower  to  the  Higher 
Division  of  the  Service  shonld  be  a  matter  of 
rare  occurrence.  This  is  necessary  if  there  is 
to  be  any  educational  test  for  the  Higher  Di\'i- 
sion ;  and  it  is  reasonable,  not  only  because  the 
original  qualifications  arc  lower,  bujt  also  because 
the  character  of  the  work  in  the  inferior  grades 
will  be  rarely  calculate!  to  develop  superior 
<»pacities.  Such  a  promotion  should  not  take 
place  without  a  certificate  from  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Commissioners  granted  upon  a  special  recom- 
mendation of  the  head  of  the  Department,  and 
-with  the  assent  of  the  Treasury,  and  should  be 
published  in  The  Gazette. 

"The  Ridley  Commission  also  reported — 

Sir  J.  T.  Hihhert 


**We  are  of  opinion  that  it  is  desirable  t^ 
secure  young  men  of  more  liberal  education  fo; 
those  posts  in  the  Service  which  are  not  simpl; 
clerical,  but  demand  a  wider  and  more  cnlti 
vated  view  of  public  affairs  than  can,  as  a  rule 
be  expected  from  youths  entering  by  the  lowe 
examination.  We  agree  with  the  Playfai 
Commission  that  the  best  preparation  for  tb 
Upper  Division  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  purel; 
clerical  routine  of  the  ordinary  clerkships 
though  there  may  be  exceptions.  We  are  o 
opinion  that,  on  the  whole,  open  competition! 
the  best  method  of  selection." 


I  do  not  for  a  moment  wish  to  cast  anj 
reflection    upon    the     Second    Divisioi 
clerks.     I  have  no  doubt  that  numbers  ol 
them  are  quite  capable  of  competing  it 
Class  I.,  and  of  taking  high  places  in  it: 
but  I  wish  to  be  allowed  to  say  that  th( 
Ridley    Commission   recommended    thai 
promotions   froni   the    Second   Divisioi 
should  l>e  the  exception.     I  think  I  an 
perfectly  justified   in  saying  that.     It  ii 
said  that  the  War  Office  have  gentlemei 
who  are  fitted  for  promotion,  but  wh( 
cannot     be     promoted     because     some 
arrangement  has  been  made  between  th4 
Treasury  and  the  War  Office.     Arrange- 
ments were  made  by  the  Treasury,  nol 
only  with  the  War  Office,  but  with  othei 
public   Departments,   to    carry   out  tbc 
recommendations    of    the   Ridley   Com- 
mission to  the  effect  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  reduce  the  numbers  of  the  Uppa 
Division,  and  it  is  owing  to  this  neces- 
sary  reduction  in   the   Upper   Division 
that  these  promo tioBS  cannot  take  place. 
An  advantage  has  been  secured  by  thtf 
reduction     of      the     Upper     Division- 
which.,  is     that     it      has      enabled    tj 
larger    scale    of    salaries    to    be    paid.] 
Therefore,  certain  advantages  do  accnM 
from  the  reduction.     Now  I  come  for  i 
moment  to  the  question  of  the  numbef 
of  promotions  that  have  been  made — »o4 
here   I  think  there  has  been  a  certtii 
amount     of     misrepresentation.       Ths 
number  56  has,  I  think,  been  mentionei 
by  more  than  one  speaker,  but  I  havt 
not  been  able  to  discover  that  there  i» 
any  ground  for  it.     I  have  never  ssid 
anything  of  the  kind,  and  I  cannot  find  it. 
the  Treasury  anything  which  bears  it  oiiii: 
During  the  time  which  has  elapsed  sioot 
the  issue  of  the  Second  Report  of  thi' 
Ridley  Commission  to  the  present  dili 
the  total  number  of  appointments  frott 
the  Second  Division  to  the  First  Divisioi 
and  to  staff  places  together  has  been  131 
There  have  been  12  appointments  froi^ 
the  Second  Division  to  the  First,  and  thest; 
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are  appointments    ordinarily    filled    by 
Class  I.  competitions.     And  during  tiie 
sameperiod,  how  many  appointments  does 
the  House  suppose  have  been  made  under 
open   competition  ?      Wliy,     only     20. 
That,  therefore,  shows  a  large  number 
of  appointments  from  the  Secoud  Division 
— «  larger  proportion    than    even    the 
Bidlej  Commission  would  have  led  the 
Second  Division  clerks  to  expect.     In 
addition   to  these  12   promotions   there 
have   been    46  others   which  formerly, 
though  not  now,  were  classed  as  Class  I. 
appointments.        The       132      appoint- 
ments    have     been     divided     between 
the    Departments     as     follows  : — The 
Admiralty  23,  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
2|  the  Board  of  Trade  3,  the  Bankruptcy 
Department  6,  the  Patent  Office  2,  the 
Office  of  the  Chief  Secretary  (Ireland)  4, 
Cwtoms  2,  Scotch  Fishery  Board  1,  In- 
U  Revenue  Department  68,  Irisb  Land 
Cownission  2,  Local  Goverument  Board 
(Bagland)  5,  Local  Government  Board 
(Ireluid)   1,  Paymaster  General's  Office 
l,Poblic  Works  Office  (Ireland)  8,  Post 
Office  1,  Science  and  Art  Department  2, 
Secretary  for  Scotland's  Office  1,  Trea- 
ty 1,  the  Valuation  Office  (Dublin)  7, 
War  Office  1,  Woods  and  Forests  1.  That 
■atotal  of  132.  In  connection  with  these 
IRXDOtioni,  I   think  I  ought  to  state  to 
Ae  House  that  up  to  the  present  time, 
faoni  the   commencement   of    this    new 
Qitem,  the  Treasury  have  never  hesitated 
la  lADCtion   recommendations   made  for 
pomotion   from   any    Department,   and, 
therefore,    whatever    my    hon.   Friends 
vish  to  say  as  to  the  action  of  the  Trea- 
Mrj  they  cannot  say  that  we  have  not 
anented  to  the  promotions  proposed  by 
the  Departments.    It  does  not  rest  with  the 
Treasury  to  suggest  these  promotions,  but 
irith  the   different    Departments.     The 
Treasury   have   no    authority   to    make 
itcommendations,  but  they  have  to  con- 
aider   the    proposals    when    they   come 
Wore  them.     If  any  Public  Department 
Jias  a  vacancy  which   it  thinks   can  be 
adequately  filled  by  an  able  man  from 
the  Second  Division,  if  it  makes  a  repre- 
sentation I  can  assure  the  House  that 
that  recommendation    will    be    favour- 
ably considered  by  the  Treasury  in  the 
fotore  as  it  has  been  in  the  past.     With 
leapect  to  the  general    question,  I  can 
only  say  that  I  have  been  rather  twitted 
'irith  having  expressed  sympathy  with  the 
Second  Division  clerks.    I  would  assert, 

VOL.  XXII.   [rODBTH   SEKIES.] 


however,  that  I  have  a  real  sympathy  for 
them.  I  know  them  to  be  aspiring,  and 
hoping  to  rise  to  positions  in  the  First 
Division.  I  sympathise  with  them  in 
that  aspiration.  I  can  only  say  that  the 
matter  will  always  bo  dealt  with  sym- 
pathetically by  the  Treasury.  I  have  no 
doubt  it  will  be  dealt  with  sympatheti- 
cally by  the  Departments  ;  but  I  do  hope 
that  if  my  hon.  Friend  thinks  it  proper 
and  necessary  to  carry  his  Motion  to  a 
Division  the  House  will  consider 
seriously  before  it  passes  such  a  Resolu- 
tion. The  Civil  Service  of  this  country 
is  a  very  important  body — one  of  the 
most  important  bodies  in  the  country — 
and.  bears  favourable  comparison  with 
similar  bodies  in  any  other  country. 
I  should  be  sorry  if  the  House  should 
think  proper  to  pass  a  Resolution 
which  would  tie  the  hands  of  the 
Treasury  or  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  these  appuiutmeuts.  On  those 
grounds  whilst,  as  I  say,  I  sym- 
pathise in  the  strongest  way  with 
the  aspirations  of  tbese  gentlemen  I 
do  not  think  that  they  have  made 
out  their  case  against  the  Government. 
I  consider  that  the  Report  of  the  Ridley 
Commission  has  been  carried  out  honestly 
and  fairly  in  their  interest  as  well  as  in 
that  of  the  State,  and  I  see  no  reason 
why,  as  time  goes  on,  there  should  not  be 
an  increased  number  of  promotions  made 
from  the  ranks  of  the  Second  Division  as 
vacancies  occur. 

•Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's,  Han- 
over  Square)  :  I  cannot  but  feel  that  I 
have  a  certain  responsibility  in  this 
matter  as  having  preceded  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  at  the  Treasury, 
and  having  been  in  Office  when  the 
Ridley  Commission  issued  its  Second 
Report.  The  House  will  feel  that  I  am 
only  doing  my  duty  in  stating  my  view 
with  regard  to  the  matter  before  the 
House.  It  would  be  wrong  for  anyone 
who  has  held  the  Office  that  I  have  held, 
and  who  has  had  the  same  long  experi- 
ence of  the  Civil  Service,  to  refrain, 
from  whatever  motive,  from  giving  his 
opinion  frankly  to  the  House.  With 
regard  to  what  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  in  his  last  words  : 
he  spoke  of  the  high  character  of  our 
Civil  Service.  I  believe  there  is  no 
country  which  has  a  Civil  Service  so 
good  as  this  country.  It  has  served 
us     in     excellent      stead,     and     what- 
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ever     changes     there    may    have    been 
in     the     currents     of      public     opinion 
the    British    Civil    Service   has    alvvavs 
maintained  its  high  and  intelligent  posi- 
tion, and  has  never  gone  back  in  public 
estimation.       We  are  far  from  the  davs 
when  it  was  considered  that  clerks  in  the 
Civil    Service    played   from    10   till    4. 
They    work     bard,    and    their    work    is 
highly    appreciated,    both  by  their   em- 
ployers— the  public — and  those  who  are 
immediately  placed  over  them.     I  would 
make  an  earnest  appeal  to  the  House  not 
to  tamper  in  any  way  with  the  general 
principles  of  our  Civil  Service,  of  which  one 
of  the  chief  is  that  new  recruits  are  to  be 
taken  from  all  classes  of  society.       The 
large  majority  are  taken  from  those — to 
whatever  class    they  may  belong — who 
are  able  to  pass  a  certain  high  examination. 
I  regret  when  I  heard  an  hon.  Member 
opposite  speak    about   "birth."       Birth 
has  absolutely  nothing   whatever  to  do 
with  the  matter.       The  question  is  whe- 
ther it  is  desirable  that  a  certain  number 
of  men   should   still  be  admitted  to  the 
Civil  Service  who  are  able  to  pass  that 
extremely  difficult  examination.       Hon. 
Members  may  say,  "  What  is  the  use  of 
requiring  Civil  servants  to  be  acquainted 
with  those   branches  of  study  in  which 
they   are  examined  ;    is  not  the  experi- 
ence   gained    in    the    Second   Division 
sufficient  ?  "       Well,  I    say  as   a    tax- 
payer and  a  Member  of  Parliament  who 
has  taken  a  great  interest  in  this  matter 
for  many  years  that  the  examination  for 
the  higher  positions  in  the  Civil  Service 
should  be  such  as  to  enable  the  country 
to  secure  the  pick   of   the  best   men    in 
the   country  so   that   we   should  not  be 
obliged,    as    a    rule,    to    resort    to  the 
Second    Division.       There     is    nothing 
anti-democratic    in    that — nothing    that 
can  jar  on  the  sensibilities  of  the  most 
advanced    liadical.       We   ought    to    be 
able  to  secure  the  most  intellectual  por- 
tion  of  the  public   for  the  public  Civil 
Service,  as  it  is  secured  in  other  l>ranches 
of  life.     1  would  remind  the  House  how 
we  have  arrived  at  this   general  position, 
and   why   there    is   this   discouteut    to  a 
certain    extent,   which    I    deplore,    and 
which  1   hope  will   he  removed  as  time 
goes   on   by  the  promotions   which  will 
take  place  and  to  which  the  Government 
have  ])ledgcd   themselves.     At  the  same 
time,  let  me  say  this — that  it  is  one  of  the 
mischiefs   of   Motions    like   the   present 

Mr.  Goschen 


that  they  tend  to  tempt  Ministers  to  i 
just  a  little  more  and  to  hold  out  a  f 
more  hopes  than  they  afterwards  are  al 
to  fulfil,  and  in  this  way  expectatio 
are  raised,  the  failure  to  fulfil  which 
brought  forward  subsequently  as  a  brea 
of  faith — and  we  know  on  what  slig 
foundation  these  charges  are  made, 
any  other  Minister  speaks,  I  urge  h: 
— and  I  do  this  quite  as  much  on  behi 
of  Civil  servants  as  against  them — to  - 
the  House  know  as  clearly  as  posgib 
what  the  Government  intend  to  do,  a. 
do  not  let  them  hold  out  vague  hopes  of  c 
parting  from  what  has  been  recommenc 
by  the  Playfair  and  Ridley  Commission 
There  were  phrases  in  the  Keport  of  - 
Ridley  Commission  which  might  be 
terpreted  in  diflferent  ways.  The  rij 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  accepting  ; 
Motion  if  it  were  slightly  modified. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  do  not  thij 
I  went  as  far  as  that. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  think  he  di< 
Well,  I  should  deprecate  any  sue 
course.  Let  there  be  a  clear  understuDd 
ing  on  this  matter.  I  believe  the  genera 
principle  to  be  this — that  a  certain  nuinl»e 
of  the  Second  Division  are  to  be  pro- 
moted, not,  however,  as  the  rule  hut  as  th€ 
exception,  and  that  exception  is  to  he  based 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  heads  of 
Departments.  I  am  glad  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  the  Trea- 
sury have  not  interfered  but  have  sanc- 
tioned all  the  recommendations  made  to 
them.  Now,  how  did  they  arrive  at  that 
position  ?  The  Report  of  every  Com- 
mission has  been  founded  on  a  desire  foF 
a  reform  in  the  Civil  Service.  The 
country  desires  economy,  and,  although 
by  the  abolition  of  a  certain  numlK?rof 
places  a  certain  immediate  economy  w 
effected,  discontent  is  raised  in  the  ranks 
of  the  Civil  servants,  and  there  areheanif 
as  the  House  has  had  ex])erience  to-dar, 
suggestions  of  compensation  for  loss  of 
prospects.  I  can  understand  that  there 
should  be  compensation  for  loss  of  prt>* 
spects,  but  it  is  a  very  elastic  ])riucipl6 
to  introduce.  There  are  hon.  Meml)ers 
who  hold  the  view  that  the  State  i* 
almost  prohibited  from  diminishing  the 
number  of  appointments,  all  of  which 
are  not  necessary  for  the  Public  Service, 
because  of  the  fear  of  disappointing  the 
expectations  of  those  who  have  joined, 
the  Civil  Service.  If  there  are  a  certaia 
num])er  of  higher  posts  and   a   certain 
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Dumber  of  lower,   I  cau  <iuito  conceive  i  judge  of  facts  of  this  kind  than  the  right 
that  those  in  the  lower  will   consider  it  !  hon.  Gentleman.    I  rise  thns  early  in  the 
«  grievance  if  the  number  of  hij^her  posts    Debate  in  order  to  save  the  time  of   the 
arere<laced.     The  country  should  know  '  House  by  expressing  clearly  the  view  of 
its  own   mind  ;    it   ought    not    first   to    the  Government  now  responsible  in  this 
abolish  posts  upon  grounds  of  c(!onomy    matter.      Of    course,   one   of    the   first 
«nd  then  compensate  discontented  public    objects  oF    any  Government  is   to  give 
servants    for    that   abolition.       1    have    satisfaction    and   contentment    to   every 
thought  it  right  to  mention  this  to  the  [  branch  of  the  Civil  Service,  whether  it 
House.     1  do  not  think  1  have  exceeded    is    the   highest   or  the  lowest.     1  hope 
my  duty  in  doing  so.     In  the  alterations    nobody  will  controvert  that  obvious  fact, 
made  in  the  reforms  in  the  Customs  there    The  principles  on  which   these  different 
was   discontent    engendered.     It   slum-  ,  classes  of  Civil  servants  are  established 
bered  for    a   time,  but  the   nation    had    were    set   forth    in    the  language  of   the 
to  repay    in   the  end   a   portion    of   the  j  Reports   of    the    two    Commissions    to 
•mouut  saved  by    the  posts    that  were    which    reference  has   been  made.     One 
tbolisked.      The  upshot  of  this  part  of    paragraph,    to  which  I   would  specially 
By  remarks  is  this — that  I  would  urge    call  attention,  is  in  these  words — 
the  House   not    to   mterfere   too    much  ,     ,.^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^^  it  will  always  be 
With  the  Executive   Government   in   the    necessary  to  intr.Mluce  a  very  limited  imml)er  of 
MUagement  of  the  Civil  Service.     It  is  ,  men,  l>y  means  of  the  hijrher  examinati.^ii.  to 
<&u  urged  that  the  Government  should    fill  directly  some  of  Die  mure  important  posts 
•Widuct  its  business  on  the  same  footing    ^"  ^^'''  ^'"^^^^^  Service." 
•81  private  firm;  but  how,  I  would  ask.    Anybody  who  has  occupied  a  responsible 
ttold  a  private  firm  conduct  its  business  if  1  position    in  the  Executive  Government 
^  employes  were  able  to  appeal  to  the  •  must  know   that  the   administration  de- 
•Qtside  public  in  regard  to   questions  of    pends    on    keeping   the  more  important 
promotion  and  salary  ?     It  would  be  im-  i  posts  in  the  hands    of  men    of   the  very 
powible.       The    Government  find  their  '  highest   ability   and    education,    and    to 
friends  ever  ready  to  support  them  on  j  depart  from  that  would  be  to  break  down 
political  questions,  but  their  friends  some-    the  just  pride  of  this  country  in  the  effi- 
tinjesfind  it  difficult  togive  that  support  in  i  ciency  of  its  Civil  Service.    The  principle 
ngard  to  executive  functions.    I  strongly  upon    which   Class    1.    is   founded,    and 
^pathise  with  the  Civil  Service;   but,  '  which    was  laid    down   by  the  Playfair 
impressed  as  I  am  with  its  excellence  and  |  Commission — a    Commission    composed, 
industry,  I  consider  it  to  ho.  my  duty  in  i  by  the  way,  of  men  in  non-otticial  posi- 
tMes  like  this  to  support  the  Executive    tions — is  that  it  should   be  open   to   all 
Government,  and  to  allow  no  feeling  of  |  classes  of  Her  Majesty's   subjects,  irre- 
^arty  and  no  political  ilifferences  to  pre-  •  spective    of     birtli    or    social    position, 
▼ent  my  speaking  out  on  a  question  like  I  In    this    way  we  get   the    pick    of    the 
^i  involved    in    the    present    Motion,  '  nation.     The  Second  Division   is  chosen 
»lilch  really  affects  the  whole  Executive  ^  from  a  difiEerent  class — not  socially,  but 
Government.     I  should  look  upon  it  as  i  as  regards   the  educiitional  test.     They 
»  disaster  if   this  Motion  were  carried,  i  are  men  who  represent,  only   in  a  much 
h  would  be,    indeed,    difficult  for    the  I  better  form,  those  who  in   the  old  days 
Executive  Government  to  carry  on  the  '  were  called   "  supernumeraries,"  though 
daily  work  of  the  nation  if  the  House  of  ,  the  latter  were  no  doubt  introduced  witli- 
Commons  interfered  too   frequently   be-  !  out   examination.      The    view   taken  of 
tweeo  the    employer    and  the  employe^  :  Class  II.  by   the  Ridley  Commission  is 
*nd,  therefore,  on  behalf  not  only  of  the    that  they  are  required  on  account  of  the 
Government,  but  of  the  taxpayer,  1  make    amount   of   simple   routine    work    being 
»n  earnest  appeal  that  the  Slotion  should    very  great  in  proportion  to  the   work  of 
not  be  carried.  '  the  higher  class.       The  work  falling  to 

•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  hope  that  '  members  of  Class  II.  is  not,  as  a  rule,  of 
the  important  speech  of  the  right  hon.  a  kind  that  fits  them  for  the  highest 
Gentleman  opposite  will  have  all  the  \  posts.  If  the  House  considers  this 
height  which  it  oaght  to  have  with  the  '  matter  it  will  see  that  from  the  manner 
House,  for  there  is  no  one  who  has  had  '  in  which  these  appointments  are  made,  the 
Wler  experience   or  if  better   able   to  I  men  of  the  Second  Division  are  not  y^r////a 
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facie  of  the  order  best  fitted  for  the  First 
Divisiou.  They  can,  of  course,  take  part  in 
the  competitive  examinations  for  the  First 
Division  if  they  are  fit  for  it.  The  whole 
object  of  the  scheme  proposed  by  the 
Commission  was  that  there,  should  be 
two  separate  and  distinct  grades  of  clerks, 
the  positions  in  which  were  to  be  com- 
peted for  in  two  separate  and  distinct 
examinations.  It  has  been  remarked  in 
the  course  of  the  Debate  that  in  all  trades 
and  professions  promotion  is  from  the 
ranks,  but  it  could  scarcely  be  contended 
that  a  gasfitter  is  necessarily  qualified 
for  the  post  of  chief  engineer.  The  re- 
commendation of  the  Ridley  Commission 
as  to  promotions  from  the  Second  to 
the  First  Division  has  been  closely 
observed.  I  may  say,  on  behalf  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  Government,  that 
whenever  the  head  of  a  Department  has 
reported,  as  has  occurred  from  time  to 
time,  that  certain  members  of  the  Second 
Division  have  shown  exceptional  capacity 
and  such  qualifications  as  would  fit 
them  for  the  First  Division,  they 
have  always  received  such  appoint- 
ments. That,  I  believe,  will  satisfy, 
as  it  ought  to  satisfy,  the  House.  The 
hou.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  Field)  says 
he  has  received  a  large  number  of  com- 
munications upon  the  subject,  and  I 
regret  to  hear  it,  because  a  question  of 
this  kind  ought  not  to  be  made  a  matter 
for  a  personal  canvass.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  oppos'te  and  myself,  acting 
under  a  full  sense  of  official  responsibility, 
believe  that  the  principles  laid  down  in 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commissions 
are  perfectly  sound,  and  that  if  the 
House  of  Commons  were  hastily  to  en- 
deavour to  set  those  principles  aside  they 
would  do  infinite  mischief,  and  would 
strike  a  fatal  blow  at  the  organisation  of 
the  Civil  Service.  Let  the  House  con- 
sider for  a  moment  what  has  been  done 
in  this  matter.  Complaint  has  been  made 
that  promotion  is  slow  in  the  Civil 
Service.  Promotion  has  undoubtedly 
been  slow,  but  that  has  been  caused  by 
the  necessities  of  the  case,  the  great 
object  having  been  to  have  a  few  men  at 
good  salaries  for  first-class  work,  and  a 
number  of  men  at  sufficient  salaries  for 
inferior  work.  Steps  have  been  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  accelerating  promo- 
tion, including  the  creation  of  a  number 
of  staff  appointments,  so  that  the  reason- 
able  expectations   of   the  clerks   in  the 

-Sir  fF.  Harcourt 


Second  Division  have  been  fully  mc 
As  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  pointed  oi 
there  have  been,  since  1888, 12promotioi 
from  the  Second  to  the  First  Divisio 
whilst  the  number  appointed  to  the  Fir 
Division  from  outside  has  been  20.  That 
submit,  shows  a  fair  proportion  of  prom 
tious  from  the  Second  to  the  FirstDivisio 
and  is  an  adequate  fulfilment  of  tl 
policy  recommended  by  the  last  Coi 
mission.  I  have  taken  great  interest 
this  matter.  I  have  watched  the  prom 
tions  from  the  Second  into  the  Fii 
Divisions,  and  what  happens  is  this 
though  the  work  in  the  Second  Divisi 
is  not  of  the  highest  order  the  heada 
Departments  are  enabled  to  pick  out  ix 
men  of  high  natural  ability  who, 
sedulous  devotion  to  the  Public  Servu 
show  themselves  capable  of  discharg-i: 
the  duties  of  the  First  Division.  M 
of  that  character  become  known  in  thm 
office.  Not  long  ago  the  President  of  tz 
Local  Government  Board  recommende<fl 
man  from  his  Department,  and  the  pv 
motion  was  immediately  assented  " 
Whenever  a  fit  person  is  recommended  fl 
promotion  in  this  way  the  Treascv 
has  never  refused,  and  will  ne^m 
refuse,  to  make  the  appointme 
I  cannot  believe  that  there  can  be  air: 
body  in  this  House  who  will  say  that 
man  is  to  go  into  the  First  Division  y^ 
had  not  been  a  Second  Divisiou  Cl^i 
Nobody,  I  think,  can  maintain  sucli 
proposition  as  that,  for  it  would  nece 
sarily  lower  the  whole  character  of  th 
First  Division.  Instead  of  opening  tb* 
competitive  examination  to  the  whoi< 
country  you  would  confine  it  to  person* 
whohave  been  deliberately  admitted  to tli€ 
Civil  Service  upon  a  lower  scale  of  ex- 
amination. Anything  that  would  be  more 
destructive  of  the  Public  Service  of  thi« 
country  it  would  be  impossible  to  con- 
ceive. What  the  Second  Division  hav€ 
a  right  to  ask  is  that  those  amongst  theii^ 
who  in  the  work  of  their  Department^ 
have  shown  themselves  capable  men,  an^ 
men  on  a  level  with  the  men  of  the  Firs 
Division,  should  be  admitted  to  thi* 
Division.  That  is  a  view  that  the  Qo 
vernment  accept.  If  there  have  no 
been  more  promotions  it  has  been  b^ 
cause  there  have  been  so  few  vacancies 
I  think  I  am  right  in  saying  that  duriP; 
the  time  the  late  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  w^ 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  by  his  dire^ 
tions  no  appointments  were  made  Uct 
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outside  at  all.     This  was  necessarily  so, 
in  order  to  carry  out    the  recommenda- 
tioD  of  the  Commission  that  all  vacancies 
in  the  First  Division  should  l)e  filled  up  by 
transfer.      I  have  endeavoured   to  state 
the  view  of  the  Government  on  this  sub- 
ject.   We  stand  upon  the  Report  of  the 
Ridley    Commission    and    the   Playfair 
Commission,   both  most  capable  bodies, 
and  we  would  advise  the  House  to  do  the 
swne.    If,  as  representing  the  Treasury 
in  this  matter,  I  might  add   anything  to 
^hat  has    l>een   said   by  my  right  hon. 
J'riend  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert),  I  would  ask 
^he  House  not  to  wreck  that  which  is  per- 
haps more  than  anything  else  essential  to 
^egood  administration  of  the  country — 
*imely,    the   organisation    of   the    Civil 
^rvice,   and   at    the   same  time   not  to 
^  it  be     believed    that    there    is    any 
"^h  whatever   that   the  clerks    of    the 
"Second  Division  should  be   treated  with 
ny  unfairness.     We  desire  to  give  what 
"tM  called  in  revolutionarv  France  a  career 
open  to  talent  in  every  form.     We  appeal 
to  ever}'  class  in  the  country  to  compete 
lor  situations  in  the  First  Division,  while 
*  to  the   clerks  in  the  Second  Division 
▼ho  were  apjwinted  on  a  lower  examina- 
tion,  we    say    that  if  they  prove    their 
opftbilities    for   occupying  the    highest 
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fees   and  the  private    practice    of    the 

Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  ;  and  to 
move — 


"  That  this  House  regrets  that  the  public  re- 
muneration of  the  Ijaw  Officers  having  been 
increase<l  in  consiileration  of  the  arrarijiement 
as  to  private  practice  therein  specified,  that 
arrangement  has  been  widely  departed  from," 

said,  his  Motion  was  not  aimed  in  any 
way  against  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown.  Had  he  been  in  the  position  of 
the  Attorney  General,  and  had  he  had  a 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  deal  with 
who  would  have  allowed  him  to  draw 
larger  fees  than  were  ever  drawn  before 
by  a  Law  Officer,  he  should  have  done 
exactly  the  same  as  the  present  Attorney 
General  (Sir  C.  Russell)  had  done.  If 
he  brought  any  charge  at  all  it  was 
against  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt)  for  not  having  acted 
upon  his  own  Treasury  Minute.  That 
Treasury  Minute  certainly  led  laymen  to 
suppose  that  the  private  practice  of  the 
Attorney  General  and  Solicitor  General 
would  be  very  largely  reduced,  and  in 
fact  that  they  would  have  no  private 
practice  whatever  except  upon  re- 
tainers given  to  them  before  they 
took  Office  and  practice  in  two  specified 
Courts.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
"pOBitious  they  will  have  the  good  will  and  j  quer  was  the  guardian  of  the  Public 
^cordial  good  wishes  of  the  Executive  ,  Purse,  and  it  was  of  no  use  to  put  extra 
^vernment.  I  hope  that,  with  these  .  pennies  on  the  Income  Tax  if  he  did  not 
<«8urances,  my  hon.  Friend  will  be  satis-  keep  a  very  strict  eye  on  the  way  in 
fied,  and  that  he  will  not  press  his  Motion  which  money  leaked  out  of  the  Exche- 
io  a  Division.  ,  quer.     Above  all  things,  the  right  hon. 

Mb.  W.  field  said,  that  after  the  Gentleman  ought  to  be  careful  to  prevent 
speeches  of  the  two  right  hon.  Gentle-  any  expenditure  which  was  in  distinct 
men,  he  did  not  deem  it  wise  to  trouble  violation  of  the  Treasury  Minute  being 
ibe  House  any  further  in  the  matter,  but  indulged  in  for  the  benefit  of  his  col- 
be  trusteii  that  the  Secretary  to  the  leagues  on  the  Treasury  Bench.  One  of 
Treasury  and  the  Leader  of  the  House  the  great  benefits  which  the  country 
^oald  take  to  heart  the  arguments  he  had  was  to  have  derived  from  the  new  sys- 
Wd  before  them  and  that  the  claims  of  tern  started  by  the  present  Government 
<Ji€  Second  Division  clerks  would  in  the  ^  in  regard   to  the   payment  of   the   Law 

Officers  of  the  Crown  was  that  of 
greater  clearness.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  thought  the  country 
had  been  rather  mystified  under  the  new 
system.  The  information  given  with 
regard  to  it  was  at  present  very  scant 
indeed.  Under  the  new  arrangement  the 
Law  Officers  obtained  larger  fees  than 
formerly,  whilst  a  new  Office  was  set  up. 
It  was  due  to  the  public  that  they  should 
know  precisely  what  the  arrangement 
was.  Hitherto  a  Keturn  had  always 
been  printed  showing  what  remuneration 


future  receive  every  consideration. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  again  proposed,  "  That 
Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

I*AW  OFFICERS   (PRIVATE    PRACTICE). 
RESOLUTION. 

Me.  HA^BURY  (Preston),  who  had 
^iven  notice  of  his  intention  to  call 
•Mention  to  the  Treasury  Minute  of 
^mber    1892,   regulating  the  official 
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the  Attorney  General  and  Solicitor 
General  received.  He  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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fessed   his   complete    ignorance    of    the 
whole  subject. 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT  was  understood 


was  Ignorant. 


the  otiier  day  whether  he  would  present  to  say  that  he  had  not  stated  that  be 
such  a  Return  this  year,  and  the  reply 
was  that  no  such  Return  would  be  given. 
The  House  had  l^een  told  that  the  new 
arrangement  would  save  the  money  of 
the  public,  whilst  at  the  same  time  the 
public  were  to  be  entitled  to  a  greater 
portion  of  the  time  of  the  Law  Officers. 
It  was  said  to  be  monstrous  that  the  Law 
Oflficers  should  be  paid  high  fees,  and 
yet  be  able  to  give  practically  all  their 
time  to  private  practice.  He  himself 
had  always  protested  against  that  sys- 
tem, and  had  especially  objecteil  to  cer- 
tain fees  that  used  to  be  taken  by  the 
Attorney  General.  Well,  everybody  had 
supposed  that,  after  all  the  parade  of 
virtue  that  had  been  made  by  the  present 
Government, »  the  public  would  have 
obtained  more  of  the  time  of  the  Law 
Officers.  It  turned  out  that  there  was 
a  great  deal  more  hidden  under  the  wonl 
"  appear "  in  the  Treasury  Minute 
than  Members  had  been  led  to  believe. 
It  seemed  that  the  Attornev  General  and 


Mr.  hanbury  said,  he  had  ques- 
tioned the  right  lion.  Gentleman  with 
regard  to  two  retainers.  One  related  to 
the  Salt  Union  and  the  other  to  the 
Sutherland  case.  Well,  the  Treasury 
Minute  dated  back  to  the  appointment 
of  the  present  Attorney  General  and 
Solicitor  General.  He  wished  to  know 
what  was  meant  exactlv  bv  the  words — 

"Retainers  accepted  Injfore  the  apiK)intment 
of  the  present  L<aw  Officers." 

As  a  layman,  he  confessed  he  did 
not  exactly  understand  what  the 
word  "retainers"  covered,  but  he  was 
told  by  his  legal  friends  that  it 
might  cover  a  vast  amount  of  ground. 
It  might  mean  that  if  the  Attorney 
General  or  the  Solicitor  General  had 
been  engaged  by  any  private  client  for  a 
particular  suit  before  his  acceptance  of 
Office  he  should  be  allowed  to  conduct 
that  suit,  and  he  (Mr.  Hanbury)  would 
not  complain  of  an  arrangement  of  that 


the  Solicitor  General  were  only  prevented  kind.  He  was  also  told,  however,  by 
by  the  Treasury  Minute  from  actually  lawyers  that  it  might  mean  that  one 
appearing  in  Court,  and  that  they  were  ,  of  the  Law  Officers  had  accepted  a  sort 
perfectly  at  liberty  to  take  any  private  j  of  general  retainer  to  act  on  behalf  of 
practice  whatever  in  their  chambers,  so  \  any  particular  Railway  Company  or 
that  there  was,  in  fact,  practically  no  |  other  company  which  was  always  having 
alteration  in  the  system,  inasmuch  as  the  \  lawsuits,  and  that  in  that  case  he  was 
Law  Officers  might  devote  a  great  deal  I  at  liberty  to  appear  in  every  action  that 
of  time  to  their  private  practice  as  long  i  Company  might  bring  or  defend.  If  so, 
as    the    public    did    not    know    of    it.    it  was  a  farce,  and  they  ought   to  know 


Formerly  the  private  .practice  was  done 
openly,  and  he  contended  that  the  public 
had  no  idea  whatever  that  when  the 
chanj'e  in  the  svstem  was  introduced  it 
would  still  be  possible  for  the  Law 
Officers    to    act    secretly    in    Chiunbers 


what  was  the  meaning  attached  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  his  owp 
Treasury  Minute.  He  would  now  pro- 
ceed to  the  other  j)ortion  of  his  cAse, 
which  was  this  :  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  said  that  he  was  ignorant 


although  they  could  not  appear  in  open  I  of  the  two  particular  cases  which  he  (Mr. 


Court.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, in  answering  the  question  he 
(Mr.  Htiiibury)  had  put  to  him  on  the 
subject,  (juoted  the  words  of  the  Attorney 
General  and  acted  as  the  Attornev 
General's  mouthpiece.  He  (Mr.  Han- 
bury) had  some  reason  to  protest  against 
this.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  responsible  for  the  Treasury  Minute, 
and  he  ought  to  act  as  a  check  upon  the 
action  of  the  Attorney  General,  and 
ought    to    see  that    his    own    Treasury 

■J  w 

Minute  was  carried  out.  The  Chancellor 
of  the   Exchequer   the  other   day  con- 

Mr.  Hanbury 


Hanbury)  had  mentioned  —  the  Salt 
Union  case  and  the  Sutherland  case. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
very  specific  in  the  answer  which  lie 
made,  and  so  was  the  Attornev  General. 
He  did  not  deal  with  these  retainers  as 
though  they  were  general  retainers  given, 
say,  by  a  Railway  Company,  but  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheouer,  speaking  as 
the  mouthpiece  of  the  Attorney  General, 
said  that  in  each  of  these  two  cases  the 
retaining  fee  had  been  given  before  the 
acceptance  of  Office,  and  with  reference 
to  the  litigation  referred  to  in  the  f\\\&r 


\ 
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tiou.        He    might    say    that    he    only  '  deal  with  the  business  arising  out  of  the 
mentioned    these   two   canes   because  he    will  of  the  Duke  of  Sutherland  ? 
saw     in    the     newspaper     reports    that        Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :   Yes. 
the  Attorney    General    or   the    Solicitor'      Mu.   IIANHURY  :   What    I   want  to 
General    had   received    very  large    fees,  '  point    out  is  that  the    Attorney  General 
and      because     it     was     possible     there     lid  not  take  Office  until  six   weeks  after 
mi«^ht  he  other  cases  of  the  kind  ;  and  '  the      Duke  of   Sutherland    died.       The 
as  the   Treasury  would  not  publish  this  '  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer    laug'.ied  at 
arrangement,    or    iell    them    what    was  .  that.     Well,  they  knew  how  trustworthy 
meant  by  this  retainer  under  which  the  ;  a  guardian  of  the  Public   Purse  he  was. 
Attorney    General     and     the    Solicitor  !  Surely  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exciiequer 
General  acted,  the  public  must,  of  course,  \  ought  to  gu^rd  the  Public  Purse  parti- 
protect  its  own  interest  in  the  matter,  and    cularly  well  when  he  was  under  a  Trei>- 
know    what    the    Treasury    meant    by    sury  Minute  to  be  sole  judge  as  to  how 
baving  a  Return  delivered   of    the  fees  '  far   it  must  be  departed  from,  and  the 
which  its    own    public    officers  received  '  public    money  expended  upon  his    own 
from    private     clients.       To    take    the    colleagues     without    the    return     which 
Sutherland    case  : — The    Chancellor    of    they  had  been  led  to  expect.    The  Chan- 
the  Exchequer  told  him,  in  answer  to  a    cellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  not  entitled 
question  s pec i fically  directed  to  the  Suther-    to  laugh   at  that.     It  was  a  matter  with 
knd  case,  that  the  Attorney  General  had    which   the  right  hon.   Gentleman  ought 
ittttve<l  his  retainer  before  he  accepted    to  deal  stringently.     It   was  certain  that 
Oice.      This    statement    came   from  a    the    Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer    was 
Minister  who  was    responsible    for  the    ignorant  as  to  these  two  cases,  although 
Public  Purse,  and  not  only  that,  but  from    they    were  cases  which   ought   to  have 
I  Minister  who  was  specially  responsible  ''  been  referred  to  him.       The  Minute  said 
i»this  case,  because  bv  his  own  Treasurv    that    in  all  cases  of  doubt — and  surely 
Miontc  he  constituted  himself  the  sole    the    Sutherland    case  is  one  of  doubt — 
Aeck   upon    the    Law    Officers    of    the    reference    was   to  be  had  to    the  Chan- 
Crown.     Obviously    the    Chancellor    of  ;  cellor  of  the  Exche(|uer.       He  asked  the 
tbe  Exchecpier  ha^l  paid  no  attention  to  i  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  was   this 
tbiicase,  and  it  seemed  that  the  Attorney  \  question  ever  brought  before  him  ? 
General  was  in   ignorance  too,  not  as  to        Sik    W.     IIARCOURT  :     Certainly 
tbe  Treasurv  Minute,  but  as  to  the  date 
f  wthe  death  of  the  Duke  of  Sutherland. 

Sir    W.    HARCOURT  :    What    has 
tbt  to  do  with  it  ? 


not. 

Mk.  HANBURY  :  That  showed  the 
lo>sc  wav  in  which  this  business  had 
been  trausactted.  Somebodv  was  to  blame 
iu   tlie  matter.     This   Treasury   Minute 


Mr.   HAXBURY:    Everythintr     be- ;  |,„j  ,,^^„    verv  loosely   interpreted.     He 
aj<e  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  ; .  .. . 


must  ask  the  Chancellor  of   the   Exche- 


4eretaiuer  was  pveu  before  the  present  „.,,^f,,g^  j,,^.  Treasury  Minute  had 

Covernraent  took  Office,  and  that  the  4^„  ^^^^-^^^  „„j  ,^,,,1  ^^^^^^^^^^  an v  case 
retainer  was  m  reference  to  the  I'ti-at.on  I  „f  „,i^  ^j,,,,  ,„„,  ,,^g„  ,,^„  ,,j  j,pf,;^g  i,;^ 
tt  the  Sutherland  case  [S.r  NV .  !  ..^ij^^  p  The  Treasury  Minute  from  first 
HA8fm-KT  dissented]  Ihe  Chai.cellor  ^^  ,^^^  i,„,,  ,,^^„  ^  ^  deception,  and  it 
of  thetxehequer  shook  Ins  head.  W  hat,  \  ^^,^^  „„^,^.^  ^  misconception  that  last  year 
nesaul,  was  this — 


"111  each  of  the  cases  a  retaininj;  fee  luwl 
^11  jri veil  l)efore  the  acceptance  of  Ortiee  and 
In  rd»ireiiee  to  the  litigatioD  refcrrerl  to  in  thn 

^Imt  was   the  litigation  in  the  Suther- 


ipti 
they  voted  a  large  sum  of  money  for  the 
sup[)ort  of  a  new  office  and  to  raise  the 
amounts  of  the  fees  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown,  which  he  was  told  were 
upon  an  enormous  scale,  and  based  upon 


UnJease?       It  arose  out  of  the  will  of  I  ''•«  ^^^  P"*'^'    ♦<?  "'^^  Attorney   General 

the  late  Dnke  of  Sutherland.  |  ^"''  F'V'*^  Facticc      >obo,ly  was  more 

T..-    i'rTi/M.vt.'v  ot:>vt.'i>  »  T   /o-    :  ready  than   himself  to  acknowled'tc  the 

Tie  AlTORNLyGENhH.\L(S.r,    ,,i,i-i^.^   of   the  Attorney  General.     It 

[  ^  R«  s^ELL,  Hackney,  S.)  :  Partly.  |  ^,,^„,,,  „„^  ,,^.  ,„,,j,„,p,,   t|,„t  he  wanted 

^R.  HANBURY  ;  Is   the    hon.  and    to  depreciate  the  enormous  talents  of  the 


*^niel  Gentlemen   only    going   to  deal 
^»th  a  part  of  the  case  ?     Is  he  going  to 


hon.    and    learned    (icntleman  ;     but    he 
would  say  that  it    was  dangerous  to  set 
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up  such  a  standard  as  that.  Having  once 
set  up  a  standard  of  that  sort,  thev  might 
hereafter  have  men  of  inferior  ability 
filling  the  office,  but  yet  the  standard  of 
payment  must  remain  the  same.  His 
chief  object  in  bringing  this  matter  before 
the  House  of  Commons  was  to  get  infor- 
mation, and  to  whom  to  appeal  for  in- 
formation he  really  did  not  know.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  upon  his 
own  confession  was  ignorant,  and  did  not 
know  what  was  going  on.  He  did  not 
kuow  the  circumstances  in  regard  to  the 
Sutherland  case.  He  was  not  aware  that 
this  case  had  arisen  after  his  own  Go- 
vernment had  come  into  power. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  did  not 
arise. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Then  they  knew 
how  this  Treasury  Minute  had  to  be 
interpreted.  They  knew  the  loose  way  in 
which  it  was  to  be  interpreted.  If  that  was 
the  case — if  thev  had  the  distinct  state- 
ment  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  in  his  opinion,  under  the 
Treasury  Minute,  the  language  was  so 
loose  that  it  was  quite  possible  for  the 
Attorney  General  or  the  Solicitor 
General  to  get  large  fees  in  connection 
with  the  will  of  a  man  who  died  six 
weeks  after  the  Government  came  into 
Office,  although  that  Treasury  Minute  dis- 
tinctly said  that  they  might  act  only  upon 
retainers  given  before  the  Government 
came  into  Office,  then  he  said  that  this 
Treasury  Minute  was  not  worth  the  paper 
upon  which  it  was  written  and  was  a  mere 
farce,  and  that  the  public  was  entitled,  in 
view  of  the  confession  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  to  have  more  definite 
information,  and  that  they  ought  to  have 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
terms  of  the  precise  arrangement  come  to 
between  the  Treasury  and  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  so  that  the  House^ 
when  upon  the  Estimates  they  voted  the 
salaries  of  the  Law  Officers,  should  have 
the  full  information  before  them.  He 
begged  to  move  his  Motion. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  second  the  Motion. 

Amendment    proposed,    to    leave   out 

from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 

Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 

*'This  House  regrets  tliat  the  public  re- 
muneration of  the  Law  Officers  having  been 
increased  in  consideration  of  the  arrangement 
as  to  private  practice  therein  specified,  that 
arrangement  has  biien  widely  tlci>arted  from." 
— (^ITr.  JFimhury.^ 

Mr,  Hanbur^- 


Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  Russell,  Hackney,  S.)  :  I  thank 
the     hon.    Member     for     his     tone     of 

personal  courtesy  to  myself.  He 
has  travelled  considerably  wide  of 
the  Resolution  which  is  on  the 
Paper.  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  precise  point  which  is 
raised.  It  is  no  longer  a  discussion 
on  the  original  arrangement  in  the 
Treasury  Minute  of  1893.  The  com- 
plaint is  that  the  Minute  has  not  been 
observed  by  the  Law  Officers.  The 
question  of  the  new  arrangement  was 
discussed,  and  discussed  at  consideraWe 
length,  upon  two  separate  occasions  in 
the  month  of  March  1893,  and  the 
House  approved  of  the  arrangement 
which  had  been  entered  into  with  the 
Law  Officers.  The  point  now  is  whe- 
ther the  Law  Officers  have  observed  the 
terms  of  the  contract  with  the  Treasury. 
I  will  say  in  a  sentence  that  not 
only  according  to  the  letter  but 
according  to  the  spirit  of  that  arrange- 
ment the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
have  adhered  to  the  terms  of  that  Minute. 
I  will  say  more — and  I  speak  for  mr 
colleague  and  myself — that  we  have 
not  exercised  the  rights  we  might 
have  exercised  under  the  Minute, 
and  have  declined  to  act  in  manj* 
cases  in  which,  under  the  Minute^ 
we  should  have  i)een  entitled  to  act. 
The  hon.  Member  also  complains  that  he 
has  had  no  Return  of  fees  paid  to  the 
Law  Officers.  Let  me  remind  him  that 
he  has  had  that  information  in  the  most 
specific  form  in  which  it  could  be 
given  for  the  only  complete  yetf 
of  Office  of  the  present  Law  Officers. 
On  the  12th  of  January  he  put  on  the 
Paper  a  question  which  asked  for  the 
fees  paid  in  previous  years,  as  cod- 
trasted  with  the  amounts  paid  to  the 
Law  Officers  under  the  new  arrange- 
ment, and  on  the  12th  of  January  these 
figures  were  given  by  me  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lslington  :  and  that 
answer  was  given  in  full,  and  will  be 
found  in  the  Parliamentary  Report! 
of  the  13th  of  Januarv.  I  come  to  the 
question  of  what  this  Minute  me«B8» 
On  two  occasions  in  March — the  hofc 
Member  for  Birmingham  will  probably 
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recollect  it — I  stated   that  according  to 

the  coDstrnctioQ  of  this  Minute  the  Law 

OflBcere  were  entitled    to   act  upon  the 

reservation  expressly  made — namely, 

•'Except  npon  retainers  «lelivered  before  the 
acc«ptaDce  of  Office." 

I  wa.s  asked  the  question  whether  that 
iocladed  general  retainers  as  well  as  what 
are  called  special  retainers.  At  that  time 
the  hon.  Member  for  Preston,  who  knows 
a  good  deal  but  does  not  know  every- 
thing, was  under  the  impression  that  a 
retainer  was  the  retainer  of  the  solicitor. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  What  I  said  was 
that  a  retainer  for  a  Railway  Company 
or  a  company  of  that  kind  would  cover 
the  cases  in  which  they  might  engage, 
imt  I  did  not  say  from  a  solicitor. 

Sib  C.  RUSSELL  :  I  thereupon 
pCRDted  out  that  a  retainer  was  not  the 
ntaiDcr  of  the  solicitor  but  the  retainer 
ttrongh  the  solicitor  for  a  particular  client; 
ill  other  words,  that  it  was  the  retainer 
rf  the  client.  In  regard  to  the  case  of 
general  retainers  for  Railway  Companies 
•r  other  bo<]ies  of  the  sort  the  question 
n»  asked,  Are  the  Law  Officers  to  act 
ipon  such  retainers  ?  My  answer  was  Yes, 
dieyare  entitled  to  do  so,  hut  speaking 
lor  myself,  I  should  not  act  upon  any 
geoenil  retainer  for  a  Railway  Company 
« any  other  similar  body  in  frequent 
ligation. 

Mb.  HANBURY  :  Both  Law  Officers  ? 

Sib  C.RUSSELL  :  My  colleague  was 
■othere,  but  1  added  that  I  had  not  the 
f  iewt  doubt  that  he  would  come  to  the  same 
ttaclusion.     I  have  never  admitted  that 
»e  should  not  be  entitled  to  do  this  as  a 
•ight,  so  far  as  it  is  consistent   with  the 
fecharge  of  our  public  duties.     But,  as 
Ittv,  we  have  not  insiste<l  upon  it.     The 
ko.  Gentleman  has  said  that  under  this 
>ew  arrangement  enormous  fees  are  paid 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the   Crown   for 
Ae  contentious  work  that  they  do — fees 
^tly  in  excess  of  what  they   got  und(?r 
Ae  old  system.      I  only   wish   that  that 
^ere  tme.     My  clerk  has  furnished  me 
*ith     five     specimen      cases     showing 
fe  amouot  of  fees  paid  by   the   private 
litigaots  as  against  those  paid  by  a  liberal 
Treasury  and  by  an  extravagant  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who,  it  is  said, 
^  not  safeguanl  the  Public  Purse,  to  the 
^w  Officers  of  the  Crown.   The  counsel 
^gaged    in   those   five   cases    were  Sir 
Horace  Davey,  Sir  Edward  Clarke,  Sir 
Henry    Jmmes,   Mr.    Findlay,  and    Sir 


Richard  Webster — counsel  who  are 
leading  men  at  the  Bar  and  of  the  same 
standing  as  ourselves.  The  total  fees 
paid  in  those  cases  to  the  leading  private 
counsel  were  585  guineas.  According 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston,  the 
counsel  for  the  Crown  ought  to  have 
had  at  least  585  guineas.  He  received,  as 
a  fact,  235  guineas.  Therefore,  I  com- 
plain that  under  the  parsimonious  influ- 
ence of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  Treasury  do  not  act  up  to  the  spirit 
of  the  Minute. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS:  Did 
the  counsel  for  the  Crown  appear  ? 

SiK  C.  RUSSELL:  Yes,  thov  did 
appear :  and  not  only  did  they  appear, 
but  they  are  not  even  entitled  to  be 
briefed,  and  are  not  briefed,  unless  they 
are  expected  to  appear. 

Mk.  HANBURY  :  Was  this  amount 
I  divided  between  the  five  counsel,  or  did 
they  each  get  585  guineas  ? 

SiK  C.  RUSSELL  :  The  total  fees  in 
the  five  or  six  cases  I  have  mentioned 
paid  to  the  private  counsel  were  585 
guineas.  The  amount  paid  by  the  Trea- 
sury to  the  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown 
was  235  guineas  ;  in  other  words,  con- 
siderably less  than  half.  Therefore,  it  is 
all  moonshine — this  extravagant  and 
ridiculous  statement  about  the  enormous 
fees  paid  to  the  Law  Officers.  I  feel 
a  little  strongly  upon  this  point,  be- 
cause I  have  taken  the  liberty  of  insisting 
that,  if  it  is  a  proper  j)rovision  of  the 
arrangement  that  the  counsel  for  the 
Crown  should  be  paid  fees  in  contentious 
business  at  all,  it  is  not  right  they 
should  be  paid  on  an  inferior  scale 
for  the  same  class  of  work.  Therefore, 
it  is  that  in  the  Minute  it  expressly  pro- 
vides that  in  contentious  business  the 
counsel  are  to  be  paid  such  fees  as 
counsel  of  like  standing  wouhl  properly 
expect  to  receive  from  clients  under 
like  circumstances.  The  figures  I  have 
quoted  show  that  the  Minute  is  not  acted 
up  to  by  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  But  the  new 
scale  was  an  advance  upon  the  fees  pre- 
viously paid. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  I  have  shown 
the  hon.  Member  how  this  proposed  new 
scale  works  out  in  fact  and  in  practice. 
Now,  with  regard  to  Chamber  practice. 
Let  me  sav  for  myself  that  I  do  not  be- 
lieve  I  have  earned  or  received  five 
guineas   for    Chamber    practice     since  I 
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became  a  Law    Officer    of    the  Crown, 
nearly  two    years    ago.     My    hou.    and 
learned  Friend's  business  in  advisiu^  was 
always  greater  than  mine.     He  will  tell 
you    that  he  has  practically  abandoned 
giving  opinions  in   Chambers  altogether 
— not  that  he  has  not  the  right  to  do  so, 
but  hecaufic  of  the  demands  on  his  time 
by  reason  of  his  public  duties.     As  the 
House  knows,  I  was  not  in  favour  of  the 
change  personally,  and  I  came  into  the 
arrangement  with   a   certain  amount  of 
unwillingness  ;  but  I  feel  bound  to  say 
that  with  the  enormous  increase  of  busi- 
ness of  a  public  character  which  the  Law 
Officers    have   to   deal    with,   especially 
within  the  last  live  or  six  or  10  years,  I 
believe  this  Minute  points   in  the  right 
direction, and  that  in  order  to  do  the  public 
work  well  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
must    be    practically    confined     to    the 
discharge      of      their      public      duties. 
I  say    this,  although    I    felt,    and  feel, 
strongly    that    the     Law      Officers     of 
the     Crown    should    be,    in    fact,    the 
leaders    of    the    Bar    as    well    as    the 
titidar     leaders      of     the     Bar.       Now 
with    regard   to    general    retainers.      It 
happens,    in    my    case,  that    I    have    a 
general  retainer  for  a  very  large  number 
of     newspapers    in     London.       In    the 
case  of  the  hon.   Member  for  Northamp- 
ton, for  whom  I  have  had  the  honour  of 
acting    for    many    years,    and  who    has 
been  considerably  engaged  in  litigation, 
I  have   had  recently,   in  the  Zierenberg 
case,  to   refuse    to  act   upon    a    geueral 
retainer.     Only  a  few  days  ago  Sir  E. 
Lawson,  of   77/e   Daily  Telegraphy  was 
brought  up  for  alleged  contempt  of  Court. 
I  have  had  also  the  honour  of  a  general 
retainer  for  that  journal  for  many  years,  but 
in  this  case  I  felt  that  I  could  not  act  upou 
it,  because  it  came   within  the  category 
of  clients  who  may  be  in  frequent  litiga- 
tion.    I  could  mention    manv  other  illus- 
trations.      Now     I    come    to    the    next 
question.     With   regard    to  the    Suther- 
land case,  my  retainer  from  the  present 
Duke,   the  then    Marquess    of    Stafford, 
was  given  on  the  29th  of  January,  1892. 
I    did   not   accept  Office   until   the    20th 
August,    1892.       That    general    retainer 
was  in  relation  to  litigation  between  him- 
self and  the  late  Duke — I  am  sorry  to  go 
into  all    this — which   litigation  was  con- 
sidered important   in  the  interests  of  the 
Marquess     of    Stafford,    and    which    has 
culminated    in    the    disputed    will    case 
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now  pending.  The  state  of  the 
facts  is,  that  I  received  the  retainer  on 
the  29th  of  January,  1892  ;  I  accepted 
Office  on  the  20th  of  August,  1892  ;  the 
late  Duke  died  on  the  27th  of  September, 
1892  ;  and  the  Treasury  Minute  is  dated 
the  5th  of  December,  1892.  These  are 
the  exact  facts.  I  received  the  Salt 
Union  retainer  on  the  10th  of  May,  1892; 
the  writ  in  the  specific  action  was  issued 
on  the  11th  of  July,  1892;  and  as  I 
have  said,  1  did  not  accept  Office 
until  the  20th  of  August,  1892, 
Now,  I  do  ask  whether  it  is  not 
monstrous,  in  view  of  these  facts, 
to  make  such  a  charge  as  the  hon. 
Member  has  made  ?  Not  only  have  we 
acted  up  to  the  letter,  but  1  say  we  have 
acted  entirely  up  to  the  spirit  of  this 
Minute.  I  know,  speaking  both  for  my 
learned  Colleague  and  myself,  that  our 
sacrifices  have  been  considerable.  We 
have  tried,  in  discharge  of  our  public 
duties,  to  do  our  best,  and  certainly  with 
the  most  thorough  desire  to  fulfil  them 
in  good  faith.  The  point  of  this  Resolu- 
tion is  an  assertion  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member,  which,  if  he  will  forgive  me  for 
so  saying,  he  ought  not  lightly  to  make, 
that  the  arrangement  made  has  been 
widely  departed  from  by  the  Law  Officers. 
I  absolutely  deny  that  there  is  any  foun- 
dation for  such  an  assertion,  and  I  assert 
asrain  that  we  have  acted  entirelv  up  to 
the  spirit  of  this  Minute. 

•Mr.  J.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  said,  the  Motion  conveyed 
to  the  House  the  idea  that  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  had  trespassed 
beyond  the  limit  with  regard  to  private 
practice.  That  was  an  accusation  which 
it  was  necessary  to  meet,  and  he  was 
bound  in  fairness  to  say  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Mcm)>er  in  the  cases  mentioned 
had  given  an  effective  answer.  But 
after  all,  that  was  not  the  real  question. 
The  real  question  was,  what  was  the 
amount  of  public  money  which  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  were  receiving  from 
vear  to  year  ? 

Mr.  deputy  speaker  said,  that 
was  not  the  (piesstion  which  was  raistnl  by 
this  Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  was 
uot  proposing  to  argue  that  question  now, 
which  must  be  raised  at  another  time 
upon  a  specific  Motion  to  reduce  the  Vote  ^ 
for  the  remuueration  of  the  Liiw  OflScerB. 
He  might  be  allowed  to  say,  however,  ^ 
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that  there  was  a   prevalent  impression 

that  the  present   arran^fement   jjave  the 

Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  no  less  a  snni 

tuunallv  than   abont  £27,00().       If  that 

•was  so,  it  would  I)e  a  verv  serionsi  matter 

for  the    House  to   consider,    wlien    the 

proper  time  arrived,  and  it    would  then 

have    to   be   determined    whether    that 

•was      a      rate      of      payment       wliich 

could   he   continued.      They   coukl    j^et 

three     Archbishops      for      that      sum, 

tnd   the    House  wouhl   have  to  consider 

irhether  the  services  of  two  Law  Officers 

of  the  Crown  were  of    equal   vahie  to 

those  of  three  such  eminent  ecclesiastics. 

This  matter  coukl  not  be  allowed  to  rest 

vbere  it  was,  for  there  was  a  far  wider 

ind  more   important  question  l>ehind  it, 

vhich,  if  nol>ody  else   would   do   so,   he 

Would     raise     when    the     proper    time 

irrived. 

Sir  \V.  HARCOURT  said,  when  the 
time  came  to  vote  upon  the  remunera^ 
tion  of  the  Law  Officers  he  should  have 
10  hesitation  in  regard  Xo  the  Lobby  he 
dioold  go  into.  However,  that  was  not 
what  the  House  had  then  to  deal   with. 

What  thev  had  to  do  with  at  the  moment 

ft 

Vis  a  delil)erate  accusation  against  the 
law  Officers  of  the  Crown  of  having 
4006  for  their  own  personal  advantage 
that  which  they  ought  not  to  have  done, 
ud  which  he  cert^iinly  ought  to  have 
R»itraiued  them  from  doing  under  the 
terns  of  the  Treasury  Minute. 

Mr.  H anbury'  said,  he  had  dis- 
IJDetly  stated  that  he  made  no  charge 
whatever  against  the  Attorney  (Teneral, 
hot  that  the  Treasury  Minute  had  not 
been  conformed  with.  That  was  i\\\  he 
had  said. 

Sir  \V.  HARCOURT  said,  the  hon. 

Ifemtier  had   said    quite  enough,   and  a 

^esii  deal  too  much,  on  the  subject.    He 

luul  madi;  an  accusation,    for    which    ho 

had  no  foundation  whatever,  against  two 

ms  bononrable  man   as  ever    Hlle<l    these 

iroportunt    Public  Offices — made    it    on 

grounds   as  riiliculous  as   they  were  un- 

foundetl.     He  hml  referred  to  the  miire's 

nest  calletl  the  Sutherland  case,  and  had 

Askcl  whether   the   proceedings    of    the 

Attorney  and  Solicitor  General  had  been 

-WHtcbfMl,  and  whether  they  were  entitled 

or  not  to  the  fees  they  took.     He  could 

*odIv  inform   the    hon.  Member    that    he 

^bad  other  things  to  do,  and    that    that 

'wrH<4     no    part   of    his    duty.      He    had 

-•imply,  kiiowiDg  the  Attorney  and  Soli- 
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citor  General  to  be  men  of  honour  and 
integrity,  handeil  to  them  the  Treasury 
Minute,  relying  upon  them  to  act  upon 
it  both  in  letter  and  spirit.  They  had 
acted  upon  it  both  in  letter  and  spirit, 
and  the  accusation  that  they  had  departed 
from  it  was  baseless — founded  upon  no 
facts  whatever  ;  and  he  asked  the  House 
without  further  discussion  to  negative 
the  Motion. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLKS  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  that  no  such  charge  as  the 
rijrht  hon.  (ieutleman  had  stated  had  beeii 
nuule  against  the  Attorney  General.  The 
allegation  was  that  a  Treasury  Minute 
having  laid  down  the  conditions  under 
which  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
were  henceforth  to  be  emj)loyed  and  re- 
munerated, the  meaning  of  that  Minute, 
so  far  as  ai)peared  to  any  outside  lay- 
man, had  been  departed  fron).  How 
did  it  start  ?  It  started  bv  saving  that 
an  arrangement  had  been  made — and 
this  was  the  statement  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — limiting 
the  business  in  which  a  Law  Officer 
might  appear  as  counsel  for  private 
clients  to  cases  in  the  House  of  Lords 
and  Privy  Council.  The  whole  Minute 
was  founded  upon  that  principle  ;  that 
was  the  main  part  of  it,  an<l  the  rest  was 
mere  ornament.  Was  the  Duke  of 
SutherlandV  case  a  case  before  the  House 


of  Lords  or  Privy  Coinicil  ?  Certainly 
not.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchecjuer  (who  had  just  run 
away  from  the  House)  to  satisfy  himself 
whether  the  cases  mentioned  came  within 
the  true  moaning  of  the  Minute  or  not. 
The  Attorney  (General  had  given  illus- 
trations of  a  case  in  which  larger  fees 
were  paid  to  the  other  counsel  than  to 
the  Law  Officers.  Yes,  but  the  other 
counsel  had  not  t*13,(K)0  a  year,  like  the 
Attorney  ami  Solicitor  General,  totlivide 
between  them.  That  fat^t  had  a  very 
important  bearing  U})on  the  case.  What 
was  complained  of  was  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exche<|uer  had  not  performed 
his  duty  as  jjuardian  of  the  Public  Purse. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  always 
inveighing  against  extravagance,  but  in 
this  particular  instance  he  had  not  acted 
properly  asguanlian  of  the  public  mon(?y. 
As  to  the  (piestion  of  general  retainer, 
they  quite  understood  the  ])rinciple  wliich 
the  Attorney  (leneral  had  laid  down, 
that  he  and  his  colleague  hml  a  right  to 
accept     general    retainers     from     public 
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companies  exposed  to  constant  litigation, 
though  they  did  not  exercise  that  right. 
But  the  Attorney  General  was  not  the 
judge  in  the  matter.  The  Treasury 
Minute  laid  down  the  broad  principle  he 
had  stated.  Foreseeing,  as  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  did,  that  questions 
might  arise  it  laid  down  two  things — first, 
that  any  question  arising  should  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, whose  decision  should  be  final  ; 
and,  secondly,  that  a  copy  of  the 
Minute  should  be  fcnt  to  each 
of  the  Law  Officers.  When  the 
question  was  raised  whether  the  Duke  of 
Sutherland's  case  came  withiu  the 
Minute,  the  Attorney  General  and  Soli- 
citor  General  knew  that  it  was  their 
duty  to  submit  the  case  to  the  Chancellor 
of  tiie  Exchequer.  That  was  not  done, 
and  thereby  they  had  all  failed  in  iheir 
duty.  The  Law  Officers  had  acted  upon 
what  they  conceived  to  be  their  right, 
but  they  were  not  the  judges  ;  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  the 
judge,  but  again  in  this  as  in  many 
another  case  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  abandoned  his  post  and  had  not 
fulfilled  the  duty  imposed  upon  him. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

QUARANTINE. 

Mu.  GIBSON  BOWLES  called  at- 
tention to  the  system  of  quarantine. 
He  said,  the  late  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  and  he  had  had  a 
difference  upon  this  matter.  What  was 
quarantine  ?  As  a  means  of  preventing 
the  spread  of  disease  by  infection  it  was 
ridiculous.  Forty  days  were  prescribed, 
as  though  "forty  "  had  some  magic  in  it  ? 
He  might  refer  to  the  lazaretto  which 
had  been  built  on  the  Chetuey  Hills  in 
Kent,  to  which  persons  were  sent  who 
»Tere  likely  to  convey  infectious  disease 
to  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  Quarantine 
did  not  only  extend  under  the  Act 
6  Geo.  III.  c.  7  to  vellow  fever,  as  the 
late  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  had  stated  ;  on  the  contrary, 
yellow  fever  was  never  mentioned  at  all 
in  either  that  or  succeeding  Acts,  except 
in  an  exceptional  manner.  Quarantine 
applied  to  any  infectious  disease  or 
distemper  highly  dangerous  to  the  health 
of  His  Majesty's  subjects.  It  included 
cholera,  and  might  be  held  to  apply  to 
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swine  fever.  The  provisions  for  can 
ing  it  out  were  the  most  ridicule 
oppressive,  expensive  methods  ever  ma 
in  a  civilised  country.  What  was  c 
system  for  protecting  people  from 
fection  ?  We  had  four  old  hulks  in  t 
Solent,  where  they  were  establisli 
originally  because  vessels  came  genera 
to  Southampton  from  the  Mediterrane 
coast  of  Africa  or  Turkey,  where  t 
plague  was  supposed  usually  to  exi 
The  lazaretto  in  Kent  he  had  alrea 
referred  to.  Those  were  the  mea 
employed  to  prevent  the  spread  of  i 
fection.  But  what  was  the  case  nov 
For  one  person  who  reached  this  count 
by  way  of  the  Solent  hundreds  a; 
thousands  came  by  Dover,  Harwich,  ai 
other  parts  along  the  coasts.  If  we  wc 
going  to  maintain  a  system  of  quarantl 
it  should,  in  the  first  place,  l>e  extended 
the  cholera  ;  and,  in  the  second,  preve 
tive  methods  should  be  applied  whe 
they  Avere  most  needed,  at  the  points  ( 
largest  influx  of  foreigners  into  th 
country.  It  was  perfectly  ridiculous 
we  were  to  allow  streams  of  people  t 
come  in  by  Folkestone,  Dover,  Harwich 
and  so  on  without  question,  to  maiutaii 
those  four  crazy  old  hulks  in  the  Solent 
Such  a  system  of  quarantine  afforded  w 
protection  Avhatever  to  the  countr 
against  the  spread  of  infectious  diseases 
If  we  were  to  have  quarantine  at  all  th 
matter  could  not  stop  where  it  was,  be 
cause  the  great  streams  of  foreigners  noi 
entering  the  country  were  untouched  b 
our  present  system.  But  even  supposin 
it  were  intended  to  make  the  system 
reality  instead  of  a  sham,  he  very  muc 
questioned  the  wisdom  of  so  doiug,  f< 
quarantine  did  no  good,  but  on  the  coi 
trary  it  did  a  great  deal  of  harm.  Pe 
sons  coming  by  sea  required  less  quarfti 
tine  than  others,  having  by  their  vovaj 
automatically  quarantined  themselves,  i 
to  speak.  Confining  people  for  a  nnn 
her  of  days  in  a  ship  or  lazaretto  wj 
eminently  calculated  to  spread  ai 
tjerms  of  disease  if  thev  existetl  or 
produce  them  if  they  did  not.  Ridiculoi 
as  the  present  system  was,  even  if  mu 
more  effective,  it  would  still  be  l>ad,  t 
it  would  not  prevent  the  spread  of  t 
fectious  diseases.  He  ventured  to  si 
no  one  on  the  opposite  Benches  could  t< 
the  House  why  such  a  system  was  kej 
up.  No  doubt  abroad  it  was  maiutaio^ 
as  a  kind  of  svstem  of  outdoor  relief  ft 
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Vice  Consuls,  providing  them  with  fees 
in  lieu  of  paying  them  salaries.  For 
imtaDce,  the  Spanish  Government  re- 
quired a  health  certificate  to  be  vised  at 
i  charge  of  a  few  shillings  by  the  Vice 
CoDsal  of  the  place — ^an  unnecessary  vise 
\fj  a  person  who  did  not  know  and  could 
BOt  know  that  a  certificate  given  by  a 
person  who  did  know  was  correct.  If 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  going  to 
ibaodon  his  system  of  quarantine  and 
all  in  the  assistance  of  the  Local  Govern- 
lent  Board,  that  would  be  a  clear  con- 
fession that  his  system  was  of  no  use  ; 
hit  if  he  intended  to  try  and  make  it  of 
ve,  let  him  apply  it  as  the  Act  intended 
it  shoold  be  applied.  In  that  case,  in- 
tei  of  having  £1,600  or  £1,700  put 
IQ the  Estimates  for  quarantine  expenses, 
Ike  cost  would  be  spread  over  the  whole 
MQntry.  He  had  said  enough  to  show 
Ait  the  present  quarantine  system  was 
Utremely  useless,   ridiculous,   and    ex- 

Cire,    and    ought    to   be    abolished, 
time   had   arrived    when  we  must 
itlier  extend  or  abandon  altogether  this 
iKient   system  of   quarantine,   and    he 
voald  be  glad  of  an  assurance  from  the 
Goremment  on  the  subject,  or  that  at  all 
•fents  they  would  promise  the  familiar 
NBedy  of  a  Select  Committee.   The  only 
ftpjaoation  of  this   old  system   having 
ken  allowed    to   go   on   was   that    its 
ttisteoce  had  been  forgotten.     For  more 
tkan  100   years   we  had  put  up  with  it, 
'hrt  the  time  had  come  when  an  end  should 
ikpat  to  an  ancient  and  stagnant  abuse. 
•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :    I   do   not 
MtiiiDk  the  hon.  Member  opposite  is  quite 
^'jtttified  in  saying  that  the  Act  of  George 
IV.  contemplates  yellow  fever  simply.  It 
ipplies  to  infectious  diseases. 
•   MR.GIBSONBOWLESsaid,  hehad 
itated  that   it    was    not    exclusive    of 
tfaem. 

•Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  there  had 
ken  five  cases  of  vessels  detained  through 
yellow  fever  during  the  last  few  years,  but 
mch  cases  could  be  quite  well  dealt  with 
vidar  the  Ordinances  relating  to  the 
pablic  health.  That  being  so,  it  did  not 
ippear  that  there  was  any  necessity,  from 
the  point  of  view  of  public  health,  for 
iiaintaining  the  quarantine  law.  The  Go- 
vernment, however,  were  bound  by  certain 
Conventions  with  other  Powers  to  main- 
tain the  quarantioe  regulations.  In  conse- 
eqnence  of  the  Debate  that  arose  on  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  last  Autumn,  the 


Government  had  been  giving  their  atten- 
tion to  the  matter,  and  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  had  been  in  correspondence 
with  the  Departments  concerned  on  the 
subject.  Inquiries  were  being  made  as  to 
the  attitude  of  Foreign  Powers,  and  as  soon 
as  replies  were  received  to  those  inquiries 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  deal 
with  the  question.  He  did  not  think  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  a  Select 
Committee  such  as  the  hon.  Member  had 
suggested.  Probably  a  Departmental 
Committee  would  be  better.  As  he  had 
said,  however,  the  Government  were 
bound  by  the  Conventions,  and  until 
they  obtained  the  views  of  the  Foreign  Go- 
vernments could  not  act.  They  agreed 
that  there  was  no  longer  any  sanitary 
reason  for  maintaining  a  system  which 
was  to  a  large  extent  practically  obsolete. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  be  satisfied  to  leave  the  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government.  It  was 
receiving  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  would  certainly  not  be  lost 
sight  of. 

IMPROVEMENTS  IN  NON-BOARD 
SCHOOLS. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston), 
who  had  given  notice  of  the  following 
Motion  : — 

"  That  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  full  and 
reasonable  time,  without  prejudice  to  the 
allowance  of  j^rants  which  may  have  been 
earned,  should  be  alloweil  to  non  -  Boanl 
schools,  not  supported  by  the  rates,  for  carry- 
ing out  such  material  improvements  as  the 
Education  Department  may,  after  considering 
all  the  circumstances,  have  ordered," 

said,  he  believed  he  was  precluded  from 
moving  it,  but  he  wished  to  make  a  few 
remarks  on  the  subject.  Just  before  the 
Easter  Recess  the  House  had  had  the 
advantage  of  a  tolerably  free  discussion 
on  the  subject,  during  the  course  of  which 
the  Minister  for  Education  (Mr.  Acland) 
gave  some  assurances  which,  though  they 
were  not  perfect,  were  in  some  degree  satis- 
factory, for  all  of  which  mercies  he  wa» 
infinitely  obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  Motion  was,  however,, 
placed  on  the  Paper  before  that  discussion 
took  place,  and,  inasmuch  as  during  the 
Easter  Recess  further  confirmation  had 
been  received  for  the  necessity  for  having 
something  done,  he  thought  it  well  to 
revert  to  the  subject.  In  his  native 
County  of  Worcestershire  there  had  been 
abnormal    activity   in     respect    of    the 
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repairs  and  Banitation  of  voluntary 
schools.  This  was  owiug  to  the  excep- 
tional vigour  of  the  Inspector  who  was 
appointed  in  that  county.  So  great  was 
the  anxiety  with  regard  to  the  poorer 
village  schools  that  the  rich  landlords — 
if  aiiy  landlords  could  in  these  days  be 
called  rich — and  many  small  country 
gentlemen  like  himself  iiad  been  obliged 
to  raise  a  fund  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
the  managers  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  Education  Department.  In  the 
same  way,  in  the  part  of  Surrey  which  he 
represented,  the  people  had  been  obliged 
to  make  great  efforts  to  raise  funds  in 
order  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
Department.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Acland)  very  well  knew  that  some- 
what suddenly  within  the  last  year 
or  two  demands  for  material  improve- 
ments which  had  never  previously  been 
pressed  had  been  made.  School  committees 
had  been  going  on  for  generations  without 
any  marked  complaint  being  made  to  the 
Education  Department,  and  although 
some  further  requirements  were  antici- 
pated when  the  Free  Education  Act  was 
j)assed,  a  year  or  so  of  gradual  progress 
elapsed  after  its  passage,  and  it  was  not 
until  the  present  Government  came  into 
Office  that  demands  were  urged  with 
what  he  regarded  as  exceptional  and 
abnormal  vigour.  The  schools  to  which 
the  demands  applied  were,  of  course,  more 
or  less  poor,  and  tliose  who  supported 
them  were  suffering  from  agricultural 
depression.  lie  was  sure  that  the  vivid 
and  graphic  description  recently  given  of 
them  bv  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scot- 
land  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  would  be  still  fresh  in  the 
recollection  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  under  these  circumstances  of 
poverty  and  depression  that  the  school 
managers  were  required  to  redouble 
their  efforts  for  improving  the  buildings. 
The  demands  which  had  been  made  upon 
them  were  of  such  a  character  as  in  their 
opinion  to  endanger  their  position.  They 
were  apprehensive  that  they  would  not 
be  able  to  raise  the  funds  needed  within 
the  requisite  time.  No  complaints  were 
made  respecting  the  efficiency  of  their 
school  management.  Their  management 
was  admitted  to  be  good.  They  actually 
were  making  greater  j)rogress  relatively 
than  the  Board  schools,  who  had  all  the 
advantages  of  the  rates  to  fall  back  upon. 
It  was  considered  to   be   hard  that  at  a 
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time  when,  despite  all  the  enervating  ai 
depressing  influences  of  the  day,  the 
had  managed  to  maintain  their  schools  i 
a  state  of  efficiency  which  if  it  wa 
equalled  was  scarcely  surpassed  b 
the  Board  schools,  pressure  shoul 
be  put  upon  them  for  what  wa- 
after  all,  a  very  secondary  matte 
That  was  the  shell  of  the  grievance,  s 
to  speak — the  framework  of  the  educe 
tional  picture  painted  by  skilful  artist 
with  the  best  of  colours.  It  was  for  tt 
sake  of  the  frame  that  the  picture  we 
being  imperilled.  It  did  seem  hard  tbr 
when  schools  were  kept  up  by  voluntas 
effort  they  should  be  placed  in  a  positi* 
of  pecuniary  embarrassment  for  the  sa 
of  such  matters  as  the  provision  o^ 
cloak-room  or  a  few  hat-pegs.  The: 
things  as  affecting  sanitation,  he  v^ 
tured  to  say,  were  grossly  exaggerat  m 
The  idea  of  the  health  of  the  child :x 
being  endangered  by  reason  of 
few  wet  cloaks  being  hung  \ 
about  the  place  was  really  ai 
surd.  lie  admitted  that  cloak-room 
and  hat-pegs  should  be  provided,  bui 
to  say  that  the  health  of  the  cbildreo 
was  placed  in  jeopardy  by  the  absence  of 
these  things  was  ridiculous.  Look  at  the 
children — at  their  vigorous  gait  and  rosy 
cheeks.  They  were  far  healthier  than 
the  children  under  the  London  School 
Board.  Was  there  any  danger  to  thtti 
health  ?  Of  course  not.  The  provision 
of  cloak-rooms,  and  so  on,  was  not  urgent 
The  want  of  them  was  not  likely  to  pro* 
voke  epidemics  or  juvenile  complaints 
The  children  on  the  whole  were  healthy 
and  on  the  whole  were  progressive,  aW 
on  the  whole  were  doing  well.  Why 
then,  should  the  schools  be  worried  t* 
death  for  the  sake  of  material  improve 
ments  of  a  secondary  cliaracter  ?  Ther 
was  this  further  grievance — that  tb 
buildings  were  erected  with  the  approve 
of  the  Education  Department  of  thei 
dav,  and  had  existed  under  similft 
sanction  for  more  than  one  generation 
There  could  be  no  particular  reason — i* 
the  present  year,  at  any  rate — for  en- 
forcing these  hitherto  unprecedented  de* 
mands.  He  (Sir  R.  Temple)  and  hil 
friends  submitted  that  the  schools  b«jl 
claims  of  the  first  character  on  the  Esti- 
mates. These  were  the  schools  thil 
existed  before  Board  schools  were  knovi 
They  were  the  pioneers  of  education  ii 
the  country.      They  held  'up  the  light  A 
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knowledge   at  a  time   when    there   was 
general   darkness   among    the    humbler 
classes ;  and  these  were  the  institutions 
that    had     provided   a   vast   amount   of 
educational  capital  for  school  buildings — 
to  be  counted  by  many  millions  sterling — 
and  these  were    the    institutions  which 
now  for  several  generations  had   saved 
the  pockets    of    the    tax  paying     rate- 
payers.    They    were   saving    the    rate- 
payers  now,  at  a  time  when  all  other 
rules  was  rising.     He  did  not  say  they 
saved  much  to  the  taxpayer.     They  re- 
ceived as    much  as   the  Board    schools, 
but  they    saveil    the    ratepayer.     And, 
further,   they   maintained    the   good  old 
English   idea — differentiating  from  Scot- 
land  and    Ireland,     and     every     other 
nationality  under  the  sun  in  the  employ- 
ment of  private  enterprise  in   the  sacred 
caose    of    education.     Elsewhere    these 
things  were  done  by  the  State,  but  in 
thi«  country  they   were  largely  done  by 
l»rivate  enterprise.     This   gave    them  a 
daim  ui>on    the  nation.     They  did  not 
fcny  that  material  progress  must  be  made 
lad  go  on   pari  passu   with    moral  and 
intellectual  progress.     Poor  as  they  were 
Aey  were  willing  to  make  these  material 
ttprovements,    but    they   asked   to    be 
•Bowed  reasonable  time  for  the  purpose. 
h  made  all  the  difference  next  year  or 
Aeyear  after — that  was  to  say,  compared 
tith  the   present   year — between  death 
»  survival.     That   was    the  point.     It 
»M  time    they  asked    for.     They  oven 
'tntured  to  demand    it,  and  thev   ven- 
•Bred  to   conclude   their  plea  with    the 
•wertion,  "  Have  patience  with   us  and 
We  will  make  thee  all  the  improvements 
^tliatare  fairly  to  be  required  of  us."     It 
Was  in  order  to  obtain,  if  possible,  some 
tdditional  assurance  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  also  to  show  their  educa- 
tional friends  who  were    regarding  this 
^estion  with  great  anxiety  in  all  parts 
of  the  country  that  they  in  the   House 
who  were  in    favour  of    the  voluntiiry 
jystem  were  not   silent,  but  were  firm 
ii   urging    their    case    that    he    again 
(fought    this    subject    before  the  right 
kon.   Gentleman — though   he   was    pre- 
cioded  from  moving  a  Resolution. 
The  vice  PRESIDENT   of    the 

Council  (Mr.  aclaxd,  York,  w.r., 

.  ^otherham)  :  I  do  not  want  to  say  any- 

I  *hing  discourteous  to  the  hon.  Baronet 

:  ^iid  hiH  friends,  but  to  raise  the  question 

'or   the  third   time   within  the  seventh 


Parliamentary  day  is  really  a  little  hard 
on  the  Minister  in  charge  of  the  subject. 
On  both  previous  occasions  I  have  done 
mv  best  not  merelv  to  receive  the  state- 
ments  made  with  sympathy,  but  to  show, 
by  the  announcement  I  made  as  to  the 
Returns  I  proposed  to  obtain  and  the 
Circulars  I  was  going  to  publish,  that  I 
honestly  mean  to  try  and  meet  in  some 
reasonable  degree  hon.  Members  them- 
selves. I  hope  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
will  pardon  me  for  saying  that  I  am  not 
prepared  to  go  again  into  the  general 
question.  I  know  that  my  statements 
have  been  considered  satisfactory  by 
those  interested  in  voluntary  schools 
from  the  manv  letters  I  have  received 
from  clergymen  and  others.  If  the  hon. 
Memljer  had  been  able  to  move  the 
Motion  I  should  not  have  been  able  to 
accept  it,  as  it  would  draw  a  distinction 
between  Board  and  voluntary  schools  as 
to  the  way  in  Avhich  they  are  to  be  treated 
in  this  matter.  What  the  Education 
Department  has  to  do  is  to  adapt  its 
demands  to  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  that  is  what  it  is  prepared  to  try  and 
do  ;  but  a  Motion  which  would  give  a 
special  position  to  the  voluntary  schools 
is  one  that  could  not,  and  would  not,  be 
accepted  by  the  House.  It  is  the  duty 
of  every  Minister  of  Education  to  see 
that  in  return  for  the  enormous  grants 
that  are  made  to  these  schools  by  the 
country  the  schools  shall  be  healthy  and 
in  a  good  condition.  And  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers desire  information  as  to  the  condition 
of  some  of  the  voluntary  schools  I  should 
advise  them  to  read  the  addresses  of  the 
President  and  members  of  the  National 
Union  of  Teachers.  The  hon.  Baronet 
and  his  friends  accepted  in  the  most 
friendly  spirit  what  I  formerly  promised, 
and  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  anything 
more  on  the  subject. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) said,  the  right  hon.  (xentleman 
had  referred  to  the  remarks  which  had 
been  made  on  this  subject  on  previous 
occasions.  Well,  manv  of  them  enter- 
tained  strong  feelings  on  the  subject  of 
the  voluntary  schools.  Many  people  did 
not  care  about  children  being  eilucated  at 
all  if  they  were  not  educated  in  voluntary 
schools.  Even  when  Board  schools  were 
close  to  them  they  sent  their  children  long 
distances  to  voluntary  schools.  Thev 
paid  rates  to  maintain  the  Board  schools, 
but  derived  no  advantage  from  them.  He 
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had  himself  contributed  largely  to  Board 
schools,  but  he  also  contributed  to  volun- 
tiirj  schools,  in  which  he  was  more  imme- 
diately interested.  While  no  objection 
was  raised  to  pay  for  Board  schools,  those 
persons  who  supported  voluntary  schools 
felt  that  they  had  not  the  same  advantages 
as  compared  with  the  Board  schools,  of 
dipping  into  the  ratepayers'  pockets. 
In  the  past  tbey  knew  that  an  endeavour 
had  been  made  to  run  down  the  voluntary 
schools  by  means  of  the  Board  schools,  in 
which  low  fees  were  charged.  This  was 
done  in  his  district,  but  it  was  felt  that 
religious  education  was  necessary  for  the 
children.  Whilst  accepting  the  statement 
of  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  that 
he  was  anxious  to  be  fair  to  all  classes  of 
schools,  they  could  not  refrain  from  point- 
ing out  that  in  such  serious  times  of 
agricultural  depression  as  the  present 
some  consideration  should  be  paid  to  the 
voluntary  schools  if  only  for  the  sake  of 
saving  the  pockets  of  the  ratepayers.  He 
did  not  say  any  more  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  they  should  have  the 
voluntary  schools  in  an  insanitary  con- 
dition or  with  worse  internal  arrange- 
ments than  the  Board  schools,  but  beheld 
that  alterations  which  were  not  abso- 
lutely necessary  should  be  postponed  or 
spread  over  a  number  of  years.  The 
supporters  of  the  voluntary  schools  did 
not  wish  to  see  such  schools  crushed  by 
unnecessary  demands  being  made  upon 
them. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Deputy 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Supply, — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

CIVIL    SERVICES   AND    REVENUE    DE- 
PARTMENTS (ESTIMATES),  1894-5. 

Class  L 

s 

1.  £31,526,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Royal  Palaces  and  Marlborough  House. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  desired  to  call 
attention  to  one  or  two  matters  on  the 
Vote  for  Royal  Palaces,  and  to  ask  for  a 
little  information.  He  would  first,  how- 
ever, congratulate  his  right  hon.  Friend 
on  his  appointment  as  First  Commissioner 
of  Works,   and   express  the  hope   that 

General  Goldstvorthy 


they  might  expect  a  little  more  sympatk 
from  him  than  they  got  from  the  a 
hand.  With  regard  to  the  Wind^ 
Royal  Kitchen  Garden,  he  saw  there  tc^- 
down  in  the  Vote  £1,015,  as  agai^ 
£978  last  year.  He  was  always  car^ 
not  to  say  mucb  about  Palaces  wlx 
were  occupied  by  Her  Majesty,  and 
had  no  desire  to  alter  the  a^rangem^ 
made  when  she  came  to  the  Throne, 
could  not,  however,  see  why  they  sh«:> 
keep  up  ^  the  kitchen  garden,  Six^ 
that  ought  to  be  kept  up  by  the  Ci 
List,  and  he  should  like  to  know  ^w 
they  were  asked  to  pay  for  the  garde 
The  next  item  was  Kensington  Pala. 
£2,415,  as  against  £2,125  last  v^ 
There  was  no  explanation  of  that  incre^ 
as  far  as  he  30uld  see.  He  objected 
their  being  asked  to  pay  for  the  repair 
these  Palaces  at  all.  These  buildiD^ 
belonged  to  the  nation,  but  they  gave  t 
their  use  of  them.  The  Queen  nom. 
nated  certain  persons  to  reside  in  saci 
Palaces,  and,  living  there  rent  free,  thi 
very  least  that  could  be  expected  from 
them  was  that  they  would  keep  them  in 
a  good  state  of  repair.  The  people  who 
occupied  the  Palaces  were  well-to-do 
and  did  not  require  to  receive  this  kind 
of  outdoor  relief ;  but,  in  addition  to 
this,  it  was  not  fair  to  call  upon  the 
already  too-heavily  taxed  people  of 
this  country  to  pay  for  the  expenses  of 
repairing  these  Palaces.  There  was  an 
increase  in  the  expenditure  of  over  £600 
in  regard  to  the  White  Lodge,  Richmond 
Park.  He  should  like  to  know  who 
occupied  the  White  Lodge,  and  why  they 
were  called  upon  to  pay  this  sum  ?  The 
same  remarks  applied  to  Pembroke 
Lodge  and  the  other  buildings  enume- 
rated in  the  Votes.  He  desired  explanar 
tions  on  these  points.  The  next  it«m  to 
which  he  wished  to  refer  was  in  respect 
of  Holyrootl  Palace.  He  had  for  * 
number  of  years  been  calling  attention 
to  the  bad  state  of  repair  of  the  Scottish 
Palaces  and  Castles,  but  so  far  he  hid 
got  little  sympathy  from  the  Government^ 
He  hoped  the  present  First  Commis" 
sioner  of  Works  would  take  some  UttM 
interest  in  these  buildings,  and  sympi* 
thise  with  the  desire  to  have  them  k^ 
in  a  proper  state  of  repair.  They  wei^ 
now,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  to  some  eX" 
tent  tumbling  to  pieces.  With  regard 
to  the  chapel  that  used  to  be  attached  Ml 
Holy  rood  Palace,  the  roof  had  tumbled 


J 


15     Suppljf— Civil  Services,     {29  March  1894} 


ij-c,  Estimates. 


966 


,  and  the  building  gone  to  ruius.  He 
iggested  that  something  like  £10,000  a 
9ar  should  be  taken  for  10  years  to  put 
lese  Palaces  and  Castles  into  a  proper 
Late  of  repair.  He  would  ask  the  First 
*ommissioner  to  visit  Holyrood  and 
Linlithgow  Palaces  daring  the  siinimer, 
Kid  he  would  be  satisfied  that  their  present 
ondition  was  a  disgrace  to  the  nation, 
■ad  that  they  sorely  needed  repair.  Part 
P  Edinburgh  Palace  came  nnder  this 
'"ote,  and  that  structure  also  required 
came  money  spending  on  it  to  put  it  in 
ood  repair.  A  Mr.  Nelson,  a  citizen  of 
^ioburgh,  formerly  spent  £20,000  out 
If  his  own  pocket,  not  to  embellish  or 
«corate  it,  but  to  put  it  into  a 
^eent  state  of  repair  and  prevent  it 
i^ng  to  pieces.  It  was  disgraceful 
hit  it  should  be  necessary  for  a  private 
atixea  to  do  any  such  thing.  Part  of 
Edinburgh  Castle  was  sold  to  a  Railway 
«^4inpany  some  time  ago,  and  the  pur- 
dbue  money  so  received,  instead  of  being 

Eit  on  the  building,  had  been  put  into 
capital  account  of  the  Royalty  fund. 
S*  was  through  the  exertions  of  the 
WQburgh  Corporation  that  they  got  that 
V^ooeji  and  the  least  that  could  be  ex- 
yoeted  was  that  the  money  so  obtained 
'hould  be  spent  in  connection  with  the 
^^tu  of  that  part  of  Edinburgh  Castle 
^•ierthe  charge  of  the  First  Conimis- 
''Boner  of  Works. 

Me.  THORNTON  did  not  often  Hnd 
Uauelf  in  accord  with  the  hon.  Member 
■r  Peterborough,  but  on  this  matter  of 
fcoCch  Palaces  and  Castles  he  was  most 
woughly  in  agreement  with  him.  He 
Wd  visited  Holyrood  in  the  course  of  an 
■iBtorical  tour  he  made  over  Scotland 
^Mt  year,  and  there  was  a  danger  of  the 
4apel  and  other  parts  of  the  building 
^ng  into  a  state  of  disrepair,  which 
^oold  be  disgraceful  to  this  country, 
tfter  all,  if  there  was  no  absolute  en- 
Hgemeat  made  at  the  time  of  the  Union 
^  keep  these  Palaces  and  Castles  in 
spair  be  considered  it  to  be  a  moral 
iipoasibility.  Holyrood  was  of  pro- 
Hind  historical  interest  in  Scotland — in- 
&ed,  it  did  not  sink  beneath  that  of 
oyal  Windsor  itself.  Such  an  important 
btorical  building  as  Holyrood  should 
)  kept  up,  and  the  necessary  funds 
and  for  that  purpose. 
Mb.  H anbury  desired  some  in- 
rmatioo  in  regard  to  the  large  expendi- 
ire  of  £8,500  required  for  new  drainage 
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at  Buckingham  Palace.  He  had  very 
often  had  to  complain  of  the  serious 
danger  and  risk  to  health  and  life  in  our 
Public  Offices  on  the  part  of  the  Civil 
servants  engaged  in  such  Offices.  The 
condition  of  the  War  Office  a  few  years 
ago  was  disastrous  owing  to  the  bad 
state  of  the  drainage,  and  now  they  had 
the  matter  come  home  to  Buckingham 
Palace  itself.  Of  course,  when  the 
health  of  the  Royal  Family  and  Royal 
visitors  at  Buckingham  Palace  was  con- 
cerned it  was  a  serious  thing.  The  fact 
that  the  <lrainage  was  in  such  a  bad  con- 
dition as  to  require  the  expeuditure  ,of 
£8,500  emphasised  the  desirability  of  a 
public  inquiry  into  the  condition  of  our 
Public  Buildings,  most  of  which  he  be- 
lieved to  be  in  a  thoroughly  insanitary 
state.  The  Government  ought  to  set  an 
example  in  this  respect,  and  have  buihl- 
ings  in  such  a  sanitary  state  that  those 
who  worked  or  lived  in  them  should  not 
have  their  health  endangered  or  injured. 
He  did  not  grudge  this  amount.  He 
could  quite  believe  the  money  would  bo 
well  spent,  and  he  should  like  to  see 
more  going  in  the  same  direction,  but 
the  Government  must  not  ask  them  to 
vote  such  large  sums  in  the  dark.  This 
item  appeared  in  the  Votes  for  the  first 
time. 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  TREASURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hib- 
iJERT,  Oldham)  :  It  appeareil  last  year. 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  they  did  not 
have  any  explanation  last  year,  and  he 
hopeil,  therefore,  they  should  be  told 
what  had  been  the  defects  in  the  drainage 
of  Buckingham  Palace,  how  the  money 
would  be  expended,  and  whether  suffi- 
cient guarantees  would  be  taken  that  this 
would  be  a  final  sum  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) desired  to  know  what  system  of 
drainage  it  was  proposed  to  introduce  at 
Buckingham  Palace  ?  The  drainage 
system  was  remodelled  some  years  ago, 
and  the  system  known  as  the  pneumatic 
system,  which  had  always  worked  with 
great  satisfaction,  was  introduced.  Was 
that  the  system  which  it  was  now  pro- 
posed should  be  adopted  ?  With  regard 
to  the  Windsor  Royal  Kitchen  Garden, 
he  noticed  that  there  was  an  increased 
charge  this  year.  What  became  of  the 
produce  of  this  kitchen  garden  ?  The 
Royal  Family  were  very  seldom  in  resi- 
dence there,  and  he  should  like  to  know 
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ho  got  the  benefit  of  the  produce  of  the  o'clock   service   was   carried  on    in  the 

itcheii  garden  ?     If  it  found  its  way  to  German  Chapel,  and  was  spoiled  by  the 

Movent  Garden,  or  if  anything  was  made  acoustic  properties  of  the  chapel.     He, 

3Ut  of  it,  why  shouhl  it  not  be  applied  therefore,  hoped  that  the  First  Conimis- 

in  the  reduction  of  the  expenses.  sioner  of  Works  would  see  his  way  to 

Mu.   GIBSON  BOWLES    remarked  restoring    the    service    to     the    Chapel 

that  the  Secretary,  to  the  Treasury  was,  **JJ?*"*  ^,^  ,„   ^^,,^,^^0.^^^*^^ 
no   doubt,   aware    that   Windsor  Castle      ^he  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  ok 
was  not  the   property  of  the  Sovereign  WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,   Leeds, 
as  such,  neither  was  it  personal,  but  it  ^0   ^a»*^  ^^  was  not  aware  why  the 
was    the    Palace  of    the    Order   of  the  change   in    the   service   m    the   Chapel 
Garter,  and  was  occupied  by  the    Sove-  ^^^^^  alluded  to  by  the  last  speaker  had 
reign  not   as  Queen  of  England  but  as  been  made,  but  he  would  inquire  into  thet 
head  of  the  Order  of  the  Garter,  and  if  matter.     The  expenditure  on  thekitchem 
it   were  a   conceivable    thing    that  any  garden    of    Windsor     Castle    was     fo» 
other  Sovereign  could  be  the  heiul  of  the  struotural  improvements,  and  the  outlay 
Order    of   the    Garter,    that    Sovereign  "pon  Kensington  Palace  was  attributabU^ 
would   occupy  the  Palace  at  Windsor  ;  *^  ordinary  repairs.     The  expenditure  r  , 
consequently,  it   did    seem  to   him  that  connection  with  the  White  Lodge,  Ricfcj 
Windsor  Castle   stood    in    a    somewhat  ™o°^  ^^^k,  which  was  in  the  occupati<n 
different    position    to    Buckingham   and  ^^  ^^^  ^"^®  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^'»"g  *^  ^'^ 
St.    James's   Palaces,    which   were    no  tlecrease  in  the  water  supply  in  the  we  ^ 
doubt  personal  Palaces— personal  to  the  ^°  ^^"^^^  *^  *"»"'*^  *"  adequate  supply 
Sovereign     as     Sovereign.       He      was  ^ase  of  fire  it  was  found  necessary  to 
not  sure  whether,  if  the  strict  right  of  Pe°d  several  hundred  pounds.    In  re^ 
the  matter  were  followed  out,  Windsor  ^^    Holyrood   Palace,   he   quite    agr^-. 
Castle  should   not  be  charged  with  the  ^^^^  ^^^  historic  importance  of  the  ^3 
other   paraphernalia   of   the    Garter,    of  ^uin,  and  it  would  be  his  duty  to  loo, 
which   they   made   a   separate   Vote   in  ^^^^y  closely  into  that  matter.     Hw  pre- 
other    departments    of     the    Estimates.  Accessor  in  Office  had,  however,  satisfied 
There  was  another  subject  to  which  he  l^i^self  that  there  was  no  danger  from 
wished    to    call    attention.     For    manv  ^leterioration,  and   the  Surveyor  of  the 
years  there  had  been  two  services   held  ^^^^     ^^     Works,     who      had     ^one 
in  St.  James's  Chapel,  one  at  10  o'clock  ^'^^y    carefully  into    it,    had    said   that 
in  the  morning,  to  which   everybody  was  there  was   no  ground   for  appreheneion. 
admitted,  and   another  at   12,  for   which  ^c    would    undertake    that    the    whole 
tickets  were   required.     The  10  o'clock  condition  of  the  building  should  be  caw 
service,  which  he  had  long   been  in   the  f«lly  watched,  and  a  further  Report  calif 
habit  of  attending,  was  a  most  beautiful  ^^^  »°  ^^^c  ^^"'■^c  ^^  ^^^^  year.     In  rega 
service,  conducted  with  the  utmost  dignity  ^^  Buckingham  Palace,  the  undergror 
and  propriety,  and    had    been   regularly  *^"""'*^   ^^^"^  ^^^  ^^cn  taken   up,  the  ! 
held  up  to  last  year.     At  the  time  of  the  altered,  and  new  pipes  put  in  on  the' 
Royal  Marriage  last  year  both  services  system.       The  item   this  year  was. 
were  interrupted  at  St.  James's  Chapel  ^^"^>t,  very  heavy,  but  was  calculate 
Royal,     and    were    transferreil    to    the  cover  the  cost  of  all  the  heavy  work- 
German  Chapel,  of  which  he  would  only  ^^'0"*^1  endenvour  to  profit  by  the  re? 
say  that  neither  in  proprietv,  in   acoustic  ^^  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston  c 
qualities,  nor  in  appearance,  was  it  at  all  s"^ject    of   drainage   generally, 
comparable  with  the  other,  and,  instead  Pl»»"t  had  also  been  made  of  the 
of  being  a  delight  and  a  pleasure  to  attend  tion  of  the  buildings  of  the  W  ar 
the  service  there,  as  it  was  at  St.  James's  ^^^^^^  buildings  were  very  old,  bi 
Chapel,  it  was  rather  a  trial  of  patience,  very  long   the  W  ar    Departmen 
rr.         /-ITT  4  TT^^.  A  ^T      ri.1  havc  a  new  house  in  which   the 
The    CHAIRMA^:     I  hat   question  system  would  be  as  satisfactory 
does  not  arise  on  this  Vote.  ^^^  ^^.j^^^^  ^^„Ij  ^^^^  j^^      ^ 

Mr.   GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that  tion  as  to  what  became  of  the  j 

he  only  wished  to  complain  that  while  the   Windsor    Royal    Kitchen 

part  of  the  service  had  been  restored  to  was   outside   his  province,  as 

St.   James's   Chapel,   the   beautiful    10  private  matter. 

Mr.  Cofij/beare 
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Mr.  a.   C.  MORTON    thanked    the 

right    hon.    Gentleraau    for  the    way  in 

which   he   bad   met   thciu   In   regard  to 

Uolyrood.       As  to  the  oc(Mipants  of  tlie 

White     Lodge,     if     their     well  -  water 

gave  out,    wliy  should    they    not    have 

tbe  Water  Company's  supply  laid  on, 
and  pay  water-rates,  just  as  other  people 
liad  to  do  ?  They  got  the  house  rent 
^rce,  and  the  least  they  might  do  was  to 
pay  the  water  rate.  He  also  thought 
ttuitthe  occupants  of  the  buildings,  to 
"^iicli  the  Queen  had  the  right  of 
DLCMniQatiou — such  as  the  White  Lodge, 
SJfceen  Lo<lge,  and  Straw  Lodge — should 
obliged  to  keep  them  in  a  state  of 
if.  An  arrangement  had  been  made 
y  which  these  people  were  obliged  to 
p  the  buildings  in  repair  inside,  and 
thought  they  might  be  asked  to  look 
r  the  outside  as  well,  as  they  had  the 
^•ooses  rent  free. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked 
whether  the  Observatory  at  Kew  was 
^^  place  to  which  chronometers  and 
''■wical  instruments  were  sent  to  be 
^^•ted  ?  He  noticed  under  the  heading  of 
ftJaces  " — stud-house,  Hawthorn  Lodge 
•^Kew  Observatory.  The  category  of 
Places  had  been  greatly  extended  when 
•cy  included  a  stud-house,  an  observu- 
*•▼,  and  a  lodge. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was 
Jible  to  answer  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down.     With 
nl  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
for  Peterborough,  he  could  not  under- 
e  to  j»av  that  the  char<;e  for  the  out- 
repairs    would    be   thrown    on    the 
pants  of  the  bouses  mentioned.  The 
rs  of    houses   usually   did  the  inside 
iiv^  ill  order  to  ensure  that  the  build- 
were  properly  preserved. 

31b.   CONYBEARE  asked  why  the 

1-conditioued    lords    and    ladies   who 

pied  these  Palaces,  cottages,  lodges, 

whatever  they  were,  rent-free  ditl  not 

f   for    their    *'  fuel,  lights,  water,  and 

hold  articles "  ?     He  accepted   the 

lanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

h  regard  to  the  produce  of  the  Windsor 

tchen  Garden.     Perhaps  Her  Majesty 

right   to    make  as  much  as   she 

out  of    the  kitchen  garden;    but 

J  these  people  ivho  had  those  build- 

reot-free  should  pay  for  light  and 

%ter  and  household  articles. 
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^  Mu.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  was  under  a  misapprehension. 
The  occupants  of  those  Palaces  did  pay 
for  their  gas  and  fuel.  The  item  referred 
to  was  for  gas  and  fuel  used  in  the 
Public  VV^orks  Department  in  respect  to 
these  edifices. 

Mr.  CONVBEAI^E  said,  that  raised 
another  question,  which  was  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  so  analysed  the 
accounts  as  to  apportion  to  each  Palace 
its  respective  portion  of  the  uxpenso 
under  this  head  ? 

SiK  R.  TEMPLE  said,  he  would  like 
to  point  out,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Peterborough,  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  ask  the  Royal  occupants  of 
those  Palaces  to  undertake  the  repair  of 
the  outside  of  the  buildings.  Those 
Palaces  were  national  property  ;  they 
had  been  erected  bv  the  Crown  or  bv 
Parliament,  and  no  one  should  be  allowed 
to  touch  them  on  the  outside  except 
under  the  authority  of  Parliament  or  the 

Roval  authority. 

ft  t/ 

Siii  J.  T.  HIHBERT  said,  he  desired 
to  say,  in  reply  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lynn  Regis  in  reference  to 
the  Royal  Kew  Observatory,  that  the  Ob- 
servatory had  been  built  in  1778  by  Sir 
Thomas  Chambers  for  George  III.,  but 
since  Her  Majesty  had  come  to  the  Throne 
she  had  allowed  it  to  be  used  by  the  Royal 
Society,  which  looked  after  the  internal 
repairs,  while  the  outside  repairs  were 
done  by  the  Board  of  Works. 

Mu.  A.  C.  MORTON  said,  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Kingston  did 
not  seem  to  understand  w^hat  he  had  said 
alK)ut  the  repairs  of  the  Palaces^.  They 
had  already  made  an  arrangement 
whereby  they  compelled  the  people  who 
lived  in  those  buildings  to  keep  them  in 
repair  internally,  and  he  thought  the 
principle  shoulcl  l)e  extended  to  outside 
repairs,  jnst  as  vicars  or  rectors  were 
obliged  to  keep  parsonage  houses,  which 
were  also  national  property,  in  repair,  in- 
side and  outside. 

Mu.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet  that  it 
was  absolutely  impossible  to  allow  people 
to  work  their  fancv  on  the  outside  of  the 
Palaces,  and  that  if  any  work  of  the 
kind  was  needed  it  should  be  done  by 
the  Board  of  Works.  For  instance,  if 
the     hon.    Member     for     Peterborough 
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occupied  oue  of  those  buildings,  be 
sbould  not  like  to  allow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber his  way  on  the  outside  of  the  bouse, 
for  he  would  probably  spoil  it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

2.  £79,228,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON,  said,  that  last 
yearthe  FirstCoramissiouer  of  Works  had 
promised  him  to  provide  additional  seats 
in  Hampton  Court  Park  and  Pleasure 
Gardens,  and  as  the  seats  were  very 
much  required  by  the  public,  he  would 
like  to  know  whether  the  promise  had 
been  carried  out.  He  also  urged  last 
jear  that  a  refreshment  booth  for  the 
supply  of  temperance  drinks  should  be 
erected  in  those  grounds. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Why  limit 
them  to  temperance  drinks  ? 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  replied  that  a 
licence  would  have  to  be  obtained,  and 
that  no  doubt  would  be  opposed  by  the 
public  houses,  which  were  kept  up  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  so  carefully. 
At  any  rate,  all  he  desired  was  that  the 
public  who  frequented  those  Gardens 
should  be  able  to  obtain  temperance  re- 
freshments. He  should  also  like  to  ask 
^what  became  of  the  thousands  of  bunches 
of  grapes  which  grew  on  the  celebrated 
Vine  at  Hampton  Court  ?  So  far  as  he 
could  make  out  the  grapes  went  to 
Windsor — what  for  he  did  not  know — 
but  as  they  belonged  to  the  people,  he 
thought  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  should  be  able  to  give  them  to 
the  hospitals  for  children  in  the  Metro- 
polis. With  regard  to  Linlithgow 
Palace,  he  had  again  to  complain  that  it 
was  not  in  a  proper  state  of  repair.  The 
walls  of  the  Palace  were  still  in  a  good 
and  staple  condition,  and  he  thought  the 
building  might  be  roofed  in  and  made 
•use  of.  When  Scotland  got  Home  Rule 
'the  Palace  might  be  used  for  the  Governor 
of  the  country.  He  had  received  numerous 
complaints  of  the  want  of  sanitary  ac- 
commodation in  Hyde  Park,  while  the 
open  spaces  in  the  charge  of  the  London 
County  Council  were  admirably  supplied 
in  that  respect.  A  little  money  spent 
wisely  in  that  way  would  greatly  benefit 
the  people  and  visitors  to  London. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  noticed 
that  £400  a  year  were  charged  to  India, 
in   respect  to  services  rendered   to  that 

Mr.  Gibson  Bowles  \ 


country  b)*  Kew  Botanic  and  Pleasi 
Gardens.  He  should  like  to  know  wi 
those  services  were.  Complaint  was  cc 
stantly  made  about  India  being  overbi 
dened  with  taxation  on  behalf  of  Englai 
and  he  thought  this  small  sum  mig 
very  well  be  paid  by  this  country,  rath 
than  be  charged  to  India.  It  was  a  me 
trifle,  and  not  worth  talking  about ;  b 
he  raised  the  subject  as  a  question 
principle. 

Mr.  THORNTON  (Clapham)  sa, 
that  with  regard  to  Linlithgow  Palace, 
was  aware  a  considerable  difference 
opinion  existed  in  Scotland  as  to  the  w 
the  building  should  be  treated,  and  theJ 
fore  no  decision  should  become  to  withe 
careful  consideration. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  tl: 
additional  seats  had  been  provided 
Hampton  Court  Gardens,  and  he  wou 
consider  the  question  of  providing 
Kiosk,  as  in  Kew  and  other  places,  h 
the  supply  of  light  refreshments.  Ti 
grapes  of  the  Vine  at  Hampton  went  ( 
their  owner,  Her  Majesty. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  I  thought  w. 
were  the  owner. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  th» 
with  regard  to  the  £400  charged  on  Indii 
it  was  a  very  trifling  matter,  but  ts  h 
had  great  sympathy  with  the  vie¥r8  M 
pressed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Membtf  fQ 
Cambonie,  he  would  look  into  the  so) 
ject.  As  the  hon.  Member  for  Claphai 
had  stated,  there  was  a  diflference  < 
opinion  about  the  treatment  to  be  giv( 
to  the  ruin  at  Linlithgow,  and  apart  fro 
that,  it  was  a  matter  that  required  carel 
consideration.  The  question  of  saniti 
accommodation  in  Hyde  Park  would  al 
be  attended  to. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  would  U 
to  know  what  had  become  of  the  Rept 
of  the  Committee  which  sat  in  1892,  a 
perhaps  1893  also,  to  inquire  into  t 
emoluments  of  the  establishment  at  K< 
Gardens  ?  It  would  be  remembered  d 
the  men  employed  at  Kew  desired  ti 
their  emoluments  should  be  rendei 
equal  to  the  emoluments  of  sinl 
establishments  within  the  Metrcpolil 
area.  It  was  said  that  there  were  4 
tain  advantages  at  Kew,  which  were  i 
enjoyed  in  the  Metropolitan  Parks,  i 
that  living  was  cheaper  there.  To  d 
the  men  replied  that  living  was  dearor 
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Kew,  and  probably  they  were  right. 
The  Committee  was  appointed — he 
thought,  under  tlie  auspices  or  executive 
control  of  the  late  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Works.  For  his  own  part,  he  had 
never  heard  that  the  labours  of  the 
Committee  had  had  any  result.  Possibly 
something  might  have  been  done,  for  he 
iiad  not  heard  a  complaint  for  the  past 
jear  or  so.  It  would  be  satisfactory, 
however,  if  some  statement  were  made 
on  the  point.  In  regard  to  the  bill 
which  was  brought  against  India  by 
Kew  he  believed  it  to  be  bona  fide.  No 
doabt  Kew  Gardens  did  furnish  seeds 
Mil  specimens  for  the  Botanical  Gardens 
»t  Calcutta  and  elsewhere  in  India. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  that  if 
ftmilar  services  were  rendered  to  the 
Colonies  and  not  charged  for  why  should 
iidia  be  charged  'i 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  did  not 
bow  whether  Kew  Gardens  supplied 
tpecimcns  to  the  Colonies  or  not.  He 
»onid  point  out  that  the  residents  at 
Aew  had  a  standing  grievance  in  respect 
rf  the  lofty  wall  enclosing  the  Gardens 
on  the  south  western  side.  The  wall 
tas  a  great  eyesore  to  the  inhabitants 
rfa  very  long  row  of  houses,  and  it 
woold  be  a  great  boon  to  them  if  it 
wold  be  replaced  by  iron  ralings.  It 
light  be  said  that  as  the  removal  of  the 
wiU  would  t€nd  solely  to  the  benefit  of 
tie  residents  in  the  neighbourhood  they 
ought  to  be  asked  to  defray  part  of  the 
expense.  That  clearly  was  a  matter  for 
:>egotiation  l>etween  the  responsible 
Minister  and  the  residents.  He  wished 
to  thank  the  Grovernment  for  throwing 
Open  the  Home  Park  at  Richmond  to 
&  inhabitants  of  Kingston  and  Surbiton. 
There  wan  still  a  question  as  to  whether 
eqaestrians  were  allowed  to  ride  through 
it  or  not.  He  shouhl  like  to  press  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  the  Vote  to  con- 
cede this  privilege. 

Mr.  H anbury  said,  that  as  to  this 
feharge  in  India,  though  a  small  one,  it 
[Was  a  shabby  one.  They  were  far  too 
I  such  inclined  to  put  every  charge  they 
Id  on  India.  They  had  seen  many 
|«rideDcee  of  that  lately,  and  he  protested 
f«gmiii8t  it  with  the  hope  of  seeing 
ftte  habit  put  an  end  to.  The  habit  was 
ithe  result  of  the  policy  of  days  gone  by, 
when  the  House  was  only  too  ready  to 
|dle  up  small  charges  against  the  Indian 


Exchequer.  He  Agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kingston  that,  no  doubt^ 
India  did  derive  benefit  from  Kew,  but 
he  thought  it  a  little  unjust  that  these 
charges  should  be  imposed  on  India, 
whilst  they  were  not  imposed  on  self- 
governing  or  Crown  Colonies.  If  India 
benefited  from  Kew,  did  not  Kew,  on  the 
other  hand,,  benefit  from  the  Botanical 
Gardens  of  *India  ?  If  so,  was  not  the 
present  arrangement  under  which  India 
alone  was  charged  rather  one-sided  ?  As 
the  Government  had  promised  to  consider 
the  matter,  he  did  not  think  it  was  worth 
while  going  to  a  Division  against  the 
item. 

♦Mk.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  had  pointed  out 
that,  in  consequence  of  the  representa- 
tions he  had  made,  a  Committee  had  been 
appointe<l  to  consider  the  emoluments  of 
the  labourers  at  Kew  Gardens.  The 
Committee  eventually  reported.  They 
did  not  recommend  any  general  rise  of 
wages.  They  made,  however,  a  number 
of  recommendations  with  regard  to  small 
improvements  in  the  wages  of  labourers 
in  the  Royal  Parks  generally,  and  all 
those  recommendations  had  been  carried 
out.  The  wages  of  the  labourers  at  Kew 
had  been  raised,  not  to  any  great  extent, 
but  sufficient  to  keep  them  in  correspond- 
ence with  the  policy  of  the  Government 
in  regard  to  other  Departments  of  the 
Public  Service.  If  it  were  possible  in 
future  to  go  further  and  raise  the  minimum 
rate  of  wages  throughout  the  Public 
Servi(!e,  the  labourers  generally  at  Kew 
would,  of  course,  participate  in  the 
advantage. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  said,  he  had 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
replied  to  him  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  express  such  sympathy  with  the 
view  he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  had  expressed 
that  he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  press 
his  Motion  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  agreed 
that  it  was  ridiculous  to  make  India  pay 
the  money  to  which  reference  had  been 
made.  He  hoped  no  further  charge 
would  be  made  on  that  account.  On 
another  point,  so  far  as  his  (Mr.  Morton's) 
acquaintance  with  the  Scotch  Societies 
went,  they  all  objected  to  keeping  Holy- 
rood  Palace  as  a  ruin.  They  said  they 
wanted  it  roofed  in^-especially  the  old 
Parliament  House. 
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Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  the 
road  iu  Richmond  Park  on  the  east  side 
of  Pembroke  Lodge  was  iu  a  bad  condi- 
tiou,  aud  very  dangerous  for  riding  pur- 
poses. It  was  a  series  of  abysses,  and  a 
person  riding  on  it  was  likely  at  any 
moment  to  come  head  over  heels.  It 
was  badly  kept,  aud  in  wet  weather  was 
simply  a  morass.  For  years  they  had 
been  promised  an  entrance- to  the  Park 
from  London  in  Priory  Lane.  The  lane 
endeil  in  a  gate,  where  there  was  a  Royal 
lodge  inhabited  by  a  Royal  keeper,  who 
was  paid  for  out  of  the  Estimates.  This 
parkkeeper,  when  applied  to  by  a  person 
— as  he  (Mr.  Bowles)  had  himself  applied 
— for  egress,  said,  "  I  cannot  let  you  go 
through  this  gate  unless  you  get  the  per- 
mission of  Mr.  Hugh  Smith,  who  lives 
down  the  lane."  He  (Mr.  Bowles)  did 
not  know  who  Mr.  Hugh  Smith  was. 
It  was  not  the  Queen  of  Eng- 
land who  was  to  give  permission 
for  a  Royal  Park  Gate  to  be  used  ;  it 
was  not  even  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, but  Mr.  Hugh  Smith.  He  took 
no  interest  in  Mr.  Hugh  Smith — he  only 
took  interest  in  the  Park  aud  in  the 
Estimates.  This  system  of  keeping  up 
a  Park  Gate  for  the  behoof  of  a  private 
iudividual  who  was  to  give  permission  to 
his  private  friends  to  use  it  had  been 
going  on  for  years.  They  thought  last 
year  that  it  was  to  be  put  an  end  to,  but 
apparently  it  still  continued. 

Mr.    SHAW-LEFEVRE    said,    the 

bon.  Member  was  quite  right  about  this 

gate.     It   was  not  open   to  general  use, 

because  the  road  leading  to  it  was  pri- 
vate property — the  property,  he  believed, 
of  the  landowner  to  whom  the  hon. 
Member  had  referred.  The  gentleman, 
however,  was  quite  ready  to  hand  over 
the  road  to  the  public  if  some  security 
were  giveu  that  it  would  be  kept  in 
proper  repair.  The  difficulty  was  as  to 
who  was  to  repair  it.  The  Local 
Authorities  were  certainly  the  i)ersons 
who  ought  to  undertake  that  work.  He 
bad  entered  into  communication  with 
them  on  the  subject  some  time  ago,  but 
they  were  not  disposed  to  keep  in  repair 
a  road  which  simply  led  to  a  Royal 
Park.  The  cost  could  hardly  be  placed 
on  the  public  funds.  The  owner,  Mr. 
Smith,  had  made  a  most  generous  offer 
to  the  public,  and  it  was  a  pity  it  could 
not  be  availed  of. 
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Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  Ir^ 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  Vo*^ 
for  keeping  Hyde  Park  in  order.  IS 
thought  the  Chancellor  of  theExchequ 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  mon-^ 
might  be  spent  in  a  more  advantage 
manner,  for  it  seemed  as  '  if  work  wi 
purposely  made  iu  Hyde  Park.  J" 
now  the  authorities  were  puttiug  do 
an  expensive  stone  kerbing  Avhich  ^ 
not  only  absolutely  unnecessary, 
which  would  probably  become  a  sourc  - 
danger  by  reason  of  horses  steppiug  u 
it.  Why  they  were  putting  such  a  k 
ing  alongside  Rotten  Row  he  could 
conceive  ;  they  had  done  without 
for  centuries,  and  the  only  explani^ 
for  laying  it  could  only  be  thatthere^ 
some  money  in  hand  which  it  wasde^/re 
to  spend. 

♦Mr.    IL    GLADSTONE:    I    krwoir 
nothing  against  this  kerbstone,  but  I  will 
make  inquiry.     I  may   point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Vote  covered  ex- 
penditure in  St.  James's  and  other  Parlw, 
as  well  as  Hyde  Park. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

3.  £30,855,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Houses  of  Parliament  Buildings. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  noticed 
a  charge  for  double  sashes  for  the  dining 
and  grill-room  wiudows.  Similar  item* 
appeared  on  the  Estimates  two  yeart 
ago,  and  he  would  like  to  know  if  the  , 
money  then  voted  was  expendetl  on 
different  works  ?  He  should  watch 
this  matter  with  some  suspicion, 
as  he  feared  there  was  a  tendency 
to  divert  money  for  the  purpose* 
for  which  Parliament  granted  it.  The 
promise  of  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
question  of  the  structure  and  arrange- 
ments of  the  House  of  Commons  rendered 
it  unnecessary  for  him  to  go  at  anj 
length  into  some  of  the  matters  he  had 
intended  to  discuss.  He  did  think  there 
was  a  necessity  for  enlarging  the  pos^ 
office,  while  the  store  rooms  connected 
with  (he  Vote  Office  were  both  ill-lighted 
and  badly  ventilated,  being  really  unfit 
for  any  one  to  work  in.  Next,  he  wanted 
to  know  if  the  men  employed  iu  the 
House  had  been  granted  an  eight  hourt 
day  ;  surely  they  ought  in  this  respect 
to  bo  treated  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
employ6s  in  the  Army  aud  ^'avy 
Departments. 
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Mr.  CONYBE are  ^aiil,  be  wiis  ,trlad 

'k-<^    hear   tlmt   a   Conimittee    was  to   be 

«tp>pointod  to  (liscuHs  matters  in   conuee- 

^ion  witb  tbe  arrangements  of  tlie  House. 

e  quite  agreed  witb  bis  bon.  Friend  tbe 

ember  for  Peterboroiigb  tiiat  tiie  post 

oflRce  was  not  large  enougb,  and  be  beld 

^liTther  that   tbe   staff  of  (ilerks  was  in- 

•^<iquate.     But  be  wisbed  tbe  rigbt  bon. 

^^CDtleman  to  direct  bis  attention   to  tbe 

^^onditiou  of  St.  Stepben's  Crypt  CIia])el. 

T* law  was  au  exceediugly  beautiful  build- 

*^€»  ^'>t  *^ll  wbo  bad   visited    it  recently 

'^^ould  bave  noticed  tbat  tbe  frescoes  and 

^>tlier  decorations  were  becoming  frigbt- 

*ullj  disfigured  by  damp.     It  would  be  a 

"^®ry  great  pity  indeed  if  tbe  danij)  were 

allowed   to    increase    tbe  miscbief.     He 

■*oped     the      right      bon.      Gentleman 

^•'ouid   take   speedy    steps    to    see    that 

^at     was      put      right.       There     was 

•*H)ther    department    in    which    be  was 

*Uch  interested, and  that  was  tbe  Library. 

Se  had  repeatedly  raised  questions  as  to 

^e  provision  of  which  he  might  call  the 

^Necessities     of     their     existence.       For 

*^tance,    if    they    wanted   certain    Law 

^'eports  they  had  to  go   to  tbe   Lords' 

*-ibr»ry  for  them.    He  objected  to  having 

^  do  that,  in  view  of  tbe  friction  between 

^  two  Houses.     Was  it  not  ridiculous 

^«Ut  the  real  legislators  should  be  com- 

C led  to  go  to  the  House  of  Lords  to 
k  up  the  records  as  to  tbe  ]>ractioal 
•feet  of  their  own  legislation  ?  During 
J«  Debates  on  the  Local  Government 
'fiil  ii  was  frequently  necessary  to  refer 
^  the  Law  Reports  for  decisions  on 
•Sftain  points,  but  tbe  volumes  were  only 
^be  had  from  tbe  Lords'  Library,  and  it 
^  often  the  case  that  when  reference 
M  to  be  made  that  Library  was  closed 
••d  tbe  officials  had  gone  home.  Now, 
^was  not  asking  tbat  tbe  shelves  of  the 
J|*brary  of  the  House  of  Commons  should 
^  encumbered  with  a  lot  of  musty  old 
^<^tikes»,  but  he  believed  that  the  Council 
^  Legal  Education  had  recently  prepared 
*  Oew  edition  of  Law  Reports  which  bad 
^aght  within  a  reasonable  compass  all 
^  important  decisions  of  the  last  30 
i^TB^  and  he  thought  that   that  would 

St>ve  a  useful  addition  to  the  Library. 
6  was  not  asking  that  the  edition 
^uld  be  obtained  in  tlie  interests  of  tbe 
^Wjrors  who  came  down  there  to  study 
^ir  briefly  bat  he  advocated  it  in  view 
^  the  convenience  of  hon.  Members 
%*Oer»lly.     He  wished,  finally,  to  com- 


plain of  the  character  of  pens  placed  in 
tbe  corridors  and  Librarv. 

The  Marqiess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  said,  be  wished 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  First 
Conmiissioner  of  Works  to  the  question 
of  tbe  want  of  accommodation  on  the 
floor  of  the  House.  This  was  an  inccm- 
venience  not  experienced  by  Members 
and  ex -Members  of  the  Government ; 
it  was  felt  solely  by  ])rivate  Members. 
Of  course,  tbe  Benches  on  ordinary 
occasions  were  not  crowded  :  but  there 
were  times  on  whicli  private  MeuiV)ers, 
unless  they  could  spare  time  to  come 
down  to  the  House  early  in  the  day, 
found  it  impossible  to  get  a  seat  from 
which  they  could  bear  what  was  going 
on.  He  hoped  tbat  the  Government 
would  take  into  their  serious  considera- 
tion the  question  of  enUirging  the  House. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  admit  tbat 
the  occupants  of  the  two  Front  Benches 
may  not  l>e  the  best  witnesses  on  this 
question  of  tbe  accommodation,  but  I 
woubl  suggest  to  tbe  noble  Lord  that 
bon.  Members  must  look  at  tbe  con- 
struction of  the  House  not  from  the 
point  of  view  of  exceptional  occasions, 
but  from  tbe  i)ointof  ordinary  use,  when 
tbe  attendance  is  nothing  like  that  which 
would  call  for  tbe  provision  of  670  seats. 
The  House,  as  at  present  constructed,  is 
not  badly  designed  for  every-day  pur- 
poses ;  and  I  am  not  sure  that  by  en- 
tleavourins:  to  secure  tbe  convenience  of 
bon.  Members  during  a  few  excep- 
tional sittings,  the  convenience  of  the 
many  would  not  be  sacrificed.  Tbat  is 
a  point  well  worthy  tbe  consideration  of 
tbe  House  at  large. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  hoped  tbat 
neither  tbe  present  nor  future  Govern- 
ments would  not  go  ou  the  line  of  in- 
creasing tbe  size  of  tbe  House.  What 
thev  wanted  to  do  was  to  reduce  the 
number  of  Members  to  about  450,  which 
would  be  sufficient  for  all  legislative 
purposes  ;  for  such  a  number  the  accom- 
moilatiou  was  ample. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Here- 
ford) desired  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  to  the 
absence  of  any  means  of  communication 
between  tbe  House  itself  and  other  parts 
of  the  building.  There  ought  to  bo 
some  easy  mode  of  communication  be- 
tween the  House  and  the  smoking-room 
and  tbe  Library,  instead  of  Members  who 
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had   to  (leal  with  a  vast  mass  of  corre- 
spondence being  kept  in  total  ignorance 
of  what  was  going  on   in   the  Chamber. 
He  was  well  aware  of  the  fact  that  the 
Partj  Whips  preferred   the  present  sys- 
tem, as  being  better  calculated  to  ensure 
Members  voting    straight.     Some  years 
since,    when    the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dublin  University  was 
First  Commissioner,  he,   upon   the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  suggestion,  got  up  a 
Memorial   in    favour  of  some  change  in 
this  respect,    in   order  to  strengthen  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  hands  against  the 
Treasury.     He  induced  at  least  half  the 
Members  of  the   House   to  sign   it,  and 
then  presented  it.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   took    it   away  to  some   foreign 
watering  place  to  consider,  but  nothing 
was    done,  and    he   had    since   regained 
possession   of   the  document,   which    he 
intended    to    keep    as     an     interesting 
memento  of  his   first  and  last    effort  to 
get  up  a  Memorial.     He  believed  that 
the     Exchange     Telegraph      Company 
offered   to  supply    information    of   what 
was   going    on    in    the    House   to   the 
Smoking  Room  and   the  Library   for   a 
sum  of  £500   or  £600,    if   an  operator 
and  machine  could  be  placed  behind  the 
Speaker's  Chair,  but  their  offer  had  not 
been  accepted.    He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  agree  to  devote  some 
consideration  to  this  matter. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  said,  he  desired  to 
strongly  confirm  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Camborne  had  said  with  regard  to  the 
beauty  of  the  architecture  of  the  crypt, 
which  was  being  destroyed  by  damp. 
The  chapel  was  a  structure  well  worthy 
of  preservation  in  the  utmost  possible 
efficiency  ;  it  was  the  finest  one  of  its 
kind  in  the  Kingdom,  and  probably  could 
not  be  surpassed  by  any  structure  of  its 
description  in  the  world.  The  interesting 
small  room  used  as  the  cloak-room  was 
also  a  fine  specimen  of  architecture,  and 
it  ought  to  be  kept  in  a  condition  worthy 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  He  com- 
plained that  the  tea  room  was  not 
sufficiently  lighted  in  the  afternoons. 
Seeing  that  hon.  Members  were  com- 
pelled by  reason  of  their  legislative 
duties  to  remain  within  the  precincts  of 
the  House,  he  thought  they  ought  at 
least  to  have  the  tea  room  aS;  well 
lighted  as  the  tea-rooms  in  their  own 
houses. 

Mr.  Radcliffe  Cooke 


Mr.    GIBSON    BOWLES   said,   1 
wished  to  support  the  First  Commission- 
of  Works  in  the  refusal  which  he  hop« 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  about 
give  to  the  request  that  the  House  shoe: 
be  enlarged.     In   his  opinion,  the  Hoyi 
was  quite  large  enough  for  the  purpo^ 
for  which  it  was  used.     He  was  entire 
opposed    to   any    proposal     that    wo^ 
deplete  the  Benches  of  that  House 
supplying  information  of  what  was  gcrr 
on  in  it  to  hon.  Members  in  the  smok 
room  or  the  Library.     It  was  the  du^ai 
hon.  Members  to  attend   in  the  H(^ii: 
and  they  ought  not  to  ensconce  t 
selves  in  the  Library  and  smoking- 
But  he  was    bound  to  admit    tha 
writing,  smoking,  dining,  and  tea-r 
were   too  small.      Hon.  Members 
eat,    drink,   and    smoke,   and    su 
accommodation  should    be   provide 
them.      The    occupants    of    the 
Benches,  he  believed,  had  their  pWr* 
rooms  behind  the  Speaker's  Chair,  ha 
private  Members  had  no  such  privi/eges 
and  they  had  to  struggle  for  the  writing 
tables  and  for  the  pens  in  most  unseemiy 
fashion.     Many  people  could  not  write 
without  smoking,  and  some  even  could 
not  tbink  without  smoking,  and  be  did 
hold  it  to  be  rather  hard  that  the  accom- 
modation in  this   respect  should  be  to 
restricted.     Every   Member  knew  wW. 
the    smoking-room    was    like,   and   the 
accommodation    in    that    respect  should 
have  been  doubled  or  trebled  years  ago« 
If   two   or   three   other    smoking-rooDtf 
were  provided,  they  would    not  be  too 
much.     The  same  thing  might  be  said  of 
the  accommodation  for  writing.    There 
was  no  doubt  about  it  that  the  writing 
and  smoking-rooms  were   most  uncom- 
fortably crowded  whenever  the  busineMf 
occupying   the  attention    of   the  Hou«^ 
was  not  of  very   general  interest.    Ho 
hoped  that  steps  would  be  taken  to  con- 
siderably    increase     the    present    quite 
inadequate  accommodation  given  to  hon* 
Members. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  was   UDde^ 
stood  to  point  out  that  it  was  impossiblo. 
to  alter  the  windows  while  the  HouW 
was   sitting,  but   the   work    was  to  bt 
carried   out   as   soon   as  possible.    Tli* 
question   of   St.    Stephen's  Chapel  and 
the  chamber  adjoining    the  cloak-roo». 
should     receive     immediate    atteotioBi*- 
Some  minor  matters  had  been  alluded  t» 
by  various  hon.  Members  with  regard  U> 
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t.l»e  accoinniodatioii  of  the  House,  tlie  *Mn, 
IXMl  office,  tea-rooms,  and  so  forth,  all  of 
"^v-itieb  appeared  to  bim  questions 
«l»oold  be  eettled  hy  the  Committee.  Ht 
n^  no  doubt  that  the  Committee  which 
•  •-  WM  proposed  Hhoiib)  lie  apjioiutcd 
^-«nld  keep  in  view  all  t|iieRtions  re- 
lating to  the  general  conveuienne  of 
^Aembera. 

Mh.  COXYBEARE  said,  he  raised 
%be  question  last  year  as  to  the  accom- 
XKVodation  in  the  Gallery,  and  asked 
■^whether  the  Committee,  wbeii  it  waa 
Appointed,  would  see  its  way  to  improve 
*fie  present  troublesome  reatrietion  whieh 
ditjitat  allow  ladies  to  bo  aecompanied 
y»y  their  husbaoda  and  Ijrothers,  but  com- 
pelleil  them  to  ait  aivay  by  tbemaclves. 
■  t  was  a  curious  fact  that  ladies  were  not 
i^^anled  aa  "strangera,"  and  that,  there- 
fore, the  arrangcmeuta  wbicb  he  proposed 
•or  their  couifort  last  year  were  pas3e<l 
I  over.  He  trnated  tlita  r[uestiou  of  lietter 
■iCcommodatioQ  for  ladiea  visiting  the 
I  Boom  would  be  brought  forward  for 
:u8sioii  before  the  Committee.  Unless 
right  hon.  Geotleman  would  promitie 
t,he  should  oppose  the  appointment 
I  vf  the  Committee. 

TbeMarquess  of  CAHMAKTHEK 
|t*oaght  that  ladies  should  only  be 
\  dlo«ed  access  to  certain  portions  of  the 
}aa  now,  aud  not  to  the  Galleries 
I  ^Brally  all  over  the  body  of  the  House. 
Wo  tbe  Committee  were  to  be  empowered 
Intake  alterations  in  that  direction,  ho 
I  do  all  he  could  to  prevent  the 
I  Ointment  of  the  Committee  at  all. 
,  Hr.  a.  C.  MORTON,  referring  to  an 
•m.for  f  iiO  for  lamp  oil,  said,  he  never 
|**a  lamp  in  any  part  of  the  House,  nor 
"^'d  he  find  out  how  that  sum  of  money 
I  At  expended.  He  hoped  some  esplaiia- 
I  tin  would  be  given,  and  if  the  riglithon. 
I  fitatlemaii  would  inquire  into  the  matter 
I  W  would  probably  find  that  a  saving 
I  lader  that  head  might  be  effected. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Esses, 
I  ^FPiDg)  pointed  out  that  the  accom- 
I  Mdation  aet  apart  for  the  public-  was 
I  ibeidy  extremely  limited.  If  ladiea  were 
I  lUowed  to  occupy  seats  in  the  Strangers' 
T  GiUery,  which  was  already  inaufficieut 
I  k  the  public,  he  should  oppose  the 
I  bwratioD.  The  space  at  present  bo 
:  failed  for  theuaof  the  public  should 
'  XK  be  atill  fmrtlMr  diminished. 
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H.  GLADSTONE  Kaid,  ho 
>e  that  the  qneation  of  tbe  oil 
weived  pr<iiM?r  attention.  Ho 
iiy  the  Government  could  give  a 
tlay  for  a  i)iscn!<sion,  but  they  were 
[jerfeutly  willing,  if  it  was  the  wish  of 
the  House,  to  aaaont  to  tbe  appointment 
of  n  Committee ;  aud  he  would  suggest 
that  some  Member  might  put  down  a 
Motion  for  appointing  a  Committee  for 
the  purpoHe.  The  remarks  mode  that 
evening  showed  clearly  what  tbe  wiah  of 
many  Memlient  was.  His  idea  was  that 
stii'h  questions  lis  that  of  the  admission  of 
ladies  to  the  Stningera'  Gallery  might  be 
referred  to  a  Committee.  That  <iueation 
had  not  been  inelnded  in  the  Referenoo 
to  previous  Committees.  He  did  not 
like  to  express  a  personal  opinion  on  the 
merits  of  any  particular  propoaal ;  but  it 
seemed  to  iiin)  thai  it  would  be  ae- 
tpiablc  to  Members  generally  if  n  repre- 
sentative Coiuinittee  were  appointeii  to 
ider  the  whole  question.  With 
regard  to  the  hours  of  labour  of  tbe  work- 
people employed  by  tbe  Office  of  Works 
in  the  Houses  of  Parliameui,  it  was  not 
possible  to  consider  them  without  refer- 
ence to  all  classes  of  worki>eople  em- 
ployed by  Government.  It  was  hia 
intention    to  consider   the  queation  aa  a 

Mr.  HARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
I  was  a  Member  of  the  last  two  Corn- 
it  tees  upon  whose  recommendations 
certain  changes  ha«l  been  made.  When 
tbe  appointment  of  another  Committee 
was  proposed  ho  would  suggest  "  Let 
there  be  a  discussion,  so  that  it  might  be 
known  what  it  was  desired  that  tbo 
Committee  should  consider."  On  the 
last  Committee  the  question  arose 
whether  the  wording  of  the  Reference 
would  allow  the  Committee  to  consider 
the  admission  of  ladies  to  tbe  ^jtrangers' 
Gallery,  and  it  was  dc<-ided  that  it 
would  not.  A  discussion  would  now  be 
the  best  means  of  elucidating  the  {K>iuta 
to  be  considered  by  the  Committee.  As 
to  the  expenditure  for  oil,  each  suc- 
ceeding First  Commissioner  had  bis 
attention  drawn  to  it  and  gave  the  same 
answer — that  the  matter  should  be 
looked  into.  He  did  not  know  what 
troubled  waters  were  calmed  by  tbe  oil 
provided,  or  what  light  was  thrown  upon 
their  proceedings  by  thia  expenditure  of 
£1,300. 
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Mr.  IIANBUEY  (Premon)  ihoiiglil 
the  First  CommisBioiier  wua  nmler  stime 
ini^npprchoiii'ion  iu  treating  llic  ijiiet'liciii 
of  eif^ht  lioiirs  u  day  for  tliase  employed 
aWit  tlie  Houses  of  IVrliament  as  purt 
of  the  larffcr  general  eight  hours  questiou, 
becaime  lie  iiudenitocid  they  were  not 
Government  servnuts  >tt  all.  They  were 
iu  the  hauda  of  that  inystcrious  Cum- 
missiou  ineulioiied  ihts  other  day,  whose 
existence  was  unknown  to  the  Members 
of  it.  Therefore,  the  right  hoii.  Geiitle- 
muu  could  not  get  out  of  an  answer  on 
the  generul  plea  he  hiul  given,  as  they 
were  not  Government  offiuinlH,  anil  the 
House  was  entitled  to  nome  explanation 
from  the  right  hon.  Guntli-mau  upon  this 
particular  Vote — how  the  servants  Hbout 
tiie  Houses  of  Pnrlitinieut  would  be 
dealt  with  in  this  particular  matter. 

•Mh.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  that 
the  persons  he  referred  to  were  em- 
ployed direetlv  hy  the  Office  of  Works. 

Snt  J.  G'OLDSMID  (St.  Pancras) 
said,  thi$  cfuestion  of  the  accommodation 
for  Members  was  not  left  in  a  satisfactory 
position.  If  a  Committee  was  to  be 
moved  for,  it  ought  to  be  moved  for  by 
the  Minister  responsihie  for  the  arrange- 
ments. He  appealed  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  show  a  little  more  back- 
Imno  in  the  matter  ;  ami  if  there  were  to 
be  It  Committee  appointed,  to  move  for  it 
himself  rather  than  leave  the  responsi- 
bility to  any  IndividuRl  Member.  lie 
made  that  suggestion  in  a,  friendly  spirit, 
and  tniEted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  accept  it. 

Mr.  II.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  only 
desire  of  the  Government  was  to  meet 
the  general  convenience  of  Members, 
He  should  Ijc  ready  to  put  down  a  Motion 
for  a  Committee  on  the  understauding 
that  the  (iovernment  were  not  prepared 
to  make  anv  promise  as  to  giving  time 
for  a  discussion. 

SiK  J.  GOLDSMID  did  not  think 
that  the  few  minutes  that  migiit  \m  de- 
voted to  the  discussion  of  the  terms  of 
the  Kesolution  would  be  a  serious  loss 
of  time  to  rhe  Governmeni. 

Mr.  BANUUKY  (Cambcrwell,  Peck- 
ham)  said,  that  last  Session  he  bad  so 
many  applications  from  his  constituents 
for  admission  to  the  House  that  at  one 
time  be  bad  100  names  on  hie  list.  If 
lailiee  also  were  to  be  admitted  to  the 
Galleries  he  would  have  nothing  else  to 
do  but  keep  a  list  of  applicants. 


Me.  HERBERT  (Croydon)  regretted 
that  of  the  several  demands  made  upon 
the  Government  by  the  Refreshment 
Conimittee  only  one  was  provided  for. 
All  the  alterations  and  improvements 
which  hud  been  suggested  were  post- 
poned ;  and  this  was  particularly  dis- 
appointing to  Members  as  regardett  the 
suggested  commuuJcatioj  l)etween  the 
diniug-room  and  the  kitchen,  for  by  that 
alteration  alone  could  any  real  improve- 
ment in  the  arrangements  be  effected. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  that  no  PubUe 
Body,  whether  County  Council,  local,  or 
otherwise,  would  be  so  slow  in  moving. 
It  had  always  taken  years  and  years 
before  anything  was  done,  aud  he  felt 
sure,  unless  some  effort  were  made,  theae 
matters  would  again  take  four  or  five 
years  in  carrying  out. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

4.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"Tliat  n  sum,  not  ciccedinf-  €31,200,  be 
grantcit  l<i  Her  Majcntj,  to  complete  Che  snin 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
iu  conrse  of  payment  during  ibe  year  ending  on 
tlie  3lBt  day  of  March  1805,  fur  the  ExtcnmoD 
of  (he  Admiralty  Buildings." 

•Mr.    STUAUT-WORTLEY     asked 

how  it  came  about  that  the  original 
Estimate  of  £195,000  had  been  exceeded 
by  £100,000  ? 

Mr.  GIBSOX  BOWLES  thought 
that  the  [lew  buildings  promised  to  be  ft 
very  haudsomc  pile,  but  it  was  dis- 
appointing that  their  completion  should 
be  so  long  delayed.  Until  they  were 
completed  the  much-needeil  thoroughfira 
between  the  Mall  and  Charing  Crose 
could  not  be  majle  for  the  enormous  traffia 
between  the  lower  part  of  Regent  Strest 
and  the  Strand. 

The  deputy  CHAIRMAN  poinKd 
out  to  the  hoD.  Member  that  that  vm 
not  the  question  I>efore  the  House. 

Mk.  GIBSON  BOWLES  explain^ 
that  the  failure  to  open  a  thoroughfin 
arose  from  the  delay  in  carrying  out  tbi 
Admiralty  buildings,  and  he  pressed  fot 
accelerated  speed  that  the  traffic  migfat 
be  relieved.  In  that  respect  the  delayil 
completing  the  buildings  was  very  serioOh 
and  he  would  be  glad  of  i 
from  ttio  right  hun.  Gentleman 
matter. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  t 
increased  cost  of  the  bnildings  had  beat 
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due  parttr  to  u  (touisiilcnilile  lise  in 
n-Bges  BD(1  in  the  t-osl  of  niutoriul,  liiit 
more  ]Nirnciilarly  to  the  iievesKity  for 
layiag  the  fonnifutioiis  deeper  timii  Iwil 
l>eeii  lit  fim  Hutic-i[iate(l.  Tlie  ImildiiigH 
wore  liy  far  the  l>est  Gnt-ortimerit  OHii^c^k 
which  hnd  yet  been  Imilt.  As  to  the 
openin*;  from  the  Mull  to  C'h»riiig  Cross, 
Ibnt  could  uot  be  mitilu  until  the  prei<ent 
block  was  eompletcd.  The  qiieHiion 
would  then  he  coiisidercil.  He  could 
oot  enter  into  the  mutter  more  fnlly 
now,  l>ecAiitic  a  large  ex{>ense  wus  en- 
tmiled,  nud  it  de{>ended  u|)0ti  finaniriiil  eou- 
■ulerationa  tu  to  how  [piickly  the  work 
could  be  pushed  fonvHrd  in  future  years, 

Mk.  HEKBEKT  said,  lie  bad  noticed 
ta  the  east  side  of  the  iiitilding  nti  cx- 
inordinary  cupola,  which  in  two  dayn 
had  dioappeared  again.  Might  he  ask 
lor  an  assurance  tiiat  it  would  not  Ik: 
adopted  as  a  permanent  portion  of  the 
■trnctnre  ?  He  noticed  that  there  was  a 
nin  of  £5,000  down  in  respect  of 
Uoek  I  for  the  removal  of  the  RtafT  of 
,  tke  Admiralty.  Did  the  right  hon. 
i  Gentleman  eoutemplule  the  removal  of 
,■  portion  of  the  staff  into  the  new 
I  WldiDg  during  the  present  year  P 
I  •Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hope.! 
I  Alt  might  be  done.  With  regard  to  the 
1  ■H'l  ^^  ^^  bound  to  say  that  the 
''It  inquiry  he  made  upon  entering  the 
Bee  of  Works  was  with  reganl  to  the 
iMetnro  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
llfpHtte  IumI  alluded.  The  architect 
t  to  the  oonclnsion  that  the  base  of 
:upola  was  too  heavy,  the  finiiil  too 
■Ugh,  and  that  the  curves  were  wrong. 
■iM  alteration  was  being  carried  out  now. 
I  Ms.  HERBERT  :  Will  there  be 
■■Mher  experimental  exhibition  of  the 
^la? 

_  Mk.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  1  do  not 
P(Mw  that  it  will  be  neecssary,  after  the 
K*iperience  from  the  section  that  was  put 

Mb.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  did  uot 
0  lay  the  responsibility  upon  his 
jght  boD.  Friend,  who  was  now  First 
mer  of  Works,  but  it  appeared 
bbim  that  there  was  great  delay  with 
i  to  theie  buildings.  It  might  be 
Might  that  they  were  saving  money  ; 
U  they  were  not  doing  that,  and  instead  | 
m  losing  money,  because  of  the  rent 
tey  had  to  pfty  for  the  wretched  old 
.  which  much  of  their  business 
r  to  be   tnnaacted.     He   hoped 


I  the  Government  would  push  on  these 
'  works  as  fast  at  they  could,  and  he  lie- 
i  lieved  thev  could  do  so  witlioul  loss  to 
the  Public  Pnrse.  With  resar.l  to  the 
foundations  and  extra  batiemeni,  it:^cenic4l 
to  him  verv  extraordinary  thai  tlie  cost 
should  amount  to  £1 10,0(H),  or  more  than 
■>0  ]>er  cent,  of  the  original  Estimate, 
ffe  i^hould  like  to  have  some  details  as 
tu  what  was  being  done  with  the  money. 
He  had  said  that  the  First  Commissioner 
was  not  responsible  for  the  matters  be 
had  mentioiieil,  bnt  he  was,  at  all  events, 
resiwusilile  now  for  carrying  on  the  work 
as  fust  as  possible, 

Mk,  PLUNKET  (Dul>liu  University) 
said,  that  last  year  when  they  wore  dis- 
cussing this  ijuestion  the  then  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  held  out  a 
rather  gloomy  prospect  as  to  the  time 
when  this  Admiralty  building  would  l>e 
completed.  He  said  it  would  take  two 
years  from  that  time  to  finish  Itlock  1 
imd  seven  years  to  finish  Illock  '2. 

Mk.  SHAW-LEFEVREt  What  I 
said  was  thatiit  would  take  two  years 
before  the  second  block  was  conimcnccd. 

Mk.  PLUNKET  said,  he  did  uot  wish 
to  insist  upon  his  recollection  as  against 
that  of  the  right  hou.  Oeutleman.  Ho 
was  glad  to  see  from  the  preliminary 
statenient  affixed  to  the  Estimates  that  it 
was  hoped  the  first  block  would  be 
finished  at  tlie  end  of  the  summer  or  at 
the  beginning  of  autumn.  If  that  were 
so,  it  would  1)6  very  satisfactory  if  some 
hope  could  bo  held  out  that  the  second 
prediction  of  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  would  not  turn  out  so  badly  as  ho 
feared.  It  seemed  an  uslraordinury 
thing  that  it  should  take  seveu  years  to 
complete  this  block, 

Mh.  SHAW  -  LEFEVRE  :  What  I 
s;ud  was  that  seven  years  would  ciai>Be 
before  the  time  of  the  completion  of  the 
whole  building, 

Mit.  PLUNKET  said,  as  he  understood, 
the  lirstblock  was  to  Incompletely  tiiiislied 
and  ready  for  use  by  the  autumn  of  the 
present  year,  and  that  a  suHiuient  amount 
of  money  had  been  taken  for  completing 
the  furnishing  of  the  building  as  well  as 
for  the  building  itself.  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  First  Commissioner  nf 
Works  could  hold  out  some  better  pro- 
spect as  to  the  completion  of  Block  No.  2. 
He  would  venture  to  ask  him  when  the 
second  block  would  lie  finished  ? 
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•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
he  tlid  not  thiuk  they  ought  to  miss  so 
important  a  point  as  that  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Peterborough  without 
some  explanation  from  the  Government. 
A  difference  of  50  per  cent,  upon  an 
Estimate  was  almost  unheard  of,  and 
wouhl  not  be  tolerated  by  any  private 
individual.  There  were  two  grounds  in 
respect  of  which  he  saw  reasons  for  the 
increase— *wages  were  higher,  and  the 
additional  storey  might  account  for 
another  portion  of  it.  But  the  cost  of 
material  had  not  increased.  In  fact,  it 
ought  to  be  less,  and  he  must  say  that 
with  the  two  exceptions  he  could  not 
see  any  ground  for  so  large  an  increase. 
If  it  were  a  matter  for  their  own  private 
expenditure  the  arcjhitect  would  be 
seriously  taken  to  task  for  such  an  out- 
rageous increase  over  the  Estimate.  The 
difficulty  as  to  the  foundations  was  one 
which  ought  to  have  been  discovered 
before  by  means  of  borings. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  Is  not  the  incre^e  due  to  the 
fact  that  although  this  is  supposed  to  be 
a  brick  building  there  is  a  vast  amount  of 
stone  put  into  it  ? 

•Mr.  8HAW-LEFEVRE  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  building  had  cost 
a  great  deal  more  than  was  estimated  ; 
but  he  was  not  responsible  for  that.  He 
merely  carried  on  the  contract  which  was 
entered  into  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  he  himself  was  anxious 
that  the  work  should  be  completed 
within  as  short  a  time  as  possible.  The 
delay  which  had  taken  place  had  its 
origin  in  the  mode  in  which  the  work 
was  carried  out  from  the  beginning — ^by 
the  erection  of  the  building  in  two 
blocks  instead  of  as  a  whole.  It  was 
the  late  Government  that  determined 
that  it  should  be  erected  in  two  blocks. 
The  first  block  would  be  completed  at 
the  end  of  this  year — that  was  to  say,  at 
the  end  of  the  two  years  that  he  antici- 
pated when  he  spoke  last  year.  The 
second  block  would  then  be  commenced, 
and,  judging  from  the  progress  made 
with  the  first  block,  the  second  block 
would  be  completed  at  the  end  of  four  years 
from  the  beginning,  which  would  make  12 
years  in  all  from  the  commencement  of 
the  scheme.  That  was  not  altogether  a 
satisfactory  state  of  things,  but,  as  he 
had  said,  it  arose  from  the  decision  of 
the  late  Government  to  erect  the  build- 


ing  in  two  blocks  instead   of  one   ai 
from    the    unforeseen    difficulties    wi 
regard  to  the  foundations.     The  buildia 
extended  35  feet  more  into  the  Park  tba 
was  originally  intended,  and   instead 
adhering  to  the  original  design   it  w 
decided  to  transfer  the  Admiralty  sta 
into  the  first  block,  and  for  that  reas- 
the  character  and  size  of  the  rooms  h 
been  altered.     That  was  the  best  exp!" 
nation    he   could    give   of    the   varic 
causes  of  the  increase. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  » 
he  thought  the  explanation  of  the  ri^ 
hon.  Gentleman  opened  up  a  matter* 
grave  consideration.  He  had  told  tti< 
that  the  character  of  the  rooms  in  t 
building  had  been  completely  altera 
Those  who  remembered  the  discnssio 
upon  this  building  in  1887  knew  wha 
took  place.  The  building  was  erected  h 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  of  J 
Committee  which  sat  in  that  year.  Grea 
trouble  was  taken  by  the  Committee  opoi 
the  point  of  the  construction  of  the  roomfi 
and  they  thought  it  desirable  that  instead 
of  everybody  having  a  small  room  to  him 
self  the  work  should  be  done  in  largei 
rooms,  so  as  to  provide  for  greater  economj 
and  better  supervision.  Now  it  appeared 
as  the  explanation  of  the  increased  cost 
of  the  works,  that  this  careful  decision  d 
the  House  of  Commons  had  been  revised 
by  the  Government,  and  that  they  bt<l 
gone  back  to  the  old  system  of  small 
rooms,  which  was  condemned  by  thi 
Committee.  This  was  a  question  of  priH' 
ciple,  and  far  more  important  than  tW 
of  cost,  which,  as  a  fact,  had  not  beeo 
satisfactorily  explained  at  all.  Tl* 
increase  of  50  per  cent,  had  not  beeo 
accounted  for,  unless  it  was  said  that  u 
was  owing  to  the  alteration  of  the  nili 
laid  down  by  the  House  of  Gommooi 
— to  resort  to  the  old  svstem  of  smil 
rooms.  That  seemed  to  be  the  only  eX' 
cuse  for  this  50  per  cent,  increase — tW 
the  Government  had  upset  the  deliberati 
decision  of  Parliament.  He  had  bed 
in  the  Civil  Service  for  many  years,  ta^ 
he  knew  it  was  generally  ackuowiedgil 
that  in  the  interests  of  the  Public  Sei 
vice  it  was  better  that  the  officers  shook 
occupy  large  rooms.  The  House  0 
Commons  had  given  the  Grovernmeni  ■ 
authority  to  act  in  this  way,  and  thoj 
were  entitled  to  know  why  the  chaag 
had  been  made.  The  plans  of  tfc 
building      were     exhibited,      and     h 
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bsked    a   question    as   to    whether  this 

urrangement  was  being  carried  out,  and 

ft£r.   Smith   and    the  Chairman   of   the 

Committee   distinctly    stated    that    the 

recommendations  of  the  Committee  had 

been  adopted.     He  thought  that  the  late 

First  Commissioner   ought   to  tell  them 

upon   what   authority   the    Government 

ehanged  the  plans  of  the  building  as  they 

were  decided  by  the  Committee. 

Mr.  PLUNKET    said,   the  time  re- 
ferred  to  by  the  right  hon.    Gentleman 
just  now  was  the  lime  when  he  was  at 
&e  Office  of  Works.     It  was  an  entire 
■usapprehension,  which  he  did  not  think 
WM  intended,  to  assume  that  the  recom- 
■endations   of  the  Committee  had  been 
^Muted   from  in   this    matter.      There 
vould  be  in  the  building  large  rooms  as 
KBQommended  by  the  Committee,  and  it 
Vi8  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  that 
frinciple    had     been   abandoned.      The 
^y  changes  which  had  been  made,  and 
thich  would    cause  but   a    very  slight 
tference  in  the  number  of  large  rooms 
iTiilable  for  the  use  of  the  clerks,  were 
tide  upon  the  earnest  representation  of 
ie  Admiralty,  with  whom  they  were  in 
Ittmunication  at  that  time.     His  noble 
Aiend  who   was   then  First   Lord  con- 
irited  his  staff,  and  it  was  upon  the  urgent 
iirice  of  the  authorities   at  the  Admi- 
Alty  that  the  changes  were  made;  but 
^  Ik  number  of  large  rooms  available  for 
Ae  purposes  of  the  clerks  had  not  been 
;  Mbfitantiaily  reduced  at  all.     There  cer- 
lunly  was  no  intention  to  depart  from  the 
iwommendation  of  the  Committee,  and, 
nfar  as  he  knew,  the  recommendation  had 
lot  been  departed  from.  He  believed  that 
Me  or  two  rooms  had  been  changed  in 
allocation,  but  there  was  no  change  of 
unail  rooms  for  large  rooms.       He  did 
Bot  want  in  the  least  degree  to  shelter 
kimself  behind  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
■iiltee,  but  he  did  say  that  they  tried  to 
ont  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
far  as  possible  to  the  letter,  and  that 
toy  departures  made  as  to  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  rooms  in  the   new  building 
were  made  under  the  express  advice  of 
the  authorities  of  the  Admiralty.      He 
was  glad  to  hear  from  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman  that  they  might   hope  that 
within  a  period  of  four  years  this  build- 
ing  would  be  completed,  and  not  only 
that,  but  he  asamned  that  they  would  have 
the  advantage  of  the  way  being  opened  up 
from  the  Park  into  Charing  Cross,  which 


would  undoubtedly  be  a  great  conveni- 
ence and  do  much  to  facilitate  trafRc. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peter 
borough)  said,  he  had  no  doubt  the  ex- 
planation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  all  right,  except  that  he  said  the 
alterations  were  made  by  the  Admiralty 
themselves. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  I  said  upon  the 
advice  of  the  Admiralty. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  of  course 
these  were  the  very  people  who  would 
want  to  alter  the  large  rooms  into  small 
rooms.  It  was  these  officials  against 
whom  the  Committee  was  fighting  in 
order  to  get  these  large  rooms  for  the 
better  carrying  on  of  the  work  of  the 
public.  He  did  not  say  that  the  Com- 
missioner of  Works  was  responsible,  but 
this  was  a  matter  which  was  not  to  be 
looked  over  very  lightly.  The  Govern- 
ment had  said  that  the  building  would 
be  erected  for  a  certain  sum,  and  then  it 
turned  out  that  there  was  an  increase  of 
£110,000,  or  50  per  cent,  upon  the  Esti- 
mate. He  had  no  doubt  they  would 
hereafter  have  other  increases,  perhaps 
to  the  extent  of  £40,000  or  £50,000.  All 
Governments  ought  to  get  proper  esti- 
mates, and  let  the  House  know  what 
was  going  to  be  the  cost.  He  hoped 
the  present  Commissioner  of  Works 
would  get  this  building  completed  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Mr.  H ANBURY  said,  it  was  difficult 
to  arrive  at  the  facts  in  this  case.  The 
reason  given  by  the  late  Commissioner 
of  Works  for  some  portion  of  this  in- 
creased expenditure  was  that  the  plans 
had  been  altered,  and  that  there  were  a 
good  many  small,  instead  of  large,  rooms. 
No  sooner  was  that  statement  made  than 
up  jumped  the  previous  Commissioner  of 
Works  and  said  that  there  was  not  this 
number  of  small  rooms  in  the  building. 
It  was  important  that  they  should  know 
the  facts  in  this  matter.  It  was  not  only 
that  the  House  had  been  deceived,  but 
the  Committee  had  been  deceived  also. 
The  Committee  went  very  thoroughly 
into  the  question,  and  witnesses  were 
called  who  said  that  not  only  in  the  in- 
terests of  economy,  but  of  good  manage- 
ment, the  clerks  should  cease  to  sit 
in  the  small  rooms,  and  it  was  arranged 
that  there  should  be  large  rooms  in  the 
new  building.  He  contended  that  they 
were  throwing  away  all  the  benefits  that 


991      Supply— Civil  Services,     {COMMONS} 


<^c.,  Estimates. 


992 


they  had  expected  to  get  from  the  new 
Admiralty  Buildings  if  the  clerks  were 
going  to  be  placcil  in  a  series  of  small 
rooms.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Peterborough  that  the  Admiralty 
ofRcials  were  the  last  people  who  should 
be  consulted  upon  this  matter.  They 
had  got  into  a  groove  with  regard  to  a 
good  many  things,  but  to  the  best  of 
his  recollection  there  was  not  one  wit- 
ness who  came  before  the  Committee 
that  did  not  impress  upon  them  the 
desirability  of  enlarging  these  rooms. 
While  one  evil  was  being  remedied 
another  of  a  similar  character  was  l>eiug 
perpetrated,  and  the  result  would  be  that 
the  annual  cost  of  the  Admiralty  Office 
would  be  as  great  in  the  future  as  it  had 
been  in  the  past.  As  there  was  a  diifer- 
enceof  opinion  between  the  two  ex-First 
Commissioners  as  to  the  course  that  had 
been  taken,  he  should  like  to  know  what 
were  the  facts  of  the  case.  Was  one 
right  hon.  Gentleman  right  when  he  said 
there  was  a  system  of  large  rooms  in 
the  Admiralty,  or  was  the  other  right 
hon.  Gentleman  right  when  he  said  there 
were  a  series  of  small  rooms  ? 

Mr.  SIIAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  should  be 
very  sorry  to  be  in  conflict  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  but  what  I  understand  is  this. 
According  to  the  plan  of  1887  the  prin- 
cipal officers  were  to  be  in  the  old  building. 
The  Admiralty  Office,  however,  made  a 
requisition  that  they  should  be  allowed 
to  remove  their  principal  officers  to  the 
new  building.  Those  officers  do  not 
want  large  rooms.  The  new  building,  as 
I  understand,  was  to  be  laid  out  wholly 
in  large  rooms.  The  removal  of  the 
principal  staff  necessitates  the  provision 
of  small  rooms,  which  are  of  a  more  expen- 
sive «;haracter,  for  their  accommodation 
No  doubt  the  old  Admiralty  will  be  re- 
modelled in  parts  and  larger  rooms  will 
then  be  provided.  The  principle  of 
having  large  rooms  for  large  bodies  of 
clerks  will,  no  doubt,  be  carried  out. 

Mu.  BARTLKY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  understood,  then,  the  cause  of  the  extra 
expense  was  that  the  new  building,  which 
was  to  have  been  made  in  large  rooms, 
had  been  made  in  small  rooms  for  the 
ailmiruls,  secretaries,  and  people  of  that 
kind,  and,  further,  that  another  sum  was 
going  to  be  spent  in  making  large  rooms 
in  the  old  Admiralty  for  the  clerks. 
It  was  extraordinary  that  after  Parlia- 
ment had  sanctioned  the  expenditure  of 

Mr.  Hanhury 


£195,000  the  Government  should,  with- 
out authority,  have  altered  the  plans  and 
thereby  incurred  additional  expenditure, 
in  order  to  provide  certain  officials,  he 
supposed,  with  better  rooms  than  they 
had  at  present.  He  said  that  no  Go- 
vernment had  any  right  to  alter  the 
building,  at  a'  large  cost,  without  con- 
sulting Parliament.  He  moved  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  £1,000,  iu 
order  that  Members  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  question, 
and  of  obtaining  an  undertaking  that 
the  original  plans  and  the  alterations 
would  be  exhibited  in  the  tea-room.  It 
was  quite  clear  that  the  late  Commissioner 
had  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the 
alterations. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  £30,200  be  granted  for  the  said 
Service." — (3/r.  Bartley.) 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  proposed  reduction  would 
be  uf  any  value.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it 
was  the  ex-First  Commissioner  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  (Mr.  Plunket) 
who  made  the  changes,  and  they  had  been 
actually  carried  out.  He  supposed  that 
the  only  thing  that  could  now  be  done 
was  to  sue  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  late  Government  for  spending  the 
additional  money. 

Mr.  plunket  :  As  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  I  have  no  objection  whatever 
to  the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  that 
an  opportunity  should  be  given  of  show- 
ing exactly  what  alterations  have  been 
made.  I  venture  to  say  that  the  result 
will  be  to  show  that  the  alterations  are 
very  small  indeed.  The  idea  that  the 
system  of  large  rooms  has  been  sacrificed 
is  an  entire  mistake,  and  the  amount  of 
money  actually  expended  on  the  altera- 
tions forms  a  very  small  part  of  the  in- 
creased expenditure.  It  will  be  found,  I 
believe,  to  be  something  less  than  a  tenth 
part  of  the  whole  aiUlitional  expense. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  £12,000. 

Mr.  plunket  :  Yes  ;  £12,000 
was  the  whole  expense  which  was  in- 
curred by  these  alterations,  and  the  sacri- 
fice of  the  principle  of  large  rooms  can 
hardly  be  said  to  exist  at  all.  No  donbt 
some  of  the  rooms  in  the  new  building 
have  been  allocated  in  a  different  waj 
from  what  was  originally  intended  when 
the  plans  were  made,  but  any  changes 
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that  were  made  diiriug  the  time  that  I  [  •Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  not  sur- 
prised at  my  liou.  Friend  bringing  this 
subject  forward  again.  He  brought  it 
forward  last  Session,  and  in  tlie  discussion 
that  took  place  n]>on  it  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Sir  W.  Hurcourt)  promised  to  take  steps 
to  transfer  these  courts  to  some  Local 
Authority.  Within  a  very  sliort  period 
after  the  discussion  in  this  House  we 
(;ommunicated  with  the  London  County 
Council,  and  proposed  that  they  should 
take  over  the  police  courts.  The  matter 
is  a  very  complicated  one,  and  we  have 
been  in  communication  with  them  ever 
since.  We  have  had  three  or  four  inter- 
views with  representatives  of  the  County 
Council,  and  only  about  a  fortnight  ago 
we  had  our  last  interview.  We  are  still  in 
treaty  with  the  County  Council  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  them  to  take  the  courts 
over.  Thev  do  not  refuse  to  take  them 
over,  but  they,  of  course,  would  like  to 
have  a  (/uid  pro  quo.  It  is  very  natural 
that  when  thev  are  asked  to  take  over  an 
expenditure  of  this  kind  they  should 
desire  to  have  something  in  return.  I 
was  hojieful  that  before  the  Vote  came 
on  this  Session  the  buildings  would  be 
transferred.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  t  hat  has 
not  yet  been  done.  I  think  there  is  evory 
prospect  of  making  an  arrangement,  and  if 
my  hon.  Friend  will  ouly  give  us  a  little 
more  time  I  hope  to  l>e  aide  to  su(;c<jed 
in  carrying  (uit  the  object  he  has  in  view. 
I  entirely  sympathise  with  that  view 
myself,  and  have  always  done  so  since  I 
have  been  in  the  House. 

♦Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  The 
annouiK^ement  which  has  just  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  very 
serious  one.  Not  onlv  is  the  matter 
very  complicated,  but  it  will  recjuire 
legislation  to  effect  this  transfer. 
Those  who  have  listened  to  previous 
discussions  on  this  subject  will  re- 
member that  it  has  always  been  men- 
tioned and  never  disputed  that  if  you 
are  to  effect  this  transfer  of  charge  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  to  the  London 
County  Council,  or  in  some  other  form  to 
the  shoulders  of  the  London  ratepayers, 
there  will  inevitably  be  put  forward 
claims  for  a  set-off  in  respect  of  burdens 
which  the  London  ratepayer  at  present 
pays,  and  which  it  is  arguable  that  rate- 
payers in  similar  communities  in  other 
parts  of  the  country  do  not  have  to  bear 
— in  other  words,  you  will  have  in  some 


bad  any  knowledge   of    the   Office    of 
Works  were  made  at  the  instance  and  by 
the  advice  of  the  officers  of  the  Admi- 
ralty.   I   have   no   reason  to  think  that 
they  sacrificed  to  their  personal  conve- 
Dience  the  whole  of  the  Service,  and  I 
beiievo  that  the  more  this  matter  is  in- 
quired into  the  more  it  will   be  found 
that  there  is  really  no  substantial  ground 
for  the  grave  view  that  has  been  stated 
by  some  Members  of  the  Committee.     I 
Jo  not  in  the  least  wish  to  shelter  myself 
from  responsibility.     I  shall  be  very  glad 
if  the  matter  is  inquired  into,  as  I  con- 
sider that  a  totally  different  complexion 
will  then  l>o  put  ui)on  it. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  I  shall  be 
▼ery  glad  to  have  the  plans  showing 
precisely  the  difference  between  the 
origioal  plan  and  the  alterations  that 
hftve  been  made  placed  in  the  tea-room. 
As  the  money  has  been  already  spent 
the  building,  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
u  iwill  not  press  the  reduction. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  it  would  quite 
mxiaij  bim  if  the  plans  were  produced. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  asked  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  also 
inoe  a  statement  showing  how  the  excess 
mm  ivas  made  up  If 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes,  I  will 
^  that. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Origiutil  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

o.  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  i;r>9,27S,  be 
gxanted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
aecesuiary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
licourj^c  of  payment  during  the  year  ciirlin.y; 
w  the  31st  day  of  March  1895,  for  Expenditure 
in  Tesf*ect  of  MiscellaneouR  Legal  Buildings — 
Tii_,  County  Courts.  Mctroi)olitan  Police  Courts, 
■arl  SheriflE  Court  Houses,  Scotland." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
iaid,  he  saw  that  a  large  sum  of  money 
was  included   in  the  Vote  for  the  Metro- 

Kiitan  Police  Court  Buildings.  He  had 
iquently  protested  against  such  expen- 
diture oat  of  Imperial  funds  on  the  plain 
and  simple  ground  that  outside  London 
each  town  paid  for  its  own  police  courts, 
whereas  London  did  not.  He  believed 
fbe  almost  carried  an  Amendment  on  the 
'■object  at  one  time,  and  he  had  certainly 
jthought  that  some  alteration  should  have 
been  made. 
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way  to  revise  the  arrangcmeut  of  1888, 
uuder  which  the  Londou  County  Council 
area  was  created,  and  under  which  the 
Exchequer  contrihutions  were  made. 
Tlierefore,  it  comes  to  this  :  that  for  the 
sake  of  this  purely  theoretical  re-arrange- 
ment of  hurdens  under  which  if  any- 
thing the  Exchequer  will  he  a  loser 
rather  than  a  gainer,  for  the  sake  of 
making  the  arrangement  rcspecticg  these 
police  courts  square  with  what  I  may 
call  the  copybook  theories  of  Radical 
legislators,  the  Government  are  bur- 
dening themselves  with  further  legisla- 
tion in  spite  of  the  fact  that  they  have 
more  already  on  their  hands  than  they 
can  hope  to  get  through. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  (Bir- 
mingham, S.)  said,  he  did  not  concur  in 
the  argument  used  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  (Mr. 
Powell  Williams)  did  not  see  why 
the  taxpayers  of  Sheffield  should 
eon  tribute  anything  whatever  towards  the 
cost  of  the  police  court  at  Wandsworth. 
He  did  not  understand  on  what  ground 
the  London  County  Council  demanded  a 
</uid  pro  quo  for  the  taking  over  of  these 
charges.  He  should  have  thought  it  was 
the  other  way  about.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  ratepayers  of  London  for  a 
long  series  of  years  had  been  receiving  in 
regard  to  their  local  legal  administration 
assistance  to  which  they  were  not  entitled 
and  which  no  county  or  borough  in  the 
country  received.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  should  have  thought  that  the 
Government  might  have  demanded  from 
the  London  County  Council  assistance  in 
the  other  direction. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  I  did  not  say  that  the 
claims  to  sets-off  would  be  in  all  cases 
just,  but  that  they  would  be  arguable. 
What  I  meant  was,  that  in  regard  to  such 
financial  re-adjustments  you  had  better 
'*  let  sleeping  dogs  lie." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  be  under  the  im- 
pression that,  although  the  demand  of  the 
Loudon  County  Council  would  be  unjust, 
if  it  was  arguable  it  ought  not  to  be 
contested,  because  otherwise  money 
might  be  lost  over  it  in  a  Court  of  Law. 
On  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the 
House  Members  were  in  favour  of  action, 
not  because  it  was  not  arguable,  but  because 
it  was  just.     He  thought  they  were  suffi- 

Mr,  Stuart'  Wortley 


ciently  powerful  to  deal  with  the  London 
Members,  and  to  let  them  look 
after  their  own  pickpockets  and  their 
own  gaol-birds.  It  was  25  years  ago 
that  he  first  called  attention  to  this 
matter,  and  he  had  gone  on  preaching  in 
the  desert  ever  since.  He  did  hope  the 
Government  would  bring  in  some  sort  of 
legislation  on  the  subject.  Let  there  be 
a  proper  adjustment  by  all  means,  bat 
let  the  question  not  be  postponed  because 
they  were  to  "let  sleeping  dogs  lie." 
Who  were  the  "  sleeping  dogs  "  ?  He 
saw  the  hon.  Member  for  Battersea  (Mr, 
Burns)  opposite,  and  he  was  sure  the 
hon.  Meml)er  would  not  suggest  that 
anything  unfair  ha<l  been  done  in  asking 
that  London  should  pay  for  its  own 
police  courts. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  that  as  a 
Metropolitan  Member,  he  had  always 
taken  the  view  that  Londou  ought  to 
look  after  her  own  police  courts.  He 
could  not,  however,  see  the  logic  of  the 
present  position.  If  London  ought  to 
pay  for  the  police  courts,  surely  the 
County  Council  ought  not  to  demand 
something  to  compensate  them  for  doing 
so.  If  they  were  to  be  compensated, 
things  might  just  as  well  go  on  as  at 
present.  If  the  London  people  were 
going  to  be  so  wonderfully  virtuous,  lei 
them  be  virtuous  for  once,  but  do  not  let 
them  say  they  would  be  virtuous  on 
condition  that  they  would  be  paid 
for  it.  Of  course,  they  all  knew- 
what  was  at  the  bottom  of  thi 
The  County  Council  wanted  to  get 
sion  of  the  police.  They  would  be 
long  time  in  getting  that,  and  the 
vernment  ought  to  put  their  foot  do 
and  say  so.  The  County  Council  w* 
trying  to  use  this  question  as  a  lever  i 
order  to  get  possession  of  the  poli< 
which  no  Municipal  Authorities  in 
capital  city  in  the  world  had  yet 
tained. 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I    think  mj 
hon.  Friend  is  very  unfair  and  unjust 
the  London  County  Council.     They 
no  proposal  to  the  Government  in  res] 
of  this  matter.     The  Government 
a  proposal   to  them,  and  I  have  ei 
confidence  that  the  County  Council  wi 
treat  the  matter  in  a  fair  spirit.       f 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  But  I  think  Ih  «l 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himsellf  «f 
said  that  they  wanted  a  quid  pro  Xga 
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T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes,  I  know 
d  80,  but  that  is  uo  reason  why 
I  give  it.     I  have  every  confi- 

the  London  Coiintj  Council 
fith  this  matter  in  a  fair  way, 
comes  to  an  arrangement  with 
ty  Council  hen.  Members  will 
•y  opportunity  of  expressing  an 
hen  the  Bill  is  brought  forward, 
ity  Council  made  no  proposal  to 
^  we  who  made  a  proposal  to 

C.  MORTON  said,  he  objected 
3opIe  of  Peterborough  having 
or  the  London  Police  Courts. 
it  understand  why  there  should 
pro  quo,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
iounty  Council  would  give  way 
vernment  and  pay  for  their  own 

.  ROLLIT  said,  he  did  not 
London  Members  would  be  un- 
i  in  a  case  of  this  kind.  In  the 
B  local  administration  of  justice 
iple  that  was  applied  to  every 
lUgh  applied  to  London.  So  far 
id  pro  quo  being  necessary,  it 
>  him  that  if  the  Tendon  rate- 
yfat  to  pay  for  the  police  courts 
it  to  pay  for  the  Magistrates. 

DWELL  WILLIAMS  wished 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  the  negotiations  with  the 
ouuty  Council  he  had  raised  the 
of  the  payment  of  the  Magis- 
Loiidon  ?  In  all  cases  in  the 
of  England  the  Stipendiary 
es  were  paid  out  of  the  borough 
d  he  thought  that  the  same 
ould  prevail  in  England. 

GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
L  that  the  questions  involved 
GO  large  and  important  for  the 
to  be  confined  to  the  mainte- 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Courts 

DWELL  WILLIAMS  called 
:ion  of  Mr,  Deputy  Speaker  to 
iat  it  was  now  after  12  o'clock. 

EPUTY  SPEAKER  said,  the 
o'clock   Rule    had    been   sus- 

IBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
ed  to  point  out  that  the  question 
which  coald  not  be  considered 
one  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
arts. 

SIXII.    fFOUBTH  SERIES.] 


•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  agreed 
that  it  was  a  much  larger  question  than 
that  involved  in  the  maintenance  of  the 
police  courts.  But  the  Government 
had  thought  it  advisable  to  take  one 
step  at  a  time,  and  had  not  dealt  with 
the  question  of  the  payment  of  Magis- 
trates or  the  taking  over  of  the 
staff.  If  they  could  see  their  way  to 
carrying  that  one  step  out  it  would  clear 
the  ground  for  taking  further  action  at 
some  future  time. 

Mr.  H anbury  wished  to  point  out 
the  peculiar  position  in  which  the  Com- 
mittee were  placed.  This  was  a  large 
subject,  and  it  was  impossible  that  it 
could  be  fully  threshed  out  to-night. 
He  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  whether  there  was  not  an  under- 
standing that  this  discussion  should  cease 
at  12  o^clock.  The  Committee  could 
very  well  discuss  the  question  further  on,  on 
the  Vote  for  Magistrates*  salaries.  There 
had  not  been  a  single  Division  since  the 
Deputy  Speaker  left  the  Chair,  and  he 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  press  for  any  Vote  after  this  to- 
night. 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  desired 
to  report  Progress  •  after  this  Vote  had 
been  taken. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ; 
Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
order  (HOUSING  OF  WORKING 
CLASSES)  BILL.— (No.  3.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  BILL.— (No.  1.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.— (No.  2.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 


BEHRIXG    SEA    AWARD    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  the  Attorney  General,  Bill  to 
provide  for  carrying  into  effect  the  Award  of 
the  Tri banal  of  Arbitration  constituted  under  a 
Treaty  between  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  and  the 
United  States  of  America,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  The  Attorney  General,  Sir  Edward  Grey, 
and  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  128.] 
2  U 
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MERCHANDISE  MARKS  (fiLES)   BILL.  TRADE     REPORTS     (ANNUAL 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  Bill  to  Copies  presented,— of  Dip 

amend  the  Merchandise  Marks  Acts,  1887  and  r«««fl«i«,  -o^^^^^^  ^L  t«^«^^  i. 

1891,  in  respect  of  the  marking  of  Filet,  ordered  ™"^f!^  o^T^*^        n  ^o  o  o 

to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  Mr.  -Nos.     1331    (Greece),     1332 

Coleridge,    Sir    Ellis    Aslmiead-Bartlett,    and  and  1333  (Portugal)  [by  Con 

Olonel  Howard  Vincent.  lie  upon  the  Table. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  126.1 

TRADE  REPORTS  (MISCELl 

HOP    SUBSTITUTES    BILL.  SERIES). 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Brookfield,  Bill  to  regulate  Copy  presented,^-of  Repor 

and  restrict  the  use  of  Hop  Substitutes,  ordered  jeets  of  General  and  Commerc 

nlS  8r^mi".d  ^L^'i^Mf  k^'ichb^^^^  N-  326  (United  States)  [by  > 

Hugewen,  Mr.  Bankin,    Colonel   Warde,  Mr.  to  lie  upon  the  lable. 

Griffith-BoBcawen,  ana  Mr  Godson.  EDUCATION   (ENGLAND   AN 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  127.]  ^^                     ^    ,         i?   ox  x 

^             '                              L             J  Copy  presented, — of   State 

NAVY  (VICTUALLING  YARD  MANUFAC  '^^,  the  Expenditure  from  the 

TURING  ACCOUNTS,  1892-3).  ?^"^^^«  ^^""^^^oo"  "'  ^"/^^^^ 

.          I     .           ^                >t   1    ^   xv  m  the  year  1893  upon  Annua 

Annual   Accounts   presented.-of  the  Elementary  Schools,  also  th. 

Co8t     of    Manufacturing,      Provisions,  Elementary    Schools   on    31 

viriiini  i:rvof  V2-3;':ithX  rit£^'^  ^--•'"^^  ^ 

Report  of  the  Comptrollor  and  Auditor 

General  thereon  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  EDUCATION  (EVENING  SCHO 

the  Table.  1^9^- 

Copy  presented,— of  Code 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (SAVINGS  BANKS).  tions  for  Evening  Contiuuati^ 

Copy   presented,— of    Balance    Sheet  with   Explanatory  Memorau 

setting  forth  the  Assets  and  Liabilities  ^ule,  and  Appendices  [by   ( 

of  the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  ^  l»e  upon  the  Table. 

of    the    National    Debt,    in    respect    of  --.-.-^^-„---.    onrrr^rxTo 

Trustee  Savings  Banks  on  20th  Novem-  ENDOWED    SCHOOLS    ACT, 

K«.    IQQQ    rKxTA^fT       f^    i;^    „r.^«    fi.^  AMENDING    ACTS,    AND    V 

her    1893    [by  Act]  ;    to   he   upon    the  tERMEDIATE  EDUCATION 

lable.  _                        1        I.  r^  , 

Copy   presented,^-of  Sehe 

SUPERANNUATION  ACT.  188i.  Management  of  the  Fuiids  a| 

^                   X   1        « T«              nr-     ^  the  Intermediate  and   lechiii 

,  P?Lr'r    1'~i°«oT'"TT^-       !',    ;  tion  of  the  inhabitants  of  tht 

dated  14th  March    1894,  declaring  that  p.,;^^  j^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  ^f   g^,^ 

Henry  Highman,  Inspector  of  lelegraph  Gift,  of  the  Hawarden   Fre( 

Messengers,  Post  Office,  was  appointed  g^,,^^,   ^       „f  ,^^  Holywcl 

Without    a     Civil     Service     Certincate  ^  i      i        a     c  *u^   c*    a 

,,          1    .     J      X               xi           X     I?  xi.  School,  and  of  the  St.  Asnp 

through  inadvertence  on  the  part  of  the  ^^y^^^{  ^^    ry^     Act!  •  to   li 

Head  of  his  Department   [by   Act];    to  Table,  and'to  be  printe^l.     [> 

he  upon  the  lable.  ^                ^ 

ENDOWED     SCHOOLS     ACT, 

GOVERNMENT  INSURANCES  AND  AMENDING  ACTS,  AND    ^ 

ANNUITIES.  TERMEDIATE  EDUCATIO 

Accounts  presented,— of   moneys    re-  Copy  presented,— of  Schc 

ceived  and  disposed  of,  and  of  contracts  Management  of  the  Funds  app 

made,  for   the   grant   of   Deferred   Life  intermediate  and  Technical  I 

Annuities,  and  for  Payments  on  death,  ^i^^  inhabitants  of  the   counts 

during  1893  [by  Act]  ;    to  lie  upon  the  g^y  j^  ^]^q  ^j^tter  of  the  Fro"i 

^*"^®*  School     and    Almshouse     f 

David  Hughes   in  the  parisl 

ARMY  (PENSIONS  OF  SOLDIERS.)  maris  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upoi 

Copy  presented, — of  Further  Regula-  and  to  bo  printed.     [No.  4o. 

tions  relative  to  the  Pensions  of  Soldiers  House  adjourned  a 

[by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table.  after  T 
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USE     OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  80th  March  1804. 


:r.  SPEAKER'S  INDISrOSITIOX. 
e   Hoase  beiug  met,  the  Clerk  at 
'able  iuformed  the  House  of  the  un- 
able absence  of  Mr.  Speaker,  owing 
5  continuance  of  his  indisposition: — 

lereupon  Mr.  Mellor,  the  Chairman 
ays  and  Means,  proceeded  to  the 
5,  and,  after  Prayers,  took  the  Chair 
deputy  Speaker,  pursuant  to  the 
liug  Order. 

QUESTIONS. 


>HDS  OF  PREVIOUS   CONVICTIONS. 

I.E.  SPENCER  (West  Bromwich): 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
lome  Department  whether  it  is  the 
m  in  many  Police  Courts  for  the 
strates,  prior  to  hearing  charges,  to 
irnished  with  information  of  the 
ous  convictions  (if  any)  of  the  par- 
tbargcd  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  issue 
.ctions  that  such  information  shall 
a  future  be  furnished  until  after  the 
stj-ates  have  decideil  to  convict  ? 
ft.  IIANBURY  (Preston)  :  Before 
{uestion  is  answered  I  should  like  to 
irhetber  it  is  not  also  true  that  pre- 
couvictions  are  put  before  Cbairmen 
larter  Sessions  and  Judges  of  Assize 
e  they  sum  up  to  the  jury,  and 
her  at  certain  Petty  Sessions  the 
dure  by  which  previous  convictions 
jsouers  is  proved  is  often  very  lax 
d? 

IE  SECRETARY  op  STATE  for 
HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
:iTH,  P^ife,  E.)  :  In  .reply  to  the 
:ion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
iwich,  I  have  to  say  that  I  have  no 
•D  to  think  that  it  is  customary  for 
istrates,  prior  to  hearing  cases,  to 
irnished  with  information  of  previous 
ictions  (if  any)  of  the  parties  charged. 
I  a  practice  is,  in  my  opinion,  to  be 
gly  deprecated,  and  in  the  Metro- 
Etu  Police  Courts  it  is  not  allowed, 
iswer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Pres- 
I  may  say  I  believe  that  what  the 
Member  states  is  the  case,  in  some 

3L.  XXn.  [foubth  series.] 


parts  of  the  country  at  any  rate.  In  my 
opinion,  that  information  ought  not  to  be 
supplied  until  the  time  of  passing 
sentence.  I  think  it  might  possibly  pre- 
judice the  case  of  the  prisoner  even  in 
the  mind  of  a  perfectly  fair  and  impartial 
Judge  that  he  should  know  what  the 
prisoner's  previous  criminal  record  was. 
As  far  as  my  influence  is  concerned,  it 
will  be  in  the  direction  for  the  discon- 
tinuance of  the  practice.  I  agree  that 
the  present  system  of  identifying  pri- 
soners is  very  unsatisfactory.  I  recently 
appointed  a  Departmental  Committee  to 
consider  this  matter.  The  Committee 
have  presente<l  their  Report,  and  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  give  effect  to  its  recom- 
mendations, under  which  I  trust  the 
possibility  of  mistake,  if  not  altogether 
prevented,  will  be  largely  diminished. 

THE  CHARITY  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Parliamentary  Charity  Com- 
missioner whether  it  is  intended  to  add 
to  or  alter  the  composition  of  the  Charity 
Commission  in  order  to  enable  that  body 
to  carry  out  the  new  duties  imposed  upon 
them  by  the  recent  Local  Government 
Act,  and  to  obtain  Returns  of  charity 
accounts  from  the  numerous  charities  in 
which  such  Returns  are  now  in  arrears  ; 
and  whether  it  is  intended  by  that  body 
in  carrying  out  such  new  duties  to  apply 
at  once  or  gradually  the  Resolution  of 
this  House  of  18th  May,  1886,  that 
every  scheme  ought  to  provide  for  the 
majority  of  the  trustees  or  managers 
being  directly  elected  by  the  ratepayers 
in  the  locality  to  which  the  charity  ex- 
tends ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  (who  replied)  said  :  (1)  The 
question  of  making  proper  provision  to 
enable  the  Charity  Commissioners  to  dis- 
charge, consistently  with  the  due  execu- 
tion of  their  other  duties,  the  particular 
duties  mentioned  in  the  question,  will  be 
raised  at  the  proper  time  ;  meanwhile, 
the  Commissioners  have  no  information 
upon  this  point.  (2)  It  has  been  stated 
in  the  Report  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners for  1892  that  for  many  years  past 
they  have  introduced  into  their  schemes 
the  principle  of  the  representative  appoint- 
ment of  trustees,  and  that  the  represen- 
tative element  has  not  infrequently 
been   placed    in    a    majority    by   those 
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schemes.  Tbe  CommissioDers  do  not 
propose  to  recede  from  the  practice  thus 
stated  in  the  administration  of  the  Local 
Government  Act  of  last  Session. 

Mr.  DODD  :  May  I  ask  what,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Commission,  is  the  proper 
time  at  which  these  questions  should  be 
raised  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  suppose  some  time 
between  now  and  November. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  :  Is  it  a  fact  that  subsequent  to 
the  Resolution  being  passed  by  this 
House  in  May,  1886,  a  Select  Committee 
reported  thej  had  satisfied  themselves 
that  the  Resolution  could  not  be  practi- 
cally carrietl  into  effect  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  I  think  it  very  likely 
they  said  that  in  reference  to  certain 
cases.  The  hon.  Gentleman  must  under- 
stand I  am  only  acting  temporarily  on 
behalf  of  the  Charity  Commission,  and  I 
can  only  give  him  the  information  they 
have  forwarded  to  me. 

THE  ESSEX  FISHING  GROUNDS. 

Mr.  DODD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the 
soil  of  the  public  fishing  ground  in 
Essex,  where  the  recent  collision  took 
place  between  fishermen  of  Tollesbury 
and  fishermen  from  Burnham,  is  vested 
in  the  Crown  or  in  whom  it  is  vested ; 
and,  if  it  is  vested  in  tbe  Crown,  whe- 
ther he  will  advise  the  putting  in  force 
of  tbe  Crown  rights  in  order  to  preserve 
the  soil  of  the  public  fishing  ground  from 
being  removed  by  the  Burnbam  men  to 
their  private  oyster  grounds  to  the 
destruction  of  the  oyster  culture  on  such 
public  fishing  grounds,  or  what  steps  he 
will  take  to  prevent  the  public  fishing 
ground  being  destroyed  ? 

Mr.  round  (Essex,  N.E.,  Har- 
wich) :  At  the  same  time  I  may  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  course  either 
he  or  the  Fishery  Department  propose  to 
adopt  in  order  to  preserve  the  public 
fishing  ground  of  the  Colne  and  Black- 
w^ater  from  further  depredations  in  respect 
to  removal  of  cultch  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  The  soil  of  the  fishing 
ground  where  the  reoent  collision  took 
place  between  fishermen  of  Tollesbury 
and  fishermen  of  Burnham  is  prima  facie 
vested  in  the  Crown,  and  cannot,  there- 
fore, be  claimed  by  one  set  of  fishermen 

Mr,  Acland 


more  than  another;  but  I  am  advised 
that  it  is  a  question  of  great  legal  nicety 
whether  the  cultch  which  lies  on  that 
soil  is  the  property  of  the  Crown  or  not. 
The  best  way  of  protecting  these  fisheries 
would  appear  to  be  to  enlarge  the  powers 
of  the  Sea  Fisheries  Committees  to  make 
bye-laws,  and  this  will  require  legisla- 
tion. I  will  consider  how  far  this  is 
practicable. 

DANGEROUS  DERELICT. 
Mr.MACDONA  (Southwark,  Rother- 
hithe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  he  is  aware  that, 
on  the  night  of  28th  February  last, 
the  rudder  of  the  S.S.  Lame  was 
smashed  by  a  floating  derelict  in  latitude 
47<^  27'  N.,  and  in  longitude  12«  2'  W^ 
the  bearing  of  the  Lizard  at  the  time 
being  N.  60°  49'  E.,  310  miles  ;  and  will 
the  Government  cause  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  the  matter,  and  immediately  concert 
such  measures  as  will  avert  a  similar 
catastrophe  happen ing  to  our  passenger 
and  Mercantile  Marine  service  in  onr 
trade  routes  between  here  and  America  ? 
•Mr.  mundella  :  From  the  dejpo- 
sition  regarding  this  casualty,  which  mmB 
taken  on  the  5th  instant  at  the  Custom 
House  at  Falmouth,  and  is  on  recotd  at 
the  Board  of  Trade,  it  appears  that 'while 
the  S.S.  Lame  was  running  under  steam 
and  sails  before  a  fresh  south-westerly 
gale  accompanied  by  a  very  heavy  cross 
sea,  her  rudder  broke  across  horizontally 
at  the  water  line.  The  casualty  was 
attributed  by  the  master  as  being  "  pro- 
bably due  to  striking  a  floating  spar.*'  I 
am  advised  that  with  equal  reason  it  may 
be  attributable  to  the  rough  state  of  the 
weather.  To  search  for  every  floating 
spar  in  the  North  Atlantic  and  else- 
where, and  take  it  out  of  the  water, 
would  be  a  serious  undertaking,  but  on  a 
later  question  I  will  explain  what  the 
Government  propose  to  do  in  the  matter. 

PRISON  WARDERS'  HOURS. 
Mr.    W.    long    (Liverpool,    West  ■] 
Derby)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  tbe  Home  Department  whether 
he  can  hold  out  any  hope  of  being  able  tft 
introduce  such  reforms  into  the  admioi*' 
tration  of  tbe  prisons  as  will  shorten  thi 
long   hours  of  the  prison  warders,  an' 
such   alterations   as   will   tend  to  mftkt 
promotion  more  equal  and  rapid  throagl' 
out  the  whole  Service. 
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Mr.  ASQUITH  :  The  whole  question 
of  the  long  hours  of  prison  warders  was 
gone  into  in  1891  by  a  Departmental 
Committee,  of  which  the  hou.  Gentleman 
was  a  Member,  and  which  suggested 
manj  improvements  in  the  conditions  of 
service,  since  carried  into  effect.  The 
wbols  subject  is  engaging  my  attention, 
but  I  am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to 
saj  more. 

ILLUSTRATED    LESSONS    ON 
INTEMPERANCE. 

Sib  J.  WHITEHEAD  (Leicester)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  tlie 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  recommend,  as 
part  of  the  curriculum  of  our  elementary 
schools,  such  instruction,  either  by 
coloured  drawings  or  otherwise,  as  will 
■how  the  evil  consequences  on  the  body 
and  mind  of  drinking  intoxicating 
liquors  ? 

Mb.  ACLAND  :  The  Code  and  Re- 
Yised  Instructions  to  Inspectors  already 
make  provision  by  which  lessons  on  the 
•abject  of  temperance  can  be  given,  and 
there  is  a  slight  addition  to  the  New 
Code  on  this  matter.  The  provision  of 
tewings  and  the  like,  which  may  be 
valuable  as  illustrations,  rests  with 
■aoagers  and  Boards,  and  not  with  the 
Department. 

WORKING    HOURS   AT   THE     CENTRAL 
TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  telegraph  clerks  are 
employed  on  special  wires  in  London 
from  6  p.m.  until  6.  a.m.,  whereas  two 
derks  are  employed  in  the  country  dis- 
tricts to  perform  special  wire  duties  ; 
whether  clerks  in  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office,  after  having  performed  a  week's 
Aity  of  six  days  of  10  hours*  duration, 
[Ve  called  upon  to  work  12  hours' 
•dditional  duty  on  the  Sunday ;  and 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  exhaustive 
^karacter  of  the  work,  he  will  follow  the 
tiamplo  set  by  the  Government  with 
^erence  to  empioyisy  and  grant  an 
^bt  hours  day  for  telegraph  clerks  ? 

The  POSTMASTEB  GENERAL 
UCr.  A.  MoRLET,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  (1.) 
't  is  the  fact  telegraphists  are  employed 
^  special  wires  m  the  offices  of  pro- 
vincial newspapers  in  London  from 
^  t».m.  to  6  fttDii,  whereas  at  provincial 


offices  the  duties  are  divided.  Formerly 
the  same  arrangement  obtained  in  the 
provinces  as  in  London,  and  it  is  only 
from  a  desire  to  meet,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  wishes  of  the  Press  and  the  con- 
venience of  the  staff  that  the  duty  is  not 
yet  divided  in  London.  (2.)  In  order  to 
avoid  calling  upon  the  telegraphists  to 
give  two  attendances  in  the  day,  the  duties 
are  so  distributed  as  to  give  a  working 
day  of  10  hours  and  a  working  day  of 
six  hours,  instead  of  two  working  days 
of  eight  hours  each  ;  &nd  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  staiF  themselves  these 
long  and  short  attendances  are  taken  on 
alternate  weeks.  I  find  that  in  two  or 
three  cases  telegraphists,  after  working  a 
long  attendance  during  the  week,  have 
given  a  further  attendance  on  Sunday  of 
12  hours.  And  I  have  given  instruc- 
tions that  this  shall  not  be  permitted  in 
futiu-e. 

CUSTOMS    STATISTICAL    DEPARTMENT, 

Mr.  grove  (West  Ham,  N.)  :  I  bog 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  the  annual  allowances  of  money, 
granted  in  addition  to  salary  for  special 
work,  to  abstractors  and  clerks  in  the 
Customs  Statistical  Department,  and  to 
second  officers  at  certain  of  the  Customs 
outports,  are  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  which 
abolished  duty  pay  ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
such  allowances  can  properly  be  granted 
in  other  Departments  of  the  Service  ? 

The  SECKETARY  to  the 
TREASURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbeut,  Old- 
ham)  :  There  is  no  analogy  between  the 
allowances  referred  to  (which  are  of  the 
nature  of  allowances  for  acting  in  a 
superintending  capacity)  and  the  duty 
pay  forbidden  in  the  cases  of  certain 
classes  of  Civil  servants  by  the  Orders  in 
Council.  There  is  no  ground  for  ex- 
tending the  system  of  allowances  in 
other  branches  of  the  Department  or  in 
other  Departments. 

HAULBO>\a.INE   DOCKYARD. 

Mr.  FIELD  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's): 
I  beg  to  ask  tho  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty whether  the  Government  intend  to 
complete  tho  equipments  necessary  to 
Haulbowline,  so  as  to  enable  all  kinds  of 
repairs  to  be  finished  in  the  dockyard  as 
originally  intended  ;  whether  any  por- 
tion of  the  enormous  naval  expenditure 
will  be  expended  in  Ireland ;  whether 
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H.M.S.  Warspite  is  to  be  towed  across 
to  Devonport  for  repairs ;  and  whether, 
haviDg  regard  to  the  want  of  employ- 
ment at  Haulbowline  and  Passage,  the 
Admiralty  will  give  a  fractional  share  of 
the  work  to  those  places  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  AD- 
MIRALTY  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
WORTH,  Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  (1.) 
While  there  is  no  intention  of  fully 
equipping  a  sixth  dockyard,  the  Haul- 
bowline  Yard  plant  is  being  rendered 
more  and  more  capable  of  repairing 
ships  in  case  of  emergency.  (2.)  Yes  ; 
both  at  Belfast  and  Haulbowline  there 
will  be  expenditure  during  the  year 
1894-5.  The  coastguard  vessels  on  the 
Irish  coast  are  repaired  at  Haulbowline, 
as  well  as  the  fVarspite,  so  far  as  her 
repair^  can  be  conveniently  arranged  for. 
(3.)  When  the  Warspite  proceeds  to 
Devonport  it  will  be  under  her  own 
steam.  (4.)  The  Admiralty  have  done, 
and  will  do,  their  best  to  allot  to  Haul- 
bowline Yard  and  to  contractors  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Cork  any  work  that 
can  be  done  there  with  due  regard  to 
convenience  and  economy. 

THE  DESTRUCTION  OF  DERELICTS. 

Mr.  MACDONA  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
is  aware  that  a  deputation  waited  upon 
the  Prime  Minister  on  the  16th  instant 
to  lay  before  him  a  Petition  signed  by 
about  900  masters  of  vessels,  representing 
about  31,000  seamen,  praying  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  immediate  action  in  concert 
with  the  United  States  Government  for 
the  destruction  of  floating  derelicts,  now 
so  numerous  and  so  dangerous  to  the  lives 
of  passengers  and  seamen  crossing  the 
Atlantic ;  whether  the  present  Prime 
Minister  is  as  willing  to  act  in  concert 
with  the  American  Government  as  the 
late  Prime  Minister  stated  himself  to  be 
in  January  last  ;  and  what  steps  do  the 
Government  propose  to  take  to  bring 
about  so  desirable  an  undertaking  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  requested  me  to  answer  this 
question.  The  Prime  Minister  has  for- 
warded to  me  for  consideration  the 
Memorial  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. It  bears  the  signatures  of  891 
persons  stated  to  be  masters  of  British 
ships.  Conferences  have  already  taken 
place  between  the  Admiralty  and  the 
JBoard  of  Trade  on  this  question,  and,  in 
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concert  with  the  First  Lord,  it  is  arrang 
to  appoint  a  Departmental  Committ< 
on  which  the  Admiralty  and  the  Boa 
of  Trade  are  to  be  represented,  to  co 
sider  and  report  on  the  Memorials  whi 
have  been  received,  and  the  correspo 
dence  which  has  taken  place  on  the  su 
ject  of  floating  derelicts. 

CLUBS  AND  EXCISE  LICENCES. 

Mr.  DODD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Cha 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  clubs 
which  alcoholic  liquors  are  sold  to  mei 
bers  are  exempt  from   the  necessity 
taking  out  licences  in  cases  where  ti 
profits  of  such  sales  go  to  the  individu 
proprietors   of   such  clubs,  or   in   cas^ 
where  the  club  is  under  contract  to  tal 
such  liquors  from  individual  vendors 
brewers  so  as  to  be  in  efiect  a  tied  hous 
if  such  clubs  are  exempt,  whether  he 
aware  that  such  clubs  compete  serioua 
in  many  places  with  inns  paying  h&tm 
Licence  Duties  ;  and  whether  he  proper 
to  make  any  alteration  in  the  matter  ^ 

The  chancellor  op  the  E 
CHEQUER  (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derk>: 
There  is  not  any  exemption  in  favoar 
clubs  from  the  Licence  Duty  payable 
respect  of  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liqooi 
under  the  conditions  mentioned  in  tin 
question.  In  any  case,  therefore,  of  i 
proprietary  club  at  which  the  hquon 
supplied  are  the  property  of  the  pro- 
prietor and  are  sold  by  him  to  the  mem 
hers  penalties  are  incurred,  under  th< 
Licensing  Acts  and  the  Excise  Actf 
unless  the  proprietor  is  the  holder  o! 
licence  authorising  the  sale  ;  and  wher 
evidence  of  sale  has  been  forthcomioj 
there  have  been  successful  prosecution 
in  such  cases. 


THE  DISARMAMENT  QUESTION. 

Sir  J.  WHITEHEAD  :  I  beg  to  as 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whetbe 
looking  to  the  reported  expressions  < 
the  King  of  Denmark  to  the  efiect  thi 
he  knows  that  Russia,  Austria,  and  pre 
bably  Italy,  are  willing  to  enter  int 
negotiations  with  other  nations  for  < 
general  reduction  of  armaments,  the  Go* 
vernment  are  now  prepared  to  take  st^ 
with  the  object  of  bringing  about  a  oQf 
fereuce  on  the  subject  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  Of  conwc,! 
cannot  answer  for  reported  stat^nentsv 
the  King  of  Denmark.  I  will  only  reiMi^ 
what  I   said   the   other  night,  that  Al 
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Grovernmeiit  will  tako  evorj  opportunity 
ivhich  appears  to  them  to  be  favourable 
to  promote  the  object  indicated  in  the 
question.  It  is  not  possible  at  present  to 
H&ake  auj  further  statement  on  the  sub- 
jeot. 

INCOME  TAX   RETURNS. 

JVCr.   BARTLEY    (Islington,  N.)  :  I 

Veg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

(\iier  whether  he  will  issue  a   Return,  in 

eoQtinuation  of  No.  228  of  Session  1890, 

on  Income  Tax  Assessments,  made  up  to 

5th  April,  1893  ? 

SiE  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Return 
for  which  the  hon.  Member  asks  can  be 
[  given  in  about  six  weeks.  If  he  wishes 
it,  a  Return  made  up  to  April,  1892, 
could  be  presented  more  quickly  ;  but 
prpbabl?  he  would  be  willing  to  wait  for 
the  more  complete  Return. 


UNIVERSITY  OF  LONDON  COMMISSION. 
Sir  a.   ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  I 
oeg  to  give  notice  that,   in   consequence 
<rf  the  answer  given  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  yesterday,  that  it  is  not 
iBtended  this  Session  to  propose  legisla- 
tion in  pursuance  of  the  Report   of    the 
University  of  London  Commission,  that 
I  will  on  Friday,  April  20,  draw  atteu- 
te  to  the  Report,  and  move  a  Resolu- 
tion. 


ORDERS   OF   THE  DAF. 


SaPPLY—COMMITTBE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair." 

CHARITY    COMMISSION    (PARLIA- 
MENTARY    CONTROL). 

IfOTIOX    FOR   A    SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

•Mr.    J.    E.    ELLIS    (Nottingham, 

AQsbclifTe)  said,  he  had  to  move,  as  an 

Amendment, 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
^aire  whether  it  is  desirable  to  taKe  measures 
*o  bring  the  action  of  the  Charity  Commission 
^ore  directly  nnder  the  control  of  Parliament, 
*iid  to  give  it  more  effectual  means  of  dealing 
^th  the  business  which  will  come  before  it/ 

The  Charity  Commission,  the  hon.  Gen- 
^emmn    pointed    out,  consisted  of  two 
l^rts — one  constituted  41  years  ago  for 
f '  dealing  with  charitable  trusts,  and  the 


other  constitnted  25  years  ago  for  dealing 
with  endowed  schools.  The  major  depart- 
ment, as  he  might  term  it,  for  dealing  with 
charitable  trusts  had  its  origin  in  a  very 
long  continued  and  exhaustive  inquiry  by 
a  Royal  Commission,  which  sat  from  the 
years  1818  to  1837.  Then  in  1835  a 
Select  Committee  was  appointed  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  it  being  composed  of 
its  most  experienced  Members,  and  in- 
cluding Sir  Kobert  Peel  and  Lord  John 
Russell.  That  Committee  drew  up  a  very 
interesting  and  valuable  Report,  which 
formed  the  basis  of  a  Bill  that  was  not 
passed  till  1853.  By  that  Act  the 
Commission  was  constituted  for  dealing 
with  charitable  trusts.  The  Act  was 
amended  in  1855  and  amplified  in  1860. 
The  Act  of  1853  fell  far  short  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  powerful  Select 
Committee  of  1835.  It,  however,  gave 
considerable  powers  of  investigation  ;  it 
enabled  the  Commissioners  to  apply  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  for  orders  with 
respect'  to  charities  ;  and  in  case  these 
proceedings  were  insufficient,  it  em- 
powered the  Commissioners  to  introduce 
new  schemes  into  Parliament,  which 
schemes  had  to  go  through  all  the  stages 
of  Bills.  Application  to  the  Court  of 
Chancery  was  found  to  be  a  cumbrous 
and  costly  proceeding  ;  and  the  passing 
of  schemes  through  Parliament  fell 
through  and  became  abortive.  A  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  in  1884  again 
examined  into  the  matter,  and  in  their 
Report  drew  special  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Charity  Commission  was 
not  represented  in  Parliament,  that  there 
was  no  Minister  responsible  for  its 
sehemea,  and  that  no  Members  were 
interested  in  conducting  them  through 
the  various  stages.  This  was  the  reason 
why  the  system  became  abortive. 
By  the  Amending  Acts  of  1855  and  1860 
some  defects  were  remedied  ;  but  the 
remedies  applied  by  the  Act  of  1855 
did  not  nearly  approach  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  great  Committee  of 
1835.  An  Amendment  introduced 
into  the  Act  of  1860  had  a  more  vital 
effect,  by  exempting  charities  of  a 
greater  annual  value  than  £50  from  the 
prescribed  procedure,  and  by  that  Amend- 
ment the  Act  was  shorn  of  much  vitality 
and  force.  The  Charitable  Trusts  De- 
partment was  thus  founded  upon  three 
Acts  of  Parliament,  the  latest  of  which 
was  passed  33  years  ago ;  and  that  fact 
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alone  was  sufficient  to  show  that  occasion 
must  have  arisen  for  some  change  in  the 
matter  of  proce<hire.  He  had  been  very 
much  struck  by  the  magnitude  of  the 
interests  affected.  It  was  difficult  to  get  at 
accurate  figures,  but  a  voluminous  and 
careful  Digest,  which  occupied  many  years 
in  preparation,  was  laid  before  Parliament 
in  1876.  It  showed  that  the  cases 
known  to  the  Charity  Commission  at 
that  time  numbered  36,000,  that  the 
trustees  connected  with  them  held 
524,000  acres  of  land,  and  that  the 
income  administered  amounted  to 
£2,200,000.  Since  that  time  a  great 
many  additional  trusts  had  been  dis- 
covereil.  Of  the  total  number  of  trusts 
no  fewer  than  4,805,  with  an  annual 
income  of  £227,000,  had  been  foundeil 
since  1837.  He  now  had  to  deal  with 
the  Endowed  Schools  Department  of 
the  Commission  which  was  created  in 
1869  by  an  Act  of  Parliament.  It  was 
admittedly  more  or  less  of  an  experiment, 
and  the  dnration  of  the  Act  was  limited 
to  four  years.  In  1873  there  was  another 
Committee,  into  whose  inquiry  more 
or  less  acute  political  and  even  re- 
ligious controversy  entered.  The  resnlt 
was  that  in  1874  an  Act  was  passed 
which  put  an  end  to  the  Endowed 
Schools  Commission  as  constituted,  and 
transferretl  all  its  powers  and  duties  lo 
the  Charity  Commission,  to  which  two 
members  were  added.  The  Act  expired 
in  1879,  and  he  believed  he  was  correct 
in  stating  that  since  that  time  the  Com- 
mission hud  been  kept  alive  by  the  Ex- 
piring Laws  Continuance  Act.  Such 
briefly,  and  without  minute  details,  were 
the  origin  and  objects  and  jKiwers  of  the 
Charity  Commission.  As  to  its  constitu- 
tion, it  was  sufficient  to  point  out  that 
there  was  a  Chief  Commissioner,  with 
second  and  third  Commissioners  on  the 
charitable  trusts  side,  and  10  Assistant 
Commissioners  (five  of  whom  apj)eared 
on  the  Estinnites,  however,  as  temporary 
Assistant  Commissioners)  ;  and  on  the 
endowed  schools  side  there  were  two 
Commissioners  and  seven  Assistant 
Commissioners.  Thus  the  whole  staff  of 
the  Commission  consisted  of  one  Chief 
Commissioner,  four  Commissioners,  a 
Secretary,  and  17  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners. He  left  out  of  sight  the  posi- 
tion of  Parliamentary  Commissioner, 
which  had  been  filled  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 

Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis 


(Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther),  and  also  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Merionethshire  (Mr.  T. 
Ellis),  but  at  the  present  moment  it  waf^ 
not  filled  by  anyone.     The  expenditure— 
of  the  Commission  was  £15,000  in  1854;^ 
£27,565    in     1874;    and    the   Estimat4 
this  year  was  £40,380.     Ho  thought  h< 
would  carry  with  him  the  assent  of  thi 
House  when  he  said  it  was  emiuentl; 
desirable    that    there    should    be    ocei 
sional  investigation  into  the  working 
these   extra-Parliamentary   bodies ;   an 
even  the  Commissioners  would  assent 
this,  because  their  Reports  were  stre^ 
with  suggestions  as  to  the  roodificatit 
of  their  i)owers,  which  could  hardly 
carried  out  in  legislation  without  beL 
first  embodic<l  in  the  Report  of  a  Sel 
Committee.   There  were  ample  precede? 
for  this  Motion.     In  1873  they  bad 
inquiry  by  a  Committee  into  the  opc3z-ji« 
tion  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act  ;   t  Ise^ 
had  similar  inquiries  in  1884  and   LHH5 
into  the  working  of  the  Charitable  Trusts 
Department,  and  again  in  1886  and  18Sr 
into  the  endowed  schools  work.     Some 
very     valuable     recommendations    were 
made  by  these  Committees.      Eight    or 
ten  years  having  gone  by  he  thought  bis 
proposal  one  which  would  commend  it* 
self  to  the  House.     And   he   believed   i* 
would  be  felt  by  many  Members  that  tb»* 
was  a  particularly  opportune  momeDt  f^^ 
his  Motion.   The  Local  Government  A-^ 
of  last  Session,   which    would   ever   ^^ 
associated  with  t  he  name  of  the  right  hoXJ- 
Gentleman  the  present  Secretary  of  St»*^ 
for  India,  who  display e<l  so  much  tiM5^ 
and    statesmanship    in      conducting     '^ 
through  the  House,  cast  new  and  oneroij* 
duties  on  the  Charity  Commissioners.  H'* 
Motion   was    divided     into    two    parts* 
But  the  first  and,  he  was  free  to  confess* 
the  vital  part — that  portion  relating  to  tb© 
new  duties  he  had  just  touched  upon— 
was  as  to  whether  it  was  desirable  to 
take   measures    to    bring   the   action  » 
the  Charity  Commissioners  more  directly 
under   the   control    of   Parliament.    He 
thought   it   would    be   agreed    that  the 
present   position   of   things   was   incoo- 
venient.      The    Government   were   iw* 
responsible    for    the   Charity    Coniini*' 
sioners.       They    had    a    Parliameutafy 
Charity  Commissioner    who    sat  at  ti* 
Board,  and   was  therefore  a  counectifl^ 
link,    but    he    had     no    controlling  ^ 
dominant  voice  in  the  work  of  the  Coti" 
mission,  and  really  Parliament  luul  ^ 
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control  over   the   Commissioners   them- 
delvcs.     They  might  one  day  have  the 
rcducUo  ad  ahsurdum  of  the  system  in 
*^«iug    the    Government    compelled    to 
s^ipport  the  grant  of  money  in  the  Esti- 
ates  for  a  policy  of  which  they  did  not 
Improve.     The  Committee  of  1884  sug- 
^sted  the   appointment   of  a  Sessional 
ommittee  to  deal  with  schemes  jnst  as 
e  Commons  Committee  now  dealt  with 
|^*^closure  proposals.     The  recommenda- 
OD8  of  the  Committee  of  1886-7  were  to 
eeffect  that  the responsibilityof  the  Com- 
iflsion  to  Parliament  should  be  clearly 
tHoed  and  made  complete.     It  was  in 
e  hope  that  that  might  be  the  outcome 
the  proposed  Committee  that  he  brought 
Tward  this  Motion.    Finally,  a  word  as 
the  spirit  in  which  he  made  his  pro- 
L     He  indulgeil  in  no  carping  criti- 
as  to   the   labours  of  the  Charity 
^  ommission.     They  had  in  the  Commis- 
ion  a  great  engine  for  good.     They  had 
^fcfc«re  men  of  high  character  and  great 
ility,  who  were  doing  their  duty  to  the 
To  the  Chief  Commissioner  and 
c  indefatigable  Secretary  he  was  much 
^vitlebted   for  their   unvarying   courtesy. 
R'Ut  no  human  institution  was  perfect ; 
^ud  he  had  no  doubt  the  Commission  in 
^ts    working   might   be   improved   by   a 
he«lthy  examination  by  a  carefully  con- 
stituted   Select  Committee.     When  one 
"^eDt  into  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  at 
Whitehall  he  found  them  rather  stuffy  : 
they  smelt  rather  of  the  schools ;  but  if 
^bte  windows  were  thrown  open  a  little 
"^ider,  and  the  healthy  breezes  of  public 
opinion  admitted,  they  would  get  more 
^^iness-like  common   sense  in  its  pro- 
ceedings.    It  was  in  no  spirit  of  hostility 
^  carping    criticism    that    he   brought 
forward  his  Motion,  but  he  earnestly  and 
>ttpectfnlly  commended  his  Motion  with 
^  belief    that    its    acceptance    might 
strengthen  and  develop  the  powers  for 
pXMi  of  the  Charity  Commission. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
1^**£.)  said,  he  proposed  to  follow  the 
*umple  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Rush- 
dlfe  in  casting  no  aspersions  on  the  con- 
coct or  policy  of  the  Charity  Commission, 
^  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  neces- 
Mry  for  him  to  detain  the  House  at  any 
P^t  length.  The  Motion  was  one 
▼hich  he  thoaght  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  might  accept  without  demur. 
He  might  remind  the  House  that  when 
*  Seleet  Committee  was  appointed  some 


years  ago  the  whole  question  of  the 
charities  was  in  a  state  of  chaos.  There 
had  been  a  very  long  investigation,  and 
many  important  facts  had  been  brought 
to  light,  but  there  had  been  no  well- 
defined  policy  ;  indeed,  he  ventured  to 
say  there  was  still  no  such  policy  in  re- 
gard to  the  poorer  charitable  institutions. 
But  since  then  circumstances  had  vastly 
changed.  The  changes  which  had  been 
continually  taking  place  and  the  circum- 
stances of  the  people  rendered  it  neces- 
sary to  deal  Avith  the  charities  which  had 
been  left,  and  which  might  be  given  in 
the  future,  in  a  somewhat  broader  spirit 
than  had  been  exhibited  hitherto. 
Indeed,  Parliament  had  found  it  necessary 
to  apply  many  charitable  bequests  to 
purposes  differing  from  those  for  which 
they  wore  originally  left ;  although,  of 
course,  the  purposes  were  kept  as  nearly 
analogous  as  possible.  He  believed  that 
the  Commissioners  themselves  felt  that 
they  roquire<l  larger  poAvers  and  greater 
freedom  in  dealing  with  these  charities, 
for  at  present  they  were  constantly  bound 
and  hampered  by  existing  provisions 
which  were  really  out  of  date.  It  was 
with  a  view  of  enlarging  and  defining 
their  powers  that  this  investigation  was 
now  asked  for.  He  hoped  that  hon. 
Members  would  agree  with  him  that  the 
proper  time  for  making  that  investigation 
had  come,  and  for  having  a  Parliamen- 
tary Commissioner  in  the  House  in  order 
to  give  Members  a  better  means  of  deal- 
ing with  the  subject.  At  present  the 
position  was  peculiar,  as  the  Government 
had  to  defend  acts  and  expenditure  for 
which  they  were  not  responsible.  They 
ought  to  have  in  the  House  a  Representa- 
tive able  to  answer  all  questions  and  to 
indicate  the  policy  of  the  Commission, 
The  position  of  the  Commissioner  would 
not  Ikj  actually  on  a  par  with  those  of  the 
other  Charity  Commissioners.  He  hoped 
that  such  an  appointment  would  be  made, 
for  it  sceme<l  to  him  that  if  such  a  Com- 
missioner were  ap{>ointeil  he  would  have 
a  very  practical  position  in  the  House, 
and  would  be  found  of  great  service  and 
assistance  in  dealing  with  the  various 
questions  as  they  came  up.  The  Act  of 
last  Session  proposal  that  there  should 
be  some  Representative  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  appointed  with  a  seat  in 
that  House.  He  trusted  that  this  part  of 
the  subject  needeil  no  further  arguments 
on  his  part  to  induce  hon.  Members  to 
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assent  to  a  Select  Committee  being 
shortly  appointed.  As  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Motion — uamelj,  the  desirability 
of  bringing  the  action  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners more  directly  under  the  control 
of  Parliament — such  a  course  was  un- 
questionably now  necessary  in  conse- 
quence of  the  growing  need  of  the 
country.  What  was  essential  was  that 
they  should  have  the  charities  honestly, 
faithfully,  and  well  administered,  with 
due  regard  to  the  intentions  of  the 
testator,  and  ensuring  that  the  class  in- 
tended by  him  to  be  benefited  should 
reap  the  benefit.  He  could  not  suggest 
a  better  way  of  securing  that  than  by 
having  a  careful  investigation  made  in 
the  first  instance  of  those  charities  which 
seemed  specially  to  require  to  be  under 
the  direct  control  of  Parliament.  He  was 
sure  that  if  a  Committee  were  appointed 
they  would  deal  with  the  question  faith- 
fully and  well.  At  present  he  did  not 
think  it  could  be  said  that  many  of  the 
charities  were  properly  and  satisfactorily 
administered,  or  that  they  were  adminis- 
tered with  a  due  regard  to  the  provisions 
under  which  they  were  specially  be- 
queathed. He  did  not  think  that  a 
lengthy  investigation  by  the  Committee 
would  be  necessary,  looking  at  the  facts 
that  they  would  have  before  them  ;  but 
he  did  think  that  if  a  Select  Committee 
were  appointed,  it  could  do  much  to 
further  the  object  in  view,  and  if  it  were 
not  too  hampered  by  the  terms  of  Refer- 
ence the  result  of  their  investigations 
would  be  of  the  greatest  value,  and  some 
useful  legislation  would  be  the  result. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  eud  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"  A  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  in<iuire 
whether  it  is  desirable  to  take  measures  to 
bring  the  action  of  the  Charity  Commission 
more  directly  under  the  control  of  Parliament, 
and  to  give  it  more  effectual  means  of  dealing 
with  the  business  which  will  come  before  it." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumberland, 
Penrith)  said,  nobody  would  complain  of 
the  length  of  time  occupied  by  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Resolution  ; 
on  the  contrary,  any  criticism  made 
would  be  on  the  ground  that  their 
speeches    had    treated    the    matter   too 

Mr.  Howell 


superficially,  and  had  glossed  over  alto- 
gether the  really  important  pohits  where 
difficulties  might  be  expected.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Rushcliffe  gave  a  very  rapid 
historical  survey  of  the  causes  which  had 
led  to  the  appointment  of  the  Charity 
Commission,  but  he  made  no  sug- 
gestions for  improving  the  present 
method  of  administration ;  he  did  not 
deal  with  the  causes  which  were  said  tc 
necessitate  the  present  steps  being  taken, 
nor  did  he  make  a  suggestion  as  to  the 
way  in  which  the  Charity  Commissionen 
were  to  be  in  fact  brought  under  the 
more  direct  control  of  Parliament  in  th< 
future.  He  was  very  anxious  to  be  in 
formed  on  these  two  points  ;  but,  to  his 
regret,  as  soon  as  the  hon.  Member  go 
to  the  crux  of  the  question,  he  looked  a 
it  steadily  in  the  face  and  then  quickli 
passed  on  to  some  other  unimportan 
detail.  A  good  deal  of  the  speech  of  iVxi 
hon.  Member  was  taken  up  in  considering 
the  question  of  how  far  the  Commissioi 
could  be  brought  more  directly  under  the 
control  of  Parliament.  That  was  a 
separate  question. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  The  words  of  my 
Motion  are — 

"  To  give  it  more  effectual  means  of  dealing 
with  the  business  which  will  come  before  it" 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  he 
would  deal  with  that  presently.  But 
the  main  point  before  the  House  was  the 
proposal  that  the  Charity  Commissioners 
should  be  represented  by  a  Minister  in 
the  House — a  Minister  to  be  called,  he 
supposed,  the  Charities  Minister,  or  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  He  thought 
the  House  might  have  fairly  looked  to 
the  hon.  Member  himself  for  some  ligh^ 
and  leading  in  the  matter.  He  had  pe^ 
formed  a  prominent  and  useful  part  on 
one  of  the  Committees  in  connection  with 
the  matter,  but  he  had  now  given  them 
no  indication  of  his  views.  The  House 
might  fairly  ask  why  a  Select  Committee 
was  noAV  thought  to  be  necessary  at  all* 
They  had  a  great  mass  of  evidence  en 
the  subject  of  charities  already  to  han4 
and  no  new  subject  for  inquiry  had  been 
mentioned.  Those  who  wanted  infonni" 
tion  had  only  to  turn  to  the  Blue  Boob 
for  the  past  few  years,  and  to  the  Annul! 
Reports  of  the  Commissioners  themselves 
The  question  had  also  often  engaged  the 
attention  of  the  House,  and  several  Bills 
had  been  introduced,  some  of  which  m^ 
passed  the  Second  Reading,  and  therefore 
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mosi  hoD.Members  were  familiar  with  the 
subject.  He  ventured  to  suggest  that 
there  was  ample  material  to  work  upon 
alreadj  to  hand,  and  that  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  was  un- 
necesaarj.  If  the  charities  were  so  badly 
managed  now  by  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners at  Whitehall,  he  failed  to  see 
how  the  fact  that  they  were  to  have  a 
Ministerial  Eepresentative  in  the  House 
would  in  any  way  secure  the'  better 
administration  of  the  charity  trusts.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out  numerous 
owes  in  which  Special  Committees  had 
heen  instituted  with  reference  to  particu- 
lir  charities,  but  he  seemed  to  have  for- 
gotten altogether  the  fact  that  nearly  the 
whole  of  one  Session  in  1883  was  given 
np  bj  a  Committee  to  the  subject,  as  was 
»l»o  the  Session  in  the  following  year. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  quoting  my  words. 

Mr.  J.    W.    LOWTHER    said,    he 
fe)ught  he  was  fairly  quoting  tue  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member,  which  was 
^*t  the  numerous  inquiries  which  had 
Jjken  place   formed   a  precedent  for  a 
wther  inquiry.     He  would  go  further, 
•^  state  that  a  great  part  of  the  Session 
<*  1883  was  taken  up  by  an  inquiry  into 
^e  working   of  the  Endowed   Schools 
^ct,   in    the     course     of     which     the 
*ction    of     the      Charity     Commission 
*•«   thoroughly    inquired    into.       The 
»l»ole    of    the    Session    of    1884   was 
^en  up  by  a  Select  Committee  which 
^^ appointed  to  inquire  into  the  work- 
H  of    the  Charitable   Trusts   Act    as 
forked  by  the  Charity  Commission.  The 
J^ole  of    1886   was   taken   up  by   the 
^lect  Committee  that  inquired  into  the 
forking  of  the  Endowed  Schools  Act  as 
*<imini8tered  by  the  Charity  Commission, 
*nd  a  considerable  portion  of  the  Session 
^  1887  was  similarly  taken  up,  and  then, 
jtfter  the  lapse  of  only  seven  years,  the 
«|on.  Member  came  and  said  now  was  the 
fime  to  have  a  thorough  and  a  searching 
ioquu-y  into  the   whole  working  of  the 
Charity  Commission.     It  seemed  to  him 
^t  they  did  not  let  the  plant  live,  be- 
muse they  were  always  pulling  it  up  to 
foe  how  it  was  getting  on.     He  regarded 
^t  as  a  most  unnecessary  proceeding  to 
iuqaire    into     the    whole     working    of 
^e  Charity  Commission,  because,  as  the 
iM)u.  Member  pointed  out,  the  latter  part 
<>f  his  lostmction  to  the  Committee  would 
^^ise  the  whole  of  that  question.       The 


hon.  Member  must  knoAv,  from  having 
served  on  the  Commission,  what  very 
delicate  subjects  were  touched  upon,  and 
what  considerable  friction  frequently 
arose  ;  and  when  friction  arose,  it  meant 
a  great  expenditure  of  time  in  iuvesti- 
gatiug  and  getting  to  the  bottom  of  the 
matter,  so  that  it  was  not  very  likely  a 
Committee  with  such  a  wide  Instruction 
as  this  would  be  able  to  conclude  their 
investigations  this  Session,  beginning  at 
so  late  a  period  as  it  would  be  before  this 
Committee  was  appointed.  But,  in  addi- 
tion to  that^  the  hon.  Member  also  in- 
formed them  that  the  very  point  which 
he  was  now  anxious  to  refer  to  a  Select 
Committee  had  so  recently  been  inquired 
into  as  last  Autumn.  The  hon.  Member 
informed  the  House  that  a  Departmental 
Inquiry  had  been  ordered  and  held  by  the 
Treasury,  and  he  did  not  think  he  was 
committing  any  breach  of  confidence 
when  he  said  that  amongst  others,  he 
(Mr.  Lowther)  himself  was  summoned 
by  Sir  Robert  Hamilton,  the  Chairman  of 
that  Committee,  to  give  evidence  before 
them,  and  he  detaile<l  his  evidence  before 
that  Committee.  The  Report  of  such 
Committee,  he  presumed,  was  now  in  the 
hands  of  somebody,  probably  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  had  not 
received  a  copy  of  the  Report,  and,  so 
far  as  he  knew,  it  had  never  l>een  made 
public  ;  but  the  Report  was  in  the  oflSce, 
and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
or  the  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
would  lay  that  Report  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House,  at  all  events  the  Honse  would 
be  in  a  better  position  to  judge  how  far 
this  very  question,  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber now  desired  to  go  into,  had  been 
considered,  and  what  were  the  views  of 
Sir  Robert  Hamilton  and  the  other  very 
capable  gentlemen  who  acted  with  him 
on  that  Committee  in  this  particular. 
So  much  for  past  investigations.  But 
the  hon.  Member  said  that  the  present 
was  a  very  suitable  time  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  working  of  the  Charity  Com- 
mission ;  that  the  Local  Government  Act 
would  come  into  force  in  November,  and 
that  it  was  desirable,  if  it  was  to  do  any 
gooil,  that  the  now  Minister  for  Chari- 
ties and  the  whole  paraphernalia  which 
was  to  be  set  up,  should  be  established  and 
in  working  order  before  that  Act  was  in 
force.  Was  that  a  reasonable  pro])osal  to 
make  ?  Was  it  possible,  with  all  the 
work  the  House  had  l)efore  it,  and  so  short 


1019        Charity  Commission        {COMMONS}    (Parliamentary  Canirol). 


a  time  in  whioh  to  transact  it,  that  so 
thorny  and  difficult  a  subject  could  be 
adequately  dealt  with  before  that  period  ? 
The  hon.  Member  said  it  was  a  good 
time  to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the 
Charity  Commission.     Of  course,  if  they 
were  making  such  inquiry  It  would  neces- 
sitate the  constant  attendance  of  at  least 
two  of  the  Commissioners  and  probably  of 
the  Secretary.     Already  the  work  of  the 
Charity    Commission   was   considerably 
increasing  in  consequence  of  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill  being  about  to  come  into 
force.     Already  applications  were  arriv- 
ing at  the  Commission  daily,  and  almost 
hourly,  asking  for  advice,  assistance,  and 
instruction    as   to   how    far  the   Parish 
Councils  Act,  when  it  began  to  operate 
in  November,  would  affect  the  particular 
charities  in  each  locality.     The  work  of 
the  Commission,  therefore,  was  already 
beginning  in  this  very  particular,  and  it 
seemed   hardly  a  suitable  time  to  take 
away  two  Commissioners  and  the  Secre- 
tary twice  a  week  for  the  whole  of  the 
Session  in  order  that  they  might  attend 
regularly   upstairs   instead    of    allowing 
them  to  carry  out  their  duties  in  their 
office  in  Whitehall.      He  thought  both 
the   Mover  and    the    Seconder    of  this 
Motion  fell  into  one  great  error  in  the 
general  view  they  took  of  the  work  of 
the   Charity    Commission.      That  great 
error  was  that  they  seemed  entirely  to 
have  overlooked  the  fact  that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  work  of  the  Charity  Com- 
mission was  construing  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment.     The  Charity  Commission,  when 
they  were  established,  were  established 
almost  as  a  branch  of  the  Court  of  Equity. 
They  had  to  administer  the  law.     They 
could  not,  in  the  great  bulk  of  the  work 
that  they   dealt  with,  give  scope  to  any 
private  opinion  which  they  might  have, 
or  to  any  great  views  of  policy  which  they 
might   desire   to  introduce  into  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  charities.      They  had 
to  administer  the  law  as  they  found  it, 
and  not  as   they   would  wish  it  to  be. 
They  were,  just  as  much  as  the  Court 
of    Chancery    itself,  bound    by    former 
decisions    of    the    Court  ;     they     were 
tied    up  very  narrowly  by    the  Acts  of 
Parliament    of    1863,    1865,   and    1860, 
and   other    Acts  ;    they    could   not    go 
outside     the    corners     of     those    Acts, 
and  he  could  not  think  that  a  Minister 
would  be  in  a  position,  unless  he  were  a 
legal  gentleman,  to  administer  these  Acts 

Jfr,  J.  fF.  Lowther 


of    Parliament  and    to   construe   t 

which  was  at  present  the  ordinary  e^ 

day   duty   of  the   Charity  Commis 

If  the  hon.  Member  would  look  at 

words  of  the  Act  which  constitute( 

Commission,  he  would  find  that  oi 

the     three     Commissioners     two 

obliged    to   be   barristers   of    12   y 

standing.  Why  was  that  provision  i 

duced,  and  a  standing  so  very  high  i 

years,   which    was    an    unusually 

term,   insisted  upon  ?     The  reason 

because  it  was  intended  that  the  ( 

mission    should    relieve    the    Cour 

Chancery  of  a  great  part  of  the 

which   they  did,  and,  therefore,  it 

necessary  that  the  Acts  should  hi 

ministered  by  gentlemen  of  legal  tra 

who  were  capable  of  construing  the 

cult  Acts  with  which  they  had  to 

During  the  four  or  five  years  he  wi 

the  Charity  Commission  he  was  cert 

very   strongly  impressed  with   the 

that  practically  it  was  so  difficult  t< 

one^s  own  views  and  desires  into  th 

ministration  of  these  charities  becau 

being  tied  up  in  certain  directions  b; 

law  which  the  Commission  had  t( 

ministef.     There  was  another  inqui 

this  matter — that  of  the  Schools  Id( 

Commission — who  reported  that  the ' 

of  the  Charity  Commission  was  dii 

into    five    heads.     The    first    of    ^ 

was  the  protection  of  charities  ag 

frauds     or     adverse      claims.       Si 

that    was    a    matter    with    which 

Charity     Commission     were     fuUj 

capable   of   dealing   as   a   Minister 

ting  in  this  House.     It  was  not  a  m 

in  which  policy  could  enter  at  all 

was  solely  and  simply  a  matter  of 

construction  of  legal  rights.    The  86 

head  was  ^*  the  authorisation  of  le 

mortgages,  and  sales."  The  same  rei 

applied  here.     The  third  head  waj 

appointment  of  trustees,"  and  ther 

admitted  that  questions  of  policy  n 

arise,  and  he  was  sorry  to  think 

questions   of  Party    policy   might 

likely  enter   into  that.     He   thoug 

was  very  desirable  that  they  shouk 

enter,   and    that  was   why  he  shou 

strongly  against  a  Minister  haviug'cl 

of  this  matter,  and  its  being  takei 

of  the   hands  of   an    independent 

who  were  not  swayed  and  did  not 

from  time  to  time,  as  the  gentlemen 

came  and  went  from  the  Treasury  B 

The   next    head    was    the  removi 
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trustees   or    masters,    and,    lastly,    the 
pover  of  framing  new  scbeaieFt.     There, 
Ag-oin,  the  matter  of  policy  did  enter  to 
^onie  extent ;  but  in  that  very  matter  of 
framing  new  schemes  the  Charity  Com- 
mission   were   not   able   to  go  one  inch 
outside  the  doctrine  of    Cy-pres  as  laid 
doyn  by  the  Court  of  Appeal.     In  his 
opiuion,  it  would  cause  great   mischief 
to  introduce  a  Minister  to  deal  with  these 
matters,    which    it  would  be  far  better 
to    leave   in   the  hands  of  an    admiuis- 
tratioQ     independent    of    the   changing 
politics    of    the    day.      That    was   the 
original  recommendation  made  by  Lord 
Brougham*s  Commission  ;    made  by  the 
House  of  Commons  Committee  in  1835, 
and  made  by  Lord  Chichester^s  Commis- 
sion   in     1849,     These    three    inquiries 
went  fully  into  the  matter,  and  recom- 
inended  as  the  result  of  their  invest iga- 
^ons  that  this  Commission  should  he  an 
entirely  independent  body.     Nothing  had 
occurred  since  to  alter  the  status  oiF  the 
C<niunission,  and    it  would    be   a   great 
Huscbief  if  Party  politics  were  allowe<l  to 
*Wer  into   the   administration   of    these 
•kirilies.     As  he  said,  during  the  course 
^  the  Debates  ou  the  Parish  Councils 
Ml,  the  Charity  Commission   was  not  a 
'tty  popular  body.      The    Tory  Party 
^|0Qght  it  too  Radical,  and  tiie  Kadical 
nrty  thought  it  too  Tory  ;  therefore,  the 
Witbility    was,   that    it    did     justice. 
I««l  John  Rnssell  was  strongly  of  that 
^on,  because  he  said  in  introducing 
^  Bill  to  the  House— 

Ji  It  would  be  better  that  the  question  of  the 
Ipttal  rarierintendcncc  and  administration  of 
^wjties  should  be  altogether  separated  from 
^  political  question  and  from  the  interests  of 
•»r  Party." 

there  was  one  other  matter.     As  he  had 
^,  the  action  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sion was  subject  to  appeal  to  the  Court 
w    Chancery.       If     any    person     was 
Hlgrieved  by  any  decision  arrived  at  in 
oe  construction  of  different  Acts,  that 
PVBon  had  the  right  of   appeal  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery.     He  should  not  envy 
the  position  of  a  Minister  in  that  House 
U  his  decisions  were  appealed  from  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  and  he  was  overruled. 
]i  it  happened  once,  it  might  pass  ;  but  if 
U  happened  more  than  once,  he  thought 
the  Minister  wonld  never  hear  the  end 
^   the    mifltftke    which    the    Court  of 
Chancery  would  have  held  he  had  made. 
fie  remembered  some  years  ago  his  hon. 


and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Plv- 
mouth,  who  Avas  Solicitor  General,  made 
some  obiter  dicta  with  regard  to  licences, 
and  it  was  afterwards  held  that  his  view 
of  the  law  was  not  correct.  It  was  a 
great  many  years  l»cforo  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  heanl  the  last  of  that  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  position  of  a  Minister  would  be  even 
worse  if  he,  in  the  capacity  of  a  Minister, 
gave  a  judgment  which  was  subsequently 
overruled  by  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
He  had  only  this  to  add  :  If  the  Govern- 
ment thought  it  was  a  desirable  and 
opportune  moment  to  hold  a  full  in- 
vestigation into  the  affairs  of  the  Charity 
Commission,  and  to  inquire  into  this  very 
matter  upon  which  they  themselves, 
through  their  agents,  were  at  the  present 
time  informed,  it  did  not  rest  in  their  (the 
Opposition)  mouths  to  oppose  them.  He 
was  s})eakiiig  entirely  in  his  individual 
capacity,  and  not  in  any  way  as  repre- 
senting his  hon.  Friends  on  that  side  of 
the  House  when  he  saiil  that  he  could 
not  conceive  a  more  inopportune  moment 
for  the  sake  of  the  Chaiity  Commission 
and  for  the  sake  of  the  Hou.sc  itself. 
It  was  admitted  it  was  impossible  to 
make  any  change  before  November,  and 
any  changes  which  would  have  to  be 
introduced  would  have  to  bo  ir.troiluced 
by  legislation.  He  fully  admitted  that 
the  |>owers  of  the  Charity  Commission 
require<l  alteration,  but  he  was  sure  the 
Chau(;ellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  admit 
that  to  attempt  seriously  to  deal  with  a 
Bill  of  that  kind,  which  would  largely 
increase  the  powers  of  the  Charity  Com- 
mission, would  be  adding  to  such  an 
extent  to  the  alrcaily  heavy  load  he  had 
to  carry  that  it  would  really  break  his 
back.  He  should  regard  it  as  a  very 
mischievous  thing  if  they  were  to  intro- 
duce anything  in  the  nature  of  Minis- 
terial control  which  would  tend  in  any 
way  to  bring  Party  }>olitics  to  bear  in 
these  matters.  He  would  only  say  that 
during  the  four  or  five  years  ho  had  the 
honour  of  a  seat  at  the  Board  of  the 
Charity  Commission  he  found  no  diffi- 
culty and  no  friction  arising.  His  posi- 
tion was  simply  this  :  that  he  was  in  the 
House  to  ansAver  any  questions  that 
might  be  put  during  the  course  of  the 
Session.  When  the  Vote  came  on, 
although  he  was  not  responsible  for  the 
details  of  the  Vote,  he  was  resiM)nsible 
for,  and  ready  to  reply  upon,  any  points 
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relating  to  the  policy  of  tbe  Commissiou. 
If  &UJ  point  had  arisen  upon  which 
tbe  judgment  of  tbe  majority  of  the 
House  was  contrary  to  the  policy 
of  the  Commission,  then  there  was 
no  doubt  that  a  Vote  would  have 
been  passed  at  the  instigation  of 
the  Government  stating  their  view  as 
to  the  policy  that  ought  to  be  followed, 
and  there  was  no  doubt  that  in  such  a 
case  the  Charity  Commission  would  have 
at  once  followed  the  policy  indicated. 
He  hoped  that  no  friction  had  arisen — 
although  he  was  rather  inclined  to  think 
such  was  the  case  from  tbe  way  the 
matter  was  dealt  with  by  tbe  Mover  of 
the  Motion — between  tbe  hon.  Member 
whom  he  saw  opposite  who  had  acted  as 
the  fourth  Charity  Commissioner  in  this 
House 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  No  such  infer- 
ence must  be  drawn  from  anything  I 
have  said. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  was  glad  to 
hear  it,  because  he  was  afraid,  from  the 
way  in  which  the  hon.  Member  put 
a  hypothetical  case,  that  friction  had 
occurred.  He  believed  that  the  fact  of  a 
Commissioner  being  present  in  the 
House,  and  being  in  touch  with  hon. 
Members  both  in  the  Chamber  and  also 
privately  in  tbe  Lobbies  and  elsewhere, 
was  a  great  advantage  both  to  Members 
of  the  House  and  also  to  tbe  Charity 
Commission  itself,  and  be  should  be  very 
loth  to  disturb  an  arrangement  which 
had  been  so  highly  recommended  by 
those  who  had  considered  the  subject. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  said,  he  was 
very  glad  to  hear  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  this  Motion  say  that  tbey 
had  not  in  their  mind  any  desire  to  pass 
any  hostile  reflection  upon  the  Charity 
Commission,  or  upon  the  able  men  who 
administered  the  work  of  that  Comrais- 
siop.  He  believed  they  bad  tbe  entire 
confidence  of  the  House  and  of  tbe 
country,  and  be  hoped  that  anything 
said  of  tbese  gentlemen  would  be  said 
entirely  upon  that  footing.  The  hou. 
Member  for  Cumberland  bad  spoken,  in 
the  able  way  he  always  spoke,  on  a 
matter  with  which  he  was  very  well 
acquainted  ;  but  he  was  sorry  that  the 
hon.  Member,  during  the  five  years  he 
was  at  the  Charity  Commission,  thought 
he  was  a  member  of  an  unpopular  body — 
being  unpopular  with  tbe  Tories  for  one 
reason     and     with     tbe    Radicals     for 

Mr,  J,  W.  Lowther 


another.     There     was    an    intermediate 
body  which  was  strongly  represented  at 
Birmingham,  but  no   commendation    of 
the  Charity  Commission  had  come  from 
the  right  hon.  Members  for   West   Bir- 
mingham and    Bordesley,    so  that    the 
Commission  was  unfortunate  in  the  re- 
spect that  it  had  been  criticised  in  many 
quarters.    One  reason  for  that  was  not 
the  fault   of  the   Commission  or  of  the 
Commissioners,    but  the    fault    of    the 
position   which    it  occupied.    The    hon. 
Member  had  referred  to  Lord  Brougham^s 
Committee  in    1835,  and  to   its  having 
represented  in   its  constitution   a  Com- 
mittee     independent      of      Parliament. 
There    was     another     Commission     at 
that  time  still  more   important — ^namely, 
the    Poor    Law  Commission — and    that 
Commission   was   independent    of   Par- 
liamentary  control.     One   of   the  meet 
acute   and   intelligent   writers  who  had 
ever  treated  of  the  constitution  of  such 
bodies — the  late   Mr.  Bagehot — said  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commission — 

"  The  experiment  of  conducting  the  adminis* 
tration  of  a  Public  Department  by  an  indepen- 
dent and  unsheltered  authority  has  often  been 
tried,  and  has  always  failed.  Parliament  always 
talked  at  it  until  it  made  it  impossible." 

That  was    the   position  of  the  Charity 
Commission.    Parliament  talked  at  it  ai 
criticised  its  action.      The  hon.  Membe^^ 
said   there   had   been    Committee  af 
Committee  on   this   subject.     Why  hi 
there  been  ?      They  had  had  Committ^^ 
after    Committee     because    there     ws^ 
something  with   which    Parliament  wa^ 
dissatisfied.     In  spite  of  the  ability  am/ 
character  of  the  gentlemen  who  composed 
the  Poor  Law  Commission,  it  M-as  foiwd 
impossible  to  sustain  it.      The  same  ob- 
jection applied  in  a  great  degree  to  all 
independent  authorities  of  this  kind.  Pw- 
liament  became  inquisitive  ;    it  became 
more   or   less   a  judge    when  they  had 
bodies   of    that   kind  ;  and   unless  they 
could  satisfy  Parliament  and  the  House 
of  Commons  that  the  matters  were  being 
administered  in  the  way  that  was  desired, 
they  would  always  have  Debates,  Com- 
mittees, and  Inquiries  of  this  character. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cumberland  had 
given  a  great   many  reasons  why  thii 
Motion  should  not  be  acceded  to.    Be 
understood  the  hon.  Member  himself  said 
that  he  considered  the  Commission  was 
too  much  tied  up.       That  was  the  veiy 
reason    why    the     Commission    should 
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have  Parliamectarj  representatiou.      A 
Parliamentary  Representati vo  would  state 
vbat  should  be  done.      There  were,  for 
instance,  restrictions  which  ought  to  be 
Temoved,  and  provisions  passed  for  pro- 
tecting and   freeing   the    hands    of  the 
Commission  so  as  to  enable  them  to  do 
what  they  ought  to  be  able  to  do.     The 
^on.  Member  seemed  to  think  that  the 
legislation  with  regard  to  charities  and  the 
Charity  Commission,  like  the  laws  of  the 
Medes  and  Persians,  could  not  be  altered. 
^iiat  was  not  so,  and  the  moment  they 
brought  the  Commission  into  Parliament 
they  would  find  what  were  the  obstacles 
^Q  the  way  of  its  legitimate  and  beneficial 
'Motion,  which  could  be  best  removed  by 
legislation.     The  hon.  Member  also  said 
that    the      Commission      consisted     of 
l&^wyers     of    12    years'    standing,     and 
that    led    him   to   think    that  the  Bills 
oiust  have  been  drawn  up  by  lawyers. 
^Q  moving  for  this  Committee  there  was 
no  intentiou  to  declare  in  any  manner  the 
<^xact  method  in  which  the  change  pro- 
posed should  be  carried  out — whether  it 
should  be  in  the  relation  in  which  the 
I'Ocal  Government  Board  stood   towards 
the  Poor  Law,  or  in  the  relation  in  which 
Uie  Treasury  stood  to  the  Commissioners 
of    Woods.       Whatever   might   bo    the 
arrangement,  he  could  not  but  think  it 
'Would  be  to  the  advantage  of  the  Com- 
missioners themselves,  as  well  as  to  the 
interests  with  which  they  were  entrusted, 
that  they  should  be  brought  more  directly 
ittto  relation  with  Parliament.    With  that 
portion    of    his   hon.    Friend's   Motion, 
therefore,  ho  was  in  accord.      As  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Motion,  it  had  been 
^ed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith 
IB  an  argument  against  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  that  the  demands  upon 
the  Charity  Commissioners  at  the  pre- 
sent time  were  so  heavy  that  a  member 
^  that    body  could  not   be    spared  to 
attend  to  give    evidence.       That    was 
hardly  to  be  regarded  as  an   argument 
gainst  the  adoption  of  the  Motion. 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  said,  his 
point  was  that  it  was  not  an  opportune 
DBoment,  just  at  the  time  when  applica- 
tions were  pouring  in  from  all  sides,  to 
compel  the  attendance  of  two  Commis- 
Boners,  and  perhaps  the  Secretary,  before 
A  Select  Committee. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  said,  that  no 
^abt  the  Honae  of  Lords  bad,  in  the 
Loci  GoTemment  BUI,  thrown    some 


additional  work  on  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, and  this  furnishc<l  an  additional 
argument  for  giving  them  more  effectual 
means  to  enable  them  to  carry  out  their 
useful  work.  He  should  be  extremelv 
sorry  to  think  that  the  Motion  had  any- 
thing of  a  Party  character  about  it.  But 
he  did  think  that  it  would  be  well  to 
give  the  Commissioners  some  more  effec- 
tual means  of  discharging  the  onerous 
duties  which  they  had  hitherto  so  well 
discharged.  Therefore,  he  heartily 
assented  to  the  Motion. 

Sir  S.  NORTHCOTE  (Exeter)  said, 
he  did  not  know  whether  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  would  take  part  in 
the  discussion  ;  but  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  so,  he  hoped  he  would 
take  the  opportunity  of  informing  the 
House  whether  the  Government  had 
come  to  any  decision  with  regard  to  the 
Departmental  Report  which  had  been 
alluded  to  by  some  of  the  preceding 
speakers.  He  thought  it  was  a  pity  that 
they  were  not  put  in  possession  oi 
the  views  of  the  Government  on  this 
Report,  and  also  made  in  some  degree 
acquainted  with  its  contents.  With  re- 
gard to  the  general  question,  he  thought 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
fairly  to  be  congratulated  on  the  light- 
ness of  heart  with  which  he  had 
accepted  a  proposal  to  add  to  the 
already  formidable  body  of  his  col- 
leagues in  the  Government.  If  the 
Charity  Commission  was  strengthened 
in  the  manner  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  indicated,  the  Department  would 
undoubtedly  benefit  by  having  a  high 
official  to  fight  their  battles  in  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  ho  was  not  convinced  that 
there  would  be  any  corresponding  ad- 
vantage to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  agreed  that  it  would  be 
well  to  give  the  Charity  Commissioners 
more  effectual  means  than  they  at  pre- 
sent possessed  to  discharge  their  duties. 
He  referred  particularly  to  a  point  that 
had  not  been  touched  upon — namely,  the 
very  inadequate  means  the  Commis- 
sioners had  of  securing  the  proper  audit 
of  the  charity  accounts,  and  he  hoped 
the  Treasury  would  afford  them  increased 
facilities  in  this  direction.  The  remarks- 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penrith  must  have 
convinced  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of 
the  Resolution  that  the  question  was  one 
which    could  hardly  be  disposed  of  so 
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help  learning  from  his  experieuce  on  the 
Committee  how   severe  was  the  iajurj 
done  to  the  Charity  Commission  bj  the 
conduct    of    that  inquiry.     The   Corn- 
Knit  tee  had  had  before  them  as  witnesses 
members  of  the  Commission,  and  some 
were  constantly  in  the  room ;  but  it  must 
1>«  borne  in  mind  that  all  the  time  was 
n.ot  occupied  in  the  room,  for  the  Com- 
dttee  had  to  make  inquiries  in  the  office 
the  Commission  itself  in  consequence 
off  complaints    made    and    accusations 
bvooght  before  the  Committee.     He  had 
3r^»8on  to  know  that  the  service  of  the 
imission    had   been   greatly   injured 
that     long     inquiry ;     and    if    the 
Loose     granted     a     new     Committee 
'eih  difficulties   would    be  created   for 
body  they  all  desired  to   strengthen, 
[e  wished   to   confirm    what   his   hon. 
'xieod  the  Member  for  Carnarvon  had  said 
'ith  regard  to  the  recommendations  of 
Committees  not  having  l>een  carried 
into  effect  by  the  House.     The  Commit- 
*e«  of  1887   had   made  several  recom- 
vnendations,   none   of    which   had   been 
<2«rricd  into  execution.     One  was — and 
be  doubted  the  wisdom  of  its  policy — 
"ttttt  every  new  scheme  of  the  Charity 
Commission   should  be   submitted   to  a 
Stinding  Committee.      Another  recom- 
^^codation    was    that    the    Commission 
^koold  be  strengthened  by  the  enlarge- 
'^t  of  the  numbers  of  the  Assistant 
lospectors.     That  recommendation  had, 
^  A  certain  extent,  been  carried  out — not 
*^  the  Treasury,   but  by  the   County 
Mwncils.       Power    had    recently   been 
^Ten  to  the  County  Councils  to  contribute 
^  the  expense  of  inquiries ;  Inspectors  had 
^n  appointed  to  hold  the  inquiries,  and 
fte  cost  fell  very  largely  on  the  County 
Mmncils.       A   further   recommendation 
^18    that    the   official   staff  should    be 
^treogthened  and  increased,  but  that  had 
^ot  been  carried   into   effect  either.     In 
^t,  if  there  had  been  any  shortcomings 
^H  the  part   of  .the  Commission   during 
^he  last  few  years,  he  believed  they  had 
^■isen  from  the  neglect  of  the   Treasury 
^  carry  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
^^ous   Committees.      He  was  all  the 
^^er  to  make  that  remark,  as  a  Conser- 
vative  Grovernment  had  been  in  Office 
during  many  of  those  years,:  and,  thore- 
'ore,  he  was  complaining  of  his  own 
Political  frienda.    A  desire  had  been  ex- 
pressed that  there  should  be  more  com- 
f   Plete   control  by   Parliament    over  the 


Commission.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Motion  had  quoted  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  in  1887 
in  that  resjiect,  but  he  had  entirely 
omitted  to  quote  the  Committee's  con- 
cluding words.  The  Committee,  after 
stating  that  the  responsibility  of  the 
Commission  to  Parliament  should  be 
made  more  clearly  defineil,  added — 

*'  This  may  bo  more  reailily  accomplished  by 
appointing  a  Minister  of  Education." 

That  was  a  clear  and  definite  recom- 
mendation, but  it  had  not  been  carried 
out.  It  referred,  however,  to  the  educa- 
tional side  only,  and  had  no  reference 
whatever  to  the  Charity  Trust  side  of  the 
Commission.  Ho  believed  there  was  a 
groat  danger,  if  they  had  a  Minister  in 
charge  of  charities,  of  bringing  the 
political  element  into  the  administration 
of  the  Charities.  In  the  case  of  the 
Local  Government  Act,  which  was  passed 
last  Session,  with  the  agreement  sub- 
stantially of  both  political  Parties, 
the  onlv  time  when  anv  heat  arose 
was  when  the  question  of  the  chari- 
ties came  up  for  consideration  ;  and  he 
thought  they  should  avail  themselves  of 
the  lesson  thus  cm2)hatically  taught  them. 
Another  reason  against  such  an  appoint- 
ment was  that  the  work  done  by  the 
Charity  Commission  was  essentially 
judicial.  The  making  of  law  was  a  good 
thing,  and  the  administration  of  it  was  a 
good  thing  ;  but  what  he  believed  to  be  a 
bad  thing  was  confusion  between  the 
administration  of  law  and  the  making 
of  law.  They  would  have  in  the  changes 
of  Parties — the  right  and  proper  changes 
of  Parties — in  the  House  from  time  to 
time  sudden  changes  of  policy  with  regard 
to  the  charities,  and  those  changes  of 
policy  must  interfere  in  a  manner  highly 
dangerous  with  the  administration  of  the 
trusts.  He  felt,  however,  that  although 
the  Charity  Commissioners  were  not 
fully  represented  in  the  House,  they  had 
always  responded  to  public  opinion  mv^ 
cent  years.  There  could  be  no  dou^^f^fhat 
many  of  the  complaints  made  ba^ro  the 
Committee  in  1886  and  18^f  had  re- 
ceived full  attention  fronj^lie  Commis- 
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sioners.    They   had 

from    the    purposes 

purposes    of  educati;„^ 

more     prominence  y  to 
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these    points    tb^  Commissioners     had 
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He  doubted  very  much  whether  there 
would  be  anything  gained  by  a  fresh  in- 
quiry, but  as  the  Goyernment  had 
assented  to  it  he  would  not  express  his 
opposition  to  it  further.  The  Charity 
Commissioners  had  passed  safely  through 
the  somewhat  severe  ordeal  to  which 
they  were  exposed  by  the  inquiries  of 
1884,  1886  and  1887.  Though  those 
Committees  did  make  some  recommenda- 
tions, the  action  of  the  Commissioners 
was  substantially  vindicated,  and  they 
came  forth  from  the  inquiries  with  in- 
creaseil  public  confidence  and  with  greater 
strength  in  the  powers  of  a  moral 
character  which  they  possessed  and 
which  they  had  used  so  much  to  the 
advantage  of  the  country. 

•Mk.  CARVELL  WILLIAMS  (Notts, 
Mansfield)  said,  that  two  complaints  had 
been  made  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
against  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Motion  before  the  House.     One  was  that 
they  had  presented  their  case  in  so  super- 
ficial away  as  scarcely  to  justify  the  House 
in  adopting  the  Motion,  and  the  second  was 
that  they  had  suggested  nothing  in  the 
way  of  remedy  or  change.     With  regard 
to  the  first  complaint,  he  thought  he  was 
right  in  attributing  the  course  pursued 
by  his  hon.   Friends  to  a  motive  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  should  not  fail 
to  appreciate.     His  hon.  Friends  did  not 
wish  to  appear,  in  asking  for  this  Select 
Committee,  to  be  moving  a  vote  of  censure 
on  the  Charity  Commission.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Penrith  had 
admitted  that  the  Charity    Commission 
was  a  very  unpopular  body.     The  hon. 
Gentleman    had    stated    one    cause ;    it 
would   be   quite   easy  to   name   others. 
But   he   intended    to   follow   the    good 
example   of    the   Mover  and   Seconder. 
There  were,  however,  two  points  to  which 
he  would  make  reference,  because  they 
formed  part  of  the  case  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee.     One  was 
the  delay — the  intolerable  delay  as  some 
^''•essed  it — that  took  place  in  the  dis- 
^^^^^  of   certain   duties  of  the   Com- 
mission.  He  was  not  referring  to  the  pre- 
paration of  Lw  schemes  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  charies,  because  those  schemes 
JJight   require  jotracted  consideration. 
He  was  referring  7  the  appointment  of 
new   trustees   and  'natters    of    routine, 
which    many  people  ^^^^S^^  might   be 
disposed  of  more  quidcF  '^"  ***®7  ^^ 
heen  hitherto.     He  wasp  possession  of 
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information  which  showed  that  in  som 
cases   such   matters   had   been  in    han 
9,    12,    and    even    15    months,    when 
much  shorter  period  would  have  suffice 
to  deal  with   them.     Ten  years  ago  s 
many  complaints  were  made,  that  pre- 
sure  was  brought  to  bear  on  the  Comma 
sioners,  with  the  result  that  there  w- 
considerable  improvement ;  but  now 
was  informed  that  the  delavs  were 
great  as   ever.       The   second   point 
which  he  wished  to  refer  was  the  arre  ^ 
of  work  which  the  Commissioners  th^is 
selves  acknowledged.     His  hon.  Fri^ 
behind  him  said,  ^^  What  is  the  uso 
considering  the  constitution  of  the  Coi 
mission    unless    you    give    them    moi 
power  ?  "  Well,  he  (Mr.  Carvel  I  Williams 
would  ask,  ^^  What  is  the  use  of  givjo^ 
the  Commission  more  power  if  they  do 
not  make  use  of  the  power  they  already 
possess?"     The   Report   of  1892  con- 
tained  the   admission   that    there  were 
2,474  charities,  the  particulars  of  which 
had   come   into   the   possession    of  the 
Charity  Commissioners,  but  which  they 
had  not  yet  had  time  to  enter  on  their 
Registers.     A  second  statement  was  that 
the  accounts  rendered  by  the  trustees  of 
charities  to  the  Charity  CommiwioDeriy 
in  accordance  with  the  Act  of  FM^' 
ment,  were  nearly  8,000  fewer  in  1892 
than  they  were  in  1889.     The  ComttO- 
sioners  accounted  for  that  falling  off  partly 
by  reason  of  the  increased  employment 
of    their   staff  in    preparing   Statistical 
Returns  for   the  Countv    Councils  and 
partly    because    of    increased    applicar 
tions   for   information  ;    so    that  it  irtt 
impossible   for    the    staff  to    give   till 
same   amount   of   attention   to   the  ae^ 
counts  as  was  given  in  previous  yeaii^ 
Well,  if  that  had  been  the  result  of  ihl 
creation  of  the  County  Councils,  he  li 
the  House  to  judge  how  much 
results  were  likely  to  follow  the 
of  the  Act  to  which  reference  had  al 
been    made.      The   hon.   Member 
Lowther)   himself   had   told   them 
already  applications  for  information  iri 
coming  in  at  a  great  rate.      The 
Member  might  be  sure  that  these 
but    as    the    drops    before   the  comi 
shower.     The  hon.  Member  behind 
(Mr.  Rathbone)  had  on  this  occasion, 
on  some  others,  insisted  on  the  n 
for   investing   the   Commissioners 
greater  powers  than  they  now 
He  (Mr.  Carvell  Williams)  said  I 
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tliat  he  had  always  opposed  that,  because 

neither  he  nor  a  large  section  of  the  public 

had  coafideoce  in  the  administration  of  the 

"existing  Commission.  They  thought  that 

it  was  not  constituted  so  us  to  adequately 

represent    public    opinion,   and  that   its 

methods  and  procedure  were  not  in  har- 
mony with  the  characteristics  of  the  times. 
As  soon  as  the  required  changes  in  that 
direction  were  made,  he  for  one  should 
eease  to  be  an  opponent  of  the  powers 
ofthe  existing  Commissioners.  Complaint 
W  been   made   by   the    hon.    Member 
(Mr.  Lowther)    of  the  absence   of  re- 
Vkedial  suggestions.     Well,  he  (Mr.  Car- 
"vell  Williams)  was  inclined  to  suggest 
thftt,  while  on  the  one  hand  they  might 
increase    the    powers    of    the    Charity 
Commissioners,    and    give    them    more 
^ork  to   do,  it    would    also    be  highly 
^bsirable     to     relieve    them    of     some 
fortion  of  their    burdens.      Their  work 
tie    very    easily     divisible,     and     he 
toold  see  no  reason  why  the  work  of  col- 
leetiog  information,  and  such  like,  should 
M  bo  put   upon  County  Councils  and 
tMher  Local  Bodies.       He  was  in  favour 
tithe  adoption  of  the  principle  of  devo- 
Vtion  in  the  case  of  the  Charity  Com- 
feiiBion,  and  of  the  popularising  of  that 
Vidy.     It  had  been  pointed  out  that  the 
inetions  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 
tae,   to  some  extent,   legal  functions, 
Vid  that   they  could  not  be  discharged 
Qxoept  by  legal  experts.       He  had  no 
desire   to    take  out  of  their  hands  work 
which    required    legal    knowledge    and 
^perience.     But      there      were     other 
Ibnctions     which     might     with     great 
advantage  be  placed  in  other  hands  than 
Iheirs.     He  thought,  too,  that  the  Local 
^Authorities   should  have  much    greater 
["powers  than  they  now  possessed  in  regard 
the  framing  of  new  charity  schemes. 
^'fife  did  not  share  In  the  feelings  expressed 
frequently  while  the  Local  Ofovern- 
P%ent   Bill    was  before  them,  as  to  the 
imonnt  necessity  of  having  regard  to 
wishes  and  intentions  of  donors  and 
}us  founders.       He   would  modernise 
charities,  and  remove  the  power  of 
dead  hand  as  much  as  possible  ;  but 
long   as  these  charities    existed    he 
lired   that,  by  means  of   the   Charity 
iission  and  legislation  in  the  House, 
should     be     administered    so    as 
produce    the   greatest    good  for  the 
iveatest  possible  number. 

VOL.  XXYT.  [rouBTH  series.] 


Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  he  only  desired  to  emphasise  one 
remark,  and  that  was  as  to  the  powers  of 
Local  Authorities  and  the  consideration 
paid  to  them  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners at  the  present  time.  His 
experience  showed  that  the  representa- 
tions of  Local  Bodies  to  the  Charity 
Commission,  with  reference  to  schemes 
bearing  upon  personal  aggrandisement 
affecting  their  localities,  had  not  received 
the  attention  they  ought  to  have  received. 
He  thought  that  Local  Authorities  ought 
to  have  greater  power  to  make  their 
voices  heard,  and  when  the  Committee 
came  to  consider  the  work  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners  they  should  take  that 
into  consideration.  Another  thing  he 
strongly  protested  against  was  the  aver- 
sion of  the  Commissioners  to  anything 
like  popular  control.  They  had  erected 
barriers  against  the  appointment  of  local 
trustees,  thoroughly  cognisant  of  the 
needs  of  a  locality,  in  the  shape  of  a 
rateable  qualification.  In  this  way  they 
had  prevented  men  being  appointed  as 
trustees,  although  the  people  in  the  dis- 
trict who  were  mainly  interested  in  the 
trusts  had  conferred  the  highest  honour 
npon  those  men  by  choosin*^  them  as 
their  Representatives  in  Parliament.  He 
thought  that  the  time  had  come  when 
the  Charity  Commissioners  ou<^ht  to  pay 
more  heed  to  local  demands  thnn  they  had 
paid  in  the  past,  and  he  hoped  that  one 
of  the  results  of  this  investigation  would 
be  the  sweeping  away  of  the  barriers  to 
which  he  had  referred.  It  was  only  with 
the  one  desire  of  emphasising  the  absurd 
position  taken  up  by  the  Charity  Com- 
mission that  he  had  risen.  He  was 
delighted  that  a  Committee  was  to  be 
appointed. 

Sir  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said,  it 
was  to  be  regretted  that  both  the  last 
speakers  had  introduced  an  element  of  con- 
troversy into  the  Debate  which,  happily, 
had  been  absent  until  now.  For  his  own 
part,  he  welcomed  more  Parliamentary 
interest — he  would  not  speak  of  control 
— in  the  administration  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners.  He  would  add  that  he 
hoped  Parliament  woui  j aJo  more  now  in 
relation  to  these  matters.  It  was  well 
to  have  control,  but  had  Parliament 
always  exercised  that  supervision  and 
care  in  relation  to  the  work  of  the 
Charity  Commission  which  it  should 
have  done  ?     He  ventured  to  think  that 
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in  the  past  Parliament  had  neglected  its 
duty  in  two  respects.  Educational 
schemes  had  been  systematically  brought 
before  the  House  at  a  time  when  Par- 
liamentary criticism  was  impossible — 
namely,  ajfter  12  o'clock  at  night.  From 
that  point  of  view  Parliament  itself  was 
very  much  to  blame,  and  if  delay  had 
taken  place  Parliament  had  contributed 
to  it  by  its  inability  or  unwillingness  to 
find  time  to  discuss  these  subjects.  Take 
another  case  in  which  Parliament  had 
neglected  its  duty.  The  Charity  Com- 
mission was  unpopular  a  few  years  ago 
because  of  the  diversion  of  charitable 
funds  to  educational  purposes.  He  did 
not  say  there  was  nothing  to  be  said  for 
it.  In  some  cases  the  charitable  funds 
were  wasted  and  were  better  applied  to  edu- 
cation ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  House 
had  now  come  to  the  conclusion  that  that 
policy  was  both  wrong  and  a  mistake — 
that  the  diversion  from  the  poor  to  the 
middle  classes  of  those  funds  originally 
left  for  the  poor  was  unjustifiable  both 
in  principle  and  practice.  Parliament 
was  to  blame  in  consequence  of  the  un- 
seasonable hours  at  which  such  matters 
were  discussed.  Ho  hoped  that  Parlia- 
ment would  take  care  in  future  that  such 
discussions  should  take  place  at  a  time 
when  they  would  be  effective.  They 
should  give  Local  Bodies  more  control 
over  the  administration  and  application 
of  charities.  These  bodies  were  on  the 
spot,  and  had  a  better  opportunity  of 
judging  whlit  would  be  advantageous  to 
them  than  anyone  else,  and  a  reform  in 
that  direction  might  very  well  take  place. 
He  only  wished  to  add  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Commissioners  had  done  a  great 
public  work  in  the  help  they  had  given 
to  technical  education  in  London.  Their 
action  had  not  been  marked  by  those 
delays  and  subjects  of  criticism  which 
had  been  applied  to  them  in  other  direc- 
tions. As  a  Metropolitan  Member,  he 
thought  London  was  greatly  obliged  to 
them  for  the  gradual  rise  of  those  indus- 
trial institutions  which  were  so  material 
to  the  development  of  London. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 

agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  whether  it  is  desirable  to  take 
measures  to  bring  the  action  of  the  Charity 
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Commission  more  directly  under  the  cont 
Parliament,  and  to  give  it  more  effectual  i 
of  dealing  with  the  business  which  will 
before  it.  ^ 

Resolved,  That  this  House  do 
mediately  resolve  itself  into  the  ( 
mittee  of  Supply. — {Mr.  Acland.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prop 
"  That   Mr.   Deputy   Speaker   do 
leave  the  Chair,"  • 

PISTOLS  AND  REVOLVERS  ACCIDB: 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTF 
said,  he  was  anxious  to  move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
number  of  accidents  caused  by  the  indisc 
nate  carrying  of  Pistols  and  Revolvers  cal 
immediate  legislation." 

He  did  not  think  he  need  offer 
apologies  to  the  House  for  brin 
this  matter  before  it.  It  was  a 
ject  he  had  taken  an  interest  in 
a  long  time,  and  the  object  of 
Motion  was  one  which  he  knew  had 
sympathy  of  many  Members  in  all  | 
of  the  House.  He  had  seen  it  state 
several  newspapers  that  his  bringing 
matter  forward  was  a  work  of  super 
gation,  the  Government  having  she 
that  they  were  in  favour  of  the  princ 
of  the  Motion.  He  was  aware  that 
Government  had  brought  in  a  Bill, 
no  one  regretted  more  sincerely  than 
did  that  that  measure  had  failed  to  | 
into  law,  but  he  did  not  think  the  Itfo 
was  a  work  of  supererogation,  for 
reason  that  he  had  put  the  word  "  im 
diate "  into  it.  His  only  fear  was  1 
perhaps  the  insertion  of  that  one  ^ 
would  prevent  the  proposal  being  recei 
with  favour  by  the  Government,  becf 
ho  felt  sure  that  if  it  had  not  been 
sorted  the  Government  would  have 
a  great  deal  of  sympathy  with  the  Mot 
He  had  put  the  word  in,  because  he 
that  the  time  was  come  when  this  g 
and  growing  evil  must  be  seriously 
determinedly  grappled  with.  He  diJ 
propose  to  go  into  the  merits  of 
Pistols  Bill  of  last  year.  He  did 
know  that  it  would  be  in  Order  to  d< 
but  he  might  be  permitted  to  say 
the  Bill  was  in  a  rather  peculiar  posi 
The  whole  Session  was  a  peculiar 
because,  while  it  was  practically  g 
over  to  one  Bill,  the  Government  ga 
pledge  that  no  measure  of  a 
tentious    nature     should    be    proce 
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with.     There   was    one    hon.    Member 

wfao   took    a    strong    and    active    part 

against  the  Bill,  and,  unfortunately,  that 

M.embor  was  able  to  procure   37    iion. 

Geotletnen  to  go  into  the  Lobby  on  a 

Motion    for    the    Adjournment   of    the 

Debate,  and  these  were  quite  sufficient  to 

show  the  Government   that   there  was 

some    contentious   matter   in   the    Bill. 

The   Government    having    given    that 

pledge,  of    course    there    was    nothing 

farther  for  them  to  do  but  postpone  the 

Bill.    What  hon.  Gentlemen  could  have 

foQnd  contentious   in   the    Bill    he  was 

Wnd  to  say  he  could  not  understand. 

They  were  not  friendly  to  armed  burglars, 

tad  they    could   not   be   in    favour   of 

lUowing  young  children — mere  babies — 

to  go  about  carrying   these   absolutely 

nseless  and  extremely  dangerous  weapons 

to  the  great  danger  of  themselves  and 

their  unfortunate  neighbours.     Here  was 

*  case  reported  in  all  the  newspapers 
Jeiterday — 

**  Fatal  Revolver  Accident. — A  Jarrow  Cor- 
VeipODdent  states  that  between  4  aud  5  o'clock 
Meiday  afternoon  Mins  Kathleen  0*Brady 
voaes,  daughter  of  the  Rev.  0' Brady  Jones, 
^fku  of  St.  Luke's,  Wallbend-on-Tyne,  met 
*ith  her  death  under  painful  circumstances. 
She  had  been  taking  part  in  a  rehearsal  for  a 
^ooert  wliich  was  to  have  been  held  yestenlay 
evening,  and  was  leaving  the  hall  with  friends, 
^hen  a  boy  named  Dewar,  aged  15,  presented 

*  ttToIver  with  which  he  was  playing  and 
Med  the  trigger,  under  the  impression  that  it 
^  unloaded.  The  weapon  went  off.  the 
hjllet  being  lodged  in  ;the  girFs  right  temple. 
■he  died  half  an  hour  later.  The  revolver 
^ngcd  to  another  lad,  and  was  only  piurchased 
Terteitlay  morning.  Dewar,  who  is  the  son  of 
*6»pectable  parents  residing  in  the  neighbour- 
Jood,  is  now  in  custody.  The  affair  seems  to 
^tfe  been  purely  accidental." 

In  this  case  he  did  not  ask  for  legislation 
^inst    the    boy.       One     sympathised 
4nost  as  much  with  him  and  his  rela- 
tions as  one  did  with  the  relations  of  the 
^im,   but  one  did  ask  for  legislation 
Which    should    make   it   impossible  for 
^n^ere  babies  to  go  about  carrying  these 
^'Qry   dangerous    and    useless   weapons. 
The   Home  Secretary   knew   very   well 
^t  the  case  was  not  an  isolated  one  by 
^y  means.     He  could  give  the  House 
^oantless  instances  of  the  same  kind.     It 
I  ^ms  the  Home   Secretary,   he   thought, 
^ho  disliked  so  much  legislation  by  Press 
Outting  Agencies.     But  Press  Cutting 
^l^encies    had    their    uses.       He     (the 
^urqaess  of  Carmarthen)  had  been  for 
a    subscriber    to    Press    Cutting 


Agencies,  and  the  only  information  he 
asked  them  to  send  him  was  accounts  of 
accidents  carised  by  pistols  and  revolvers. 
Since  the  Home  Secretary  introduced  his 
Bill,  ho  had  asked  from  one  of  these 
Agencies  the  comments  made  upon  the 
measure  in  the  Press,  He  had  been 
supplied  with  a  largg  number,  and  they 
were  all  favourable  lo  the  Bill,  save  as 
to  one  or  two  practically  small  matters  of 
detail.  A  further  point  was  this — the 
coroners  in  Lancashire,  Yorkshire,  and 
Devonshire  had  strongly  supported  the 
Pistols  Bill,  and  juries  had  in  every 
instance  endorsed  their  remarks  as  to 
the  danger  attending  the  indiscriminate 
carrying  of  firearms.  That  alone  was 
sufficient  testimony  to  give  him  the  right 
to  demand  legislation.  But  there  was 
further  evidence.  There  was  the  in- 
formation supplied  by  the  Home  Office. 
The  Return  supplied  last  year  showed 
that  the  number  of  fatal  cases  of  this 
kind  treated  at  hospitals  was,  in  1890, 
10;  in  1891,  22;  and  in  1892,  27; 
while  the  number  of  non-fatal  cases 
was,     in     1890,     59;      in     1891,    72; 


and    in    1892,    95 ;      so    that    in    each 
class  there  had  been  a  steady  increase ; 
and  he  believed  that  that  increase   had 
been  maintained  in   1893,  although  the 
Retiurns  supplied  did  not  go  beyond  1892. 
Of  course,  there  were  a  number  of  cases 
which  were  not  treated  in  the  hospitals. 
In  like  manner  the  number  of  inquests  in 
such  cases  had  grown  from  139  in  1890 
to  180  in  1891,  and  to  217  in  1892.     As 
he  said,  he  had  not  the  statistics  for  1893, 
but  from  all  he  had  been  able  to  learn 
there   was  quite  as   much — ho   thought 
even  more — injury  inflicted  by  revolvers 
in  1893  than  in  1892.     An  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  one  of  the  Divisions  of  Lanca- 
shire, who   opposed  the  Bill  last   year, 
said,  "  Why  should  not  Englishmen  have 
the  right   of    protecting   themselves  ?  '* 
No  one  wanted  legislation,  or  asked  for 
legislation,    which    would     prevent    re- 
sponsible householders  from  arming  them- 
selves against  burglars  if  they  thought 
it  right.     What  he  did  ask  for  was  legis- 
lation   which     would     strengthen     the 
ordinary  law,  which  would  make  it  im- 
perative on  every  one  who  carried  arms 
to  take  out  a  licence,  and  would  prevent 
young  children  from  carrying  dangerous 
weapons   about.     He   had,  he   thought, 
said  enough  to  show  that  there  was  some 
reason  for  this  legislation.     If  the  Go- 
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vemmeDt  took  exception  to  his  proposal 
that  there  should  be  ^^  immediate ''  legis- 
lation, he  hoped  they  would,  at  auy  rate, 
re-introduce  the  Pistols  Bill,  and  send  it 
to  a  Committee.  They  should  do  some- 
thing to  put  a  stop  to  this  great  and 
growing  evil.  He  was  conscious  that  he 
had  not  made  out  so  strong  a  case  as 
might  have  been  made  out.  He  wished 
some  one  of  more  power  and  influence  had 
taken  it  in  hand,  but  he  had  interested 
himself  in  the  subject  for  a  considerable 
time  and  felt  keenly  in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  he 
would  only  say  one  or  two  words  in 
reference  to  the  Motion,  as  the  noble 
Marquess  had  really  exhausted  the  sub- 
ject. It  was  within  the  knowledge  of 
everyone  that  pistol  accidents  were  in- 
creasing day  by  day.  The  law  was 
already  very  stringent  with  regard  to  the 
carrying  of  revolvers  by  burglars.  The 
punishment  meted  out  to  a  robber  who 

was  armed  was  always  much  more  severe 
than  that  to  one  who  was  unarmed.  The 
proper  way  to  deal  with  the  indiscrimi- 
nate use  of  revolvers  was  to  place  a 
heavy  tax  upon  them.  He  should  think 
that  revolvers  and  pistols  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  under  the  gun  licence  ;  and  he 
should  suggest  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  was,  as  ho  understood, 
somewhat  short  of  money,  that  he  should 
put  the  heaviest  possible  tax  upon 
revolvers.  This  would  be  a  very  useful 
tax.  The  evil  was  growing  year  by 
year,  and  these  weapons  were  becoming 
more  and  more  toys,  and  could  be  bought 
for  a  very  few  shillings.  From  the  in- 
stances quoted  by  the  noble  Lord,  it  was 
evident  that  they  had  become  mere  play- 
things in  the  hands  of  children.  He  did 
not  think  the  word  '^  immediate  ^'  ought 
to  present  any  difficulty  to  the  Govern- 
ment. An  opportunity  would  occur  when 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
deal  effectually  with  this  growing  evil  by 
the  simple  expedient  of  putting  a  heavy 
tax  on  revolvers  in  the  Budget  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 

"In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  large 
number  of  Accidents  caused  by  the  indiscrimi- 
nate carrying  of  Pistols  and  Revolvers  calls  for 
immediate  legislation." — {Th<^  Marquess  of  Car- 
murtheii.) 

The  Marquess  of  Carmarthen 


Question  proposed,  ^^That  th< 
proposed  to  be  left  out  st^nd  part 
Question." 

The  secretary  of  STAT 

THE    HOME     DEPARTMENT 

AsQUiTH,   Fife,   E.)  :    The  nobl 

who  moved  this  Motion,  and  tl 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  dow 
know  that  so  far  as  I  am  coucern< 
have  been  preaching  to  the  conve: 
have  more  than  once  expressed 
much  the  same  opinion  as  they  ha 
expressed  upon  the  danger  of  the 
criminate  carrying  of  revolvers,  a 
Session  I  did  what  I  could  to  ] 
legislation  to  put  a  stop  to  the  p 
I  believe  that  if  the  House  ht 
treated  the  measure  which  was 
duced  as  a  contentious  measure  wc 
have  already  seen  its  fruits,  au 
many  of  the  accidents  which  had  r< 
happened  would  have  been  avoic 
do  not  recede  from  the  position 
took  up,  and  I  should  only  be  too 
see  a  Bill  of  the  kind  passed  into  1 
do  not  adopt  the  view  altogether 
hon.  Member  for  Preston  that  th 
matter    which    can    be  efficient!' 

• 

with  by  taxation.     Inquiries  whi 
have  made   convince  us    that   it 
not  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  evil  to  i 
a  higher  tax.  I  am  satisfied  that  tl 
upon  which  we  proposed  to  procee 
right — that  any  person  who  buys 
these  pistols  should  be  compelled  t 
duce  a  licence  ;  that  each  pistol 
be  identified  by  a  particular  mark 
that  the  seller  should  cuter    the 
and  address  of  the  purchaser  in  a 
just  as  is  now  done   in  the  case 
sale  of  poisons.  These  are  practica 
proposals    which    were    in    the  ' 
last     year,     and     it     is      not     tl 
that  these  provisions  would  ham 
seriously  injure  the  trade.      The  I 
of  the  noble  Lord  asks  us  to  sa 
this  is  a  matter  which  calls  for  imn 
legislation.      I  say  frankly  that  if 
a  possibility  of  the  Bill  which  I 
duced  last  year  being  treated   as 
contentious    measure   I    would   re 
duce  it    with    pleasure  ;    and    if 
course  of  the  Session  I  receive  sa 
tory  assurances  which  convince  m 
it   will  pass  as  a  nou-coutentiou: 
sure,  I  will  undertake  to  say  that 
re-introduce  it.     At  the  same  time 
bound   to   acknowledge   that    aft( 
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xperience  of  last  year,  when  do  less  than 
7  hon.  Gentlemen  voted  for  the  ad- 
^Tinunent  of  the  Debate,  thereby  strang- 
og  the  Bill  for  the  Session,  I  do  not  see 
Bj  prospect  that  the  measure,  if  re-in- 
odaced,  would  be  treated  as  non- 
»iitentiou8.  Therefore,  I  do  not  see  how 
csan  accede  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
3rd,  which  declares  that  this  is  a  matter 
r  immediate  legislation.     If  I  were  to 

•  so  on  the  part  of  the  Government  the 
ill  would  enter  into  competition  with, 
:<i  even  take  precedence  of,  other  mea- 
wes  to  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
Bnt  are  already  pledged.  While  agree- 
g  most  heartily  with  the  noble  Lord  as 

the  necessity  for  legislation  on  the 
Ijject,  I  am  afraid  that  I  must  ask  the 
OQse  to  negative  the  Motion  as  intro- 
tced. 

'Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
^  Hallam)  said,  it  ought  to  be  borne 

>  mind  that  the  claim  was  put  forward 
^t  certain  Bills  should  be  treated  as 
(^-contentious  at  a  time  when  the 
fcose  was  brought  together  under 
Kceptional  circumstances.  What  took 
•oe  was  the  outcome  of  an  attempt  to 
•pfove  the  Bill.  Apart  from  that,  he 
•lit  say  that  there  were  many  Parlia- 
mentary chances  arising  during  the 
^ion  which  might  be  taken  advantage 
'  if  proper  vigilance  were  exercised  in 
*fcr  to  pass  the  Bill.     But,  meanwhile, 

*  should  like  to  ask  the  Home  SocrctAry 
^her  it  was  not  possible  to  do  more  to 
•eet  the  necessities  of  the  case  by  ad- 
^istrative  action  ?  When  he  was  in 
^  Department  a  Circular  was  sent  out 

>  the  authorities  inviting  them  to  in- 
cased vigilance  in  prosecutions  for  the 
•nying  of  pistols,  the  idea  being  to 
"bg  home  to  the  public  mind  the  fact 
U  a  pistol  was  a  gun  under  the  Gun 
censing  Act  of  1870.  There  was  no 
obt  that  many  people  were  under  the 
pression  that  a  pistol  could  be  carried 
tbout  a  licence,  and  that  they  believed 
It  it  was  only  for  the  carrying  of  a 
D  that  a  licence  was  required.  He 
ist  any  that  he  had  found  a  certain 
fineness  on  the  part  of  the  Inland 
venue  Authorities  in  prosecuting 
"sonfi  who  carried  revolvers  without  a 
mee.  Their  object  was  to  get  as  much 
possible  for  the  Revenue,  and  thoy  did 

.  see  any  use  in  attempting  to  exact  a 
0  penalty  from  the  class  of  people 
om    they    wished   to  stop    carrying 


revolvers.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  something  more  might  be  done  by 
closer  administrative  action.  He 
did  not  quite  see  why  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  should  be  negatived,  be- 
cause it  was  not  at  all  necessary 
to  adhere  to  the  word  ^*  immediate " ; 
and  he  contended  also,  that  even  if  that 
word  were  adopted,  it  would  not  involve 
the  dislocation  of  the  Government  pro- 
gramme of  legislation.  He  remembered 
an  occasion  when  the  Conservative  Party 
was  in  Office,  when  a  Motion  was  brought 
forward  relating  to  the  use  of  schools  for 
public  meetings.  The  Motion  was  not 
resisted,  and  it  was  passed  unanimously  ; 
and  the  claim  was  put  forward  that  the 
Government  ought  to  postpone  all  other 
legislation  in  order  to  comply  with  the 
terms  of  that  Motion.  But  that,  of 
course,  was  an  untenable  claim,  and  he 
was  sure  that  the  Home  Secretary  need 
not  oppose  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
Friend  upon  any  such  ground.  He  could 
promise  that  the  same  amount  of  support 
would  be  again  received  from  the  Oppo- 
sition for  the  Bill.  It  was  his  belief 
that  the  central  principle  of  the  Bill  of 
last  year  was  a  most  valuable  one,  and 
he  thought  it  should  be  made  an  offence 
for  a  person  to  carry  a  revolver  in  a 
public  place. 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 

WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, W.) 

said,  he  desired  to  cordially  acknowledge 

the  support  which  the  Bill  of  last  year 
had  received.  He  did  not  agree  with  the 
last  speaker  that  there  had  been  supine- 
ness  on  the  part  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Authorities.  There  were  very  great 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  Inland  Re- 
venue officers,  because  it  was  not  easy  to 
ascertain  who  were  carrying  revolvers,  and 
who  were  not.  Unless  in  the  actual  com- 
mission of  an  offence  the  necessary  evidence 
was  not  forthcoming.  Moreover,  they 
found  that  it  was  of  no  avail  to  prosecute 
children  for  offences  against  the  Inland 
Revenue.  Magistrates  would  not  con- 
vict in  cases  of  the  kind.  Another  point 
in  connection  with  the  matter  was  that 
there  was  no  power  to  confiscate  the  fire- 
arms. The  Government,  however,  would 
do  what  they  could  to  ascertain  the 
feeling  of  hon.  Members  who  opposed 
the  Bill  last  year,  and  if  it  appeared  that 
the  measure  would  not  be  further  opposed 
the  Government  would  re-introduce  it. 


The  Income 


{COMMONS} 


Tax. 


X  R.  TEMPLE  (Surrey,  KingBton) 

that  with  all  deference  to  what  had 

n   from   the   First  Comniissiouer  of 

.'ks  he  ^vanted  to  poiut  out  that  the 

matter  of  complaint  was   that  the 

1  licence  was  not  applied  to   pistols 

I  revolvers.     If  a  man  carried  a  gun 

thout  a  licence  he  was  prosecuted,  hut 

he  carried  a  pistol  without  a  licence 

3  was  not  prosecuted  at  all. 

Mil.  H.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  a  ques- 

iou  of  evidence. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  :  Evidence  in  re- 
gard  to  a  pistol  would  he  as  good  as 
evidence  in  regard  to  the  carrying  of  a 
gun.  If  a  man  is  proved  to  l)e  carrying 
a  pistol  without  a  licence  he  is  liahle  to 
prosecution,  and  ought  to  he  prosecuted. 
Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE:  You  can 
see  if  a  man  is  carrying  a  gun,  but  you 
oannot  pee  if  he  is  carrying  a  pistol. 

Sir  R.  temple  :  But  our  argument 
ifi  that  there  is  always  evidence  of  the 
pistol  having  l>cen  carried  in  all  cases  in 
which  an  accident  happens.  Why  are 
not  the  persons  who  carry  these  pistols 
prosecuted  ?  We  believe  that  it  is  the 
slackness  of  the  authorities  in  prosecuting 
tliat  is  accountable  for  this  condition  of 
things.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asks  what  we  propose,  we  say  that  more 
stringent  steps  should  he  taken  by  the 
Executive  at  once,  and  that  the  Public 
Prosecutor  and  his  officials  should  be 
more  vigilant  in  enforcing  the  law  with 
reference  to  the  carrying  of  pistols  with- 
out a  licence,  especially  in  the  case  of 
young  people.  When  an  accident 
happens,  there  is  never  any  doubt  as  to 
the  actual  carrying  of  the  pistol,  but  the 
difficulty  is  that  there  has  been  no 
prosecutor. 

Question  put. 

•  The  House  divided  : — Ayes  118  ;  Noes 
54. — (Division  List,  No.  8.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

THE   INCOME  TAX. 
.      Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  drew 
>;- '  /  attention  to  the  necessity  for  some  juster 
V^^ /    system  of  Income  Tax  being  adopted  by 
^'  /      which   a   lower    rate  of   tax  should    be 
charged  on  incomes  derived  from  industry 
to  that  charged  on  incomes  derived  from 
realised  capital.     He  said,  it  was  some- 
what unfortunate  that  this  could  only  be 
an  academical  discussion,  as  tae  Kulcs  of 

Mr*  H,  Gladstone 


the  House   prohibited    more   than    one 
Division,  but  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer ought  to  be  grateful  to  him  foi 
bringing  forward  the  subject  in  time  foi 
his  Budget  arrangements.     This  was  fl 
most    opportune  moment  for  discussing 
the  incidence  of  the  Income  Tax.     Foi 
four  or  five  years  past  he    had   always 
been  met  by  Chancellors  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  both  sides  of  the  House  by  th« 
objection  that,  however  much  they  symi 
pathised  with  the  general  principles  c 
the  Motion,  however  much  there  was  ^ 
be  said  for  it,  they  had  arranged  thee 
Budgets,  but  would  think  of  it  for  anoth^ 
year.     A  new  Budget  of  a  most  startli^ 
character  was    now    promised,   and    1 
would  suggest  to  the  Chancellor  of  t^ 
Exchequer  a  solution  of  a  very  diffic  m: 
problem.     This  was  not  a  new  subjec 
The  incidence  of  Income  Tax  had  hee 
a  burning  question  for  many  years.     I\ 
had  lieen  found  that  the  more  the  screw 
was  put  on,  the  more  the  tax  realise^ 
though  he  did    not    wish  to    say  for  a 
moment  that  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  was   anxious    to  screw 
out  more   than    liis  predecessors.     Bnt 
the  fact  remained  that   year  by  y«iri 
larger  amount  was  being  realised  by  the 
Income  Tax,  and  raiseil  from  a  deepv 
and  poorer  stratum  of  society.    'Hioy 
thought   that    trade   and  industry  were 
not  affected  by  this  tax,  but,  in  fact,tf 
tax  more  affected  the   trade  and  conr 
merce  of  our  country  than  this  particul' 
one.     Glancing  at  its  history,  in  IW 
when  it  was  reintroduced  bv  Sir  Bob 
Peel  on  its  present  basis,  Id.  in  the 
brought  in  £850,000,  while  at  the  pre 
time  Id.  in  the  £1  produced  more 
£2,000,000  sterling,  showing  how 
tax  had  been  developed  in  the  la 
years.     That  was,  no  doubt,  a  saf 
tory    proof  of  increased    prosperit 
wealth,  but  it  had  another  side, 
been  said   that   this   being   a  ta 
the    rich    which    they    could    a 
pay    it     did     not    matter     mucl 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ' 
but  that  was  not  the  fact,  for  y 
tax  was  pressing  harder  upon  t 
middle  and  poorer  classes  of  so« 
were  engaged  in  the  work  of  th 
By  the  last  Keturus  in  1889  ui 
dule  D.,  which  included  all  tl 
professional    persons,  mercha 
in    trade,   and   others   earnin 
representing  one-third  of  the 
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of  the  tax,  436,000  persons  paid. 
ysBy  2 15,000,  or  about  half,  paid  upon 
68  under  £200  a  year.  That  was 
Y  startling  fact.  Another  quarter 
3  whole  number,  106,000,  paid  on 
es  of  £200  to  £300,  and  63,000 
£300  to  £500.  In  fact,  the  385,000 
is  paid  on  incomes  of  £500  and 
,  while  only  50,000  paid  on  more. 
)uld  be  interesting  to  know  that 
n,000  paid  on  £1,000  a  year  and 
rds.  This  referred  to  England  and 
i.  In  Ireland,  of  course,  the  pro- 
m  of  small  incomes  was  even  larger. 
;ht  study  of  the  Returns  showed  that 

and  more  the  tax  was  pressing 
the  poorer  classes  of  society.  From 
to  1870  the  numbers  assessed  at  the 
r  end  remained  almost  stationary, 
I  the  15  years  from  1874  to  1889  an 
Qse  change  had  taken  place  in  the 
(nee  of  the  tax  upon  these  classes 
>  community.  The  smaller  incomes 
lly  exempted  had  largely  decreased 
£21,500,000  among  358,000  persons 
8,750,000    among    215,000    under 

a  year.  The  slightly  larger 
les  had  increased  from  nearly 
0,000    among    39,000    persons    in 

to  nearly  £13,000,000  among 
30  persons  in  1889.  This  was 
4iaTd  upon  the  lower  middle 
s,  and  showed  that  the  net  was 
5  being  drawn  tighter  and  tighter. 
B300  to  £500  there  had  also  been 
e  increase,  bnt  only  a  slight  increase 
£500  to  £1,000,  while  upon  the 
es  above  £  1,000  paying  the  tax  there 
3en  a  considerable  decrease.  Those 
nrould  not  be  gainsaid  by  the  Chan- 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  they  showed 
lore  and  more  the  Income  Tax  was 
paid  by  the  lower  middle  and  poorer 
s  of  the  community,  the  classes 
3Ught,  on  the  contrary,  to  receive 
lost  consideration,  and  whose  in- 
'  was  largely  instrumental  in 
g  the  country.  That  consideration 
ought  to  force  on  the  Chancellor 
3  Exchequer  the  importance  of 
ing  a  fairer  incidence  of  this  tax 
existed  at  present.  It  was  origi- 
intended,  as  its  name  implied,  to 
messed  upon  incomes  ;  but  it  was 
'ar  more,  for  it  was  charged  upon 
not  nett  income.  No  allowance 
nade  for  repairs  to  property  or  de- 
tion  of  machinery ;  assessments 
macle    npon  baildings  and    plant 


with  absolutely  no  set-off.  Again,  in 
many  cases,  the  tax  was  levied  upon 
much  larger  incomes  than  people  actually 
enjoyed.  That  also  had  a  very  im- 
portant bearing  upon  the  subject.  It 
was  often  said  that  many  people  made 
false  returns  and  paid  upon  less  than 
they  really  earned.  That  might  be  so, 
but  these  matters  were  looked  after  very 
carefully,  and  in  most  cases  people  paid 
upon  more  than  they  should  rather  than 
upon  less.  Another  great  grievance  in 
connection  with  this  tax  was  the  mode 
of  collection.  They  were  grateful  to 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
abolishing  tM  system  of  poundage,  but 
there  was  still  a  grievance  in  reference 
to  appeals.  The  whole  system  of  appeal 
was,  according  to  many  letters  he  had 
received  on  tlie  subject,  a  farce.  The 
unfortunate  person  assessed  was  not 
allowed  any  advice  or  even  to  be  pre- 
sent in  the  room  while  the  assessors 
fixed  the  assessment,  and  there  was  no 
appeal  whatever.  An  amusing  instance 
at  Ealing  had  come  to  his  knowledge, 
where  the  owner  of  a  property  stated 
exactly  its  cost,  and  was  supported  by  a 
surveyor,  but,  nevertheless,  he  was 
assessed  at  infinitely  more  than  the  pro- 
perty should  have  carried.  Taking  all 
those  points  in  to  consideration,  it  was  clear 
that  a  much  fairer  system  was  demanded 
by  the  public.  The  only  way  in  which 
this  tax  could  be  fairly  adjusted  was  by 
making  a  distinction  between  industrial 
and  spontaneous  incomes  derived  from 
real  property  or  securities.  Spon- 
taneous incomes  and  those  derived 
from  labour  should  not  bo  as 
at  present,  assessed  in  the  same  way. 
An  enormous  difference  existed  between 
the  positions  of  two  men  receiving  £200 
a  year  each,  one  from,  say.  Consols,  and 
the  other  from  his  work,  whether  as 
professional  man,  doctor,  clerk,  or  shop- 
keeper. In  the  one  case  the  man  might 
fairly  spend  every  shilling  of  his  income ; 
but  the  man  who  had  to  earn  his  £200 
was  already  taxed  to  an  enormous  extent. 
As  a  prudent  man  he  must  insure  his 
life,  and  he  must  put  by  something  to 
provide  for  accidents  or  being  out  of 
employment.  He  would  probably  be 
taxed  by  the  exigencies  of  life  as  a  wise 
and  thrifty  man  to  the  extent  of  £30  of 
his  income,  or  15  per  cent.,  paying 
ordinary  taxes  in  addition  like  everybody 
else.     That  £30  a  year  the  other  man 


1047 


The  Income 


{COMMONS} 


Tax. 


10^ 


might  speDd,  and  to  tax  both  equally 
was  absolutely  to  discourage  and  even 
prevent  provision  for  the  future  in  the 
ease  of  the  income-earner,  who  would  so 
far  be  greatly  handicapped.  In  foreign 
countries — France,  for  example — spon- 
taneous incomes  only  were  taxed. 
Nobody  would  gainsay  that  the  two 
classes  of  incomes  were  totally  different, 
and  that  a  man  who  had  an  income 
coming  in  whether  he  was  well  or  ill, 
working  or  idle,'  which  would  on  his 
death  be  continued  for  his  wife  and 
family,  was  in  an  entirely  different 
position  from  a  man  whose  income  was 
absolutely  dependent  upon  his  continuing 
in  health  and  work.  This  had  been 
pointed  out  long  ago.  In  1842,  when 
Sir  Robert  Peel  reintroduced  the  tax, 
Lord  Brougham  said  in  the  House  of 
Lords — 

"  It  ia  expedient  to  make  a  tlistinction  be- 
tween incomes  arising  from  capital  of  every 
description  and  incomes  arising  from  labour 
merely  by  levying  a  smaller  proportion  upon 
the  latter  than  ujion  the  former." 

Lord  Brougham  was  a  great  authority, 
and  so  far  from  being  an  aristocrat  in 
anything  he  was  one  of  the  Leaders  of 
the  Democratic  Party  at  the  time.  In 
the  House  of  Commons  also  an  Amend- 
ment was  moved  to  omit  the  words  "pro- 
fession or  trade,  employment  or  a  vocation." 
That  was  the  very  question  he  was  now 
raising,  and  the  Amendment  was  sup- 
ported by  such  well-known  men  as  Lord 
John  Russell  and  Mr.  Hume.  Against 
the  opinion  of  such  authorities,  it  was 
strange  that  this  tax  should  have  been 
allowed  for  50  years  to  go  on  being  levied 
in  so  obviously  unfair  a  manner.  Certainly, 
it  was  only  regarded  as  a  temporary  tax 
in  the  first  instance,  and  it  was  supposed 
would  soon  be  given  up.  But  it  had 
always  been,  and  probably  would  always 
be,  found  one  of  the  main  taxes  on*which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
rely.  He  thought  he  had  made  out  a 
clear '0880,  that  it  was  most  unfair  to  levy 
this  tax  upon  spontaneous  and  industrial 
incomes  alike.,  But  it  had  been  said  that 
if  a  change  were  made,  rich  people 
receiving  industrial  incomes  would  benefit, 
large  merchants,  bankers,  barristers,  and 
others,  who  could  afford  to  pay  a  higher 
rate.  That  was  quite  true,  but  the  ob- 
jection could  easily  be  got  over  by  fixing 
a  limit,  no  matter  where  it  was  put, 
£1,000  or  £500,  so  long  as  the  principle 

I 
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was  adopted  that  industrial  incom 
should  not  be  taxed  at  the  same  rate 
those  otherwise  derived.  If  that  cou 
be  carried  out,  it  would  be  thebeginnii 
of  a  great  change,  and  would  certain 
make  the  Income  Tax  fairer  in  every  sem 
Another  objection  was  that  poor  peof 
sometimes  had  small  and  spontaueo 
incomes.  But  those  persons  were  so  ft 
of  course,  better  off  than  people  depende 
upon  industrial  incomes,  and  there  wou 
be  no  objection  to  their  being  allowed 
rebate  at  present  under  a  certain  amouE 
A  third  great  objection  was,  that  it  won 
cause  enormous  trouble  to  make  a  chan§ 
No  doubt ;  but  that  was  no  reason  w 
the  change  should  not  be  carried  out,  L: 
was  fair  and  reasonable.  It  was  t 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  busii^* 
so  to  frame  his  Budget  that  it  wai 
work  faurly  smoothly,  and  withe 
hardship  or  injury  to  any  particul 
class.  However,  we  had  at  presei 
a  system  of  differential  rates  fc 
different  classes  of  income.  Schedule  I 
was  not  only  at  a  different  rate  fron 
other  Schedules,  but  it  varied  fordiffereol 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Different 
rates  were  imposed  for  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland.  Taking  all  these 
facts  together,  he  urged  that  be  bad 
distinctly  made  out  a  case  for  an  alteift- 
tion  in  the  present  system  of  levying  the 
Income  Tax.  The  Income  Tax  repre 
sented  more  than  a  sixth  of  the  taxes  ot 
the  country.  There  had  no  doubt  been 
several  Committees  on  this  subject, 
including  one  which  sat  in  1861,  and  in 
connection  with  which  separate  Reports 
were  issued  by  the  late  Mr.  Lowe,  tb« 
late  Mr.  Hubbard,  and  the  late  Sii 
Stafford  Northcote.  In  1861,  however, 
the  whole  subject  of  taxation  w«J 
different  from  what  it  was  now,  and  ii 
was  pointed  out  at  the  time  that  itwouU 
not  be  fair  to  alter  the  system  of  tb< 
Income  Tax  unless  there  was  an  altera- 
tion of  many  other  taxes,  and  especiall) 
of  the  Succession  Duty.  Since  thai 
time  great  changes  had  taken  place,  and 
the  pressure  of  the  Income  Tax  bi^ 
been  growing  more  and  more  upon  th( 
middle  and  lower  strata  of  society.  I^ 
was  urged  by  some  that  there  should  b* 
a  graduated  Income  Tax.  In  one  of  tht 
organs  of  the  Government  it  had  bed 
suggested  that  persons  with  an  income  a 
£100  should  pay  a  Id.  tax,  and  pertooi 
with  £200  2d.,  the  tax  increasing  by  lA 
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for  everj  £100  of  income.     Well,  he  had 
always  held  the  oplDion  that  the  poorer 
persons  iu  this  country  paid  more  per  £1 
than  the  richer  persons,  but  he  believed 
that  a    differential    Income    Tax    was 
practically     impossible    to    carry    out. 
There  would  be  so  much  temptation  on 
the  part  of  men  to  reduce  their  incomes, 
because  if    they  went  up  to  a  certain 
unoQQt  the  rate  at  which   they  would 
luive  to    pay    would    be   very   largely 
increased,  that  he  thought  such  a  system 
would  be  very  pernicious.     The  proposal 
be  advocated  was,  however,  of  a  totally 
different   character,   and   was    infinitely 
iairer  in    every   way   than    that    of    a 
graduated  Income   Tax.     The  pressure 
upon  industrial  incomes  was   becoming 
greater  and  greater.     The  amount  of  the 
incomes  derived  from  past  savings  was 
l)eeoming  greater  from  year  to  year,  and 
the  relative  proportions  of  the  two  kinds 
of  income  showed  that  the  spontaneous 
incomes    were    much    larger    than    the 
indostrial      incomes.       It      might      be 
asked    what    effect     the     system     be 
idTocated  would  have  upon  the  Revenue. 
Of  course,  hou.  Members  could  not  con- 
ceal from  themselves  the  fact   that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  more 
in  need  of  money  than  he  had  been  on 
Conner  occasions,  and  it  might  be  said 
that  this  was  an    inopportune  time  for 
i^lug  the  question.       He  could  not  see 
that  this   was  so,  because  his  argument 
Ww  not  that  there  should  be  a  decrease 
in  the  burden,  but  that  the  burden  should 
he  better  adjusted.       If  the  smaller  in- 
dustrial incomes  were  relieved  or  were 
not  increased  it  would  be  perfectly  fair 
to  add  to  the  spontaneous  incomes  an 
^ount  which  would  be  quite  sufficient 
to  make  up  the  difference.     He  acknow- 
edged  fully  that  in  his  view  the  tax  on 
Industrial    incomes  might  ultimately  be 
done  away  with  altogether,  as  in  France, 
%nd  that  the  Income  Tax  might  be  levied 
On  spontaneous  incomes  only.       He  did 
^t,  however,  propose  this  at   present, 
although  such  a  system  would  do  away 
With  nearly  all  the  difficulties  of  taxa- 
ton.       All  he  proposed  now  was  that 
they   should    get  the     wedge    iu,    and 
should  make  some  difference  between  the 
two  classes  of  income.      It  was  possibly 
^wise  from  one  point  of  view   to  tax 
Past  thrift,  but  what  was  desired  was  to 
Encourage  people  to  be   thrifty.       The 
difference  between  the  spontaneous   in- 


come and  the  industrial  income  was  so 
great,  however,  that  some  such  proposal 
was  necessary.  The  man  who  had  to 
work  his  hardest  in  order  to  pull  along 
was  handicapped  by  the  Income  Tax. 
He  was  bound  to  set  aside  from  10  to 
15  per  cent,  of  his  earnings  in  order  to 
provide  against  sickness,  want  of  work, 
early  death,  and  other  contingencies. 
When  people,  however,  pointed  out  that 
they  were  taxed  on  their  small  in- 
comes on  the  same  scale  as  men 
who  derived  an  absolutely  permanent 
income  from  an  investment,  hon.  Members 
would  see  that  it  was  very  difficult  for 
those  who  advocated  thrift  to  reply  to 
them.  He  trusted  that,  as  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  must  be  cogitating  how 
to  arrange  the  fiscal  burdens  of  the 
coming  year,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  take  this  great  opportunity  of 
saying  that  he  would  even  iu  a  small 
degree  make  a  change  by  which  a  man's 
industrial  income  should  be  taxed  at  a 
lower  rate  than  his  spontaneous  income. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do 
this  he  would  do  that  which  he  (Mr. 
Bartley)  was  sure  would  appear  just  and 
fair  to  a  large  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects. 

•The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Hakcourt,  Derby): 
The  object  of  this  Debate  is  to  induce 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  on  the 
eve  of  the  Budget,  to  discuss  the  exact 
principles  on  which  particular  taxes 
should  be  levied.  I  have  never  known 
such  an  attempt  succeeil,  and  I  have 
never  known  such  an  attempt  made  in  a 
bolder,  or,  I  may  say,  a  more  audacious 
manner  than  this  has  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member.  He  must,  however, 
excuse  me  if  I  say  that  "  in  vain  is  the 
net  sprcAil  iu  the  night  of  any  bird."  I 
will  not  discuss  with  him  whether  there 
ought  to  be  a  graduated  Income  Tax,  or 
whether  there  should  be  a  difference 
made  between  small  incomes  and  large 
incomes,  and  whether  there  ought  to  be 
distinctions  made  in  the  incomes  derived 
from  one  source  and  incomes  derived  from 
other  sources.  Such  a  discussion  would 
be  premature  to-night.  The  hon. 
Member  will  have  opportunities  of 
expressing  his  opinions  in  a  much 
more  effective  manner  than  ho  can 
do  at  the  present  moment,  and  I 
will,  therefore,  ask  him  to  allow 
me  to  postpone  my  .statement  until  it  can 
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have  more  real  effect  than  it  can  have  on 
the  present  occasion.  With  reference  to 
his  arguments,  they  are,  no  doubt,  excel- 
lent, but  thej  are  not  novel.  1  have 
heard  that  speech  made  for  25  years. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  I  said  so  several 
times. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  should  say 
that  altogether  I  have  heard  that  speech 
and  these  arguments  45  times  in  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Never  answered. 
•Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  was  sup- 
posed  that  there  was  an  answer  given  in 
1853  bv  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Midlothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone).  The  speech  has  been  made  year 
after  year.  Mr.  Hubbard,  a  lineal  ances- 
tor, in  a  financial  sense,  of  the  hon. 
Member,  brought  the  subject  for- 
ward year  after  year,  and  stated 
precisely  the  same  arguments.  In  1861 
a  Committee  was  appointed,  of  which 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  and  Mr.  Hubbard 
were  leading  members.  As  the  hon. 
Member  says  his  arguments  have  never 
been  auswered,  I  would  ask  him  to  see 
the  Report  prepared  by  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  as  a  Member  of  that  Com- 
mittee. I  think  everybody  would  con- 
sider that  Report  a  conclusive  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member.  If  you  were  to  apply 
to  a  man  with  an  industrial  income  a 
lower  rate  of  tax  than  you  applied  to  a 
person  who  had  an  annuity  of  £100  in 
the  funds,  the  result  would  be  to  create 
an  absurditv.  The  distinction  between 
various  incomes  must  depend  rather  upon 
the  amount  than  upon  the  character  of 
such  incomes.  It  could  not  be  contended 
that  the  owner  of  a  great  brewery, 
for  example,  should  pay  at  a  lower  rate 
than  an  annuitant,  because  the  annuity 
proceeded  from  a  different  source.  There 
is  a  great  deal  in  the  hon.  Member's 
speech  with  which  I  agree,  and  a  great 
deal  with  which  I  differ,  but  he  must 
excuse  me  if  I  postpone  until  another 
occasion  telling  him  with  what  part  of 
the  speech  I  agree  and  witih  what  part  I 
differ.       ^ 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) said,  he  did  not  think  the  very  in- 
teresting figures  brought  forward  by  the 
hwr.  Member  for  North  Islington  (Mr. 
Bartley)  had  justified  the  conclusion  he 
had  adduced  from  them.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  only  50,000  of  the 
taxpayers  in  Schedule  D  paid  on  incomes 

Sir  fF.  Harcourt 


of  over  £500.  It  wrmld,  how< 
found  that  an  immense  number  c 
who  had  incomes  of  over  £50< 
Schedule  D  had  also  incomes  whl 
under  other  Sck^dules.  The 
hon.  Member  sajd  that  there  w 
20,000  persons  under  Schedule 
over  £1,000  a  year,  and  that  the 
was  decreasing.  He  (Sir  J.  L 
did  not  think  anyone  could 
for  a  moment  that  there  wen 
fewer  persons  with  incomes  of 
a  vear  under  Schedule  D  thi 
were  some  years  ago.  Surely 
body  knew  that  the  number  < 
persons  must  be  much  larger 
was  formerly.  Perhaps  the  c 
tion  was,  that  there  had  been 
tendency  of  late  years  for  sma 
to  be  absorbed  into  larger  onei 
breweries  and  other  undertaking 
absorbed  into  larger  ones,  so  t 
returns  which  used  to  be  made  b^ 
siderable  number  of  persons  w( 
made  as  one  Return  by  a  Join 
Company,  The  hon.  Member  h 
gested  that  the  owner  of  Consol 
to  pay  at  a  higher  rate  than  tlu 
who  derived  his  income  from 
exertions.  Consols,  however,  c( 
be  taxed  as  Consols,  or  faith  w 
broken  with  the  public  taxpayer 
very  bad  example  would  be  set  tc 
countries.  It  would  be  ineqni 
tax  Consols  as  such,  nor  did  we  dc 
taxed  income,  and  the  holder  of 
paid  on  his  income.  A  higher 
tax  could,  therefore,  not  be  e 
placed  upon  Consols  than  upo 
incomes. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  had 
gested  anything  of  the  kind, 
only  referred  to  Consols  as  on< 
specimens  of  spontaneous  income 
•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  said,  hisp 
that   the   Chancellor  of  the  Es 
could  not  deal   with  Consols  u 
was  dealing  with  all  incomes, 
could  not  be  taxed,  although  th( 
derived  from  them  could  l>e.     1 
item  of  spontaneous  income  ref 
by   his    hon.    Friend    was    that 
from  land,  but  it   had  been    a 
creasing  income   of   late   years, 
could  not  think  that  this  would  1 
a  happy  moment  to  choose  for  a< 
the  burdens  now  resting  upon  t 
culturists.       As     to    houses, 
culty    of    a    different    eharacte 


'o3 


TheJndbme 


{30  March  1894} 


Tax. 


1054 


se  amount  required  for  repairs 
SFered  imfnenselj  in  different  kinds 
..houses.  The.  moment  the  ques- 
41  of  an  allowanoe  for  repairs  "was 
Produced  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
equer  would  be  landed  in  a  labyrinth 
difficulties  from  which  it  w6uld  be,  im- 
(ssible  to  escape.  His  hos.  Friend 
id  that  it  would  be  ca»j  to  distinguish 
^tweeu  "  spontaneous  "  and  "industrial" 
comes.  He  thought  it  would  be  almost 
upossible.  His  hou.  Friend  said  that 
man  who  had  a  spontaneous  income 
"as  secure,  and  need  not  save.  Income 
"«m  savings  might  be  spontaneous,  but 
^•8  not  necessarily  secure.  Could  it  be 
^  that  a  man  whose  money  was  in- 
«6ted  in  such  securities  as  Portuguese  or 
»ieek  funds  had  a  secure  income,  or  that 
^  income  of  a  man  who  had  invested  in 
CMne  industrial  undertaking  was  neces- 
•rily  secure?  Then,  how  was  a  dis- 
tiietion  to  be  drawn  between  incomes 
«rived  from  Bank  of  England  Stock  and 
Incomes  derived  from  the  Stock  of  a  small 
••nk,  or  between  incomes  derived  from  a 
Kasll  brewery  and  a  large  brewery  ? 
t^he  hon.  Member  had  suggested '  a 
Wferent  kind  of  tax  upon  concerns 
■Uking  £1,000  a  year  from  that  upon 
^oems  making  £500  a  year,  but  of 
^'Wrse  the  number  of  shareholders  or 
partners  would  have  to  be  taken  into 
Account,  and  here  another  difficulty 
^ould  arise.  The  hon.  Member  added 
^io justice  of  Income  Tax  was  worse  be- 
^ose  it  had  been  going  on  for  so  long. 
8e  (Sir  J.  Lubbock)  should  rather  have 
wrn  the  opposite  inference,  because, 
tppily,  an  inequality  which  might  be 
ery  great  at  first  was,  if  continued  long 
Hough,  compensated  for  to  a  certain 
ktent  by  other  considerations.  It  was, 
owever,  perfectly  true  that  the  members 
f  the  legal  aud  medical  profession  de- 
red  their  incomes  from  the  exercise  of 
leir  brains,  and  that  other  persons 
light  perhaps  derive  a  similar  amount  of 
leome  without  any  exertion  to  them- 
ilves.  The  truth  was  tSat  no  tax  could 
B  a  just  and  fair  one.  We  must  regard 
le  taxation  of  the  country  as  a  whole, 
ad  if  we  found  that  some  taxes  pressed 
eaviiy  on  some  classes,  we  should  find 
lat  others  pressed  heavily  on  others,  and 
le  result  was  that  some  sort  of  justice 
^16  aiTtved  at.  Taxes  derived  from  the 
litems  pressed,  no  doubt,  with  severity 
^  certain  classes  of  the  people.    That 


injustice  was  made  up  to  a  certain  extent 
by  the  Income  Tax,  and  in  that  way  one 
tax  to  a  certain  extent  compensated  for 
the  inequalities  that  existed  in  another. 
The  matter  was  very  carefully  gone  into 
by  the  very  strong  Committee  of  1861. 
Nobody  could  read  the  very  interesting 
Blue  Book  which  related  to  that  Com- 
mittee and  fail  to  see  the  extraordinary 
difficulties  there  was  in  dealing  with  the 
question  in  the  manner  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member.  At  the  same  time,  great 
injustice  would  be  done  unless  the  In- 
come Tax  was  kept  within  a  moderate 
and  reasonable  limit.  If  it  were  raised 
much  more  than  at  present  all  the  evils 
that  had  been  pointed  out  would  be 
aggravated.  There  were  two  points 
which  he  thought  it  desirable  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
consider  in  his  Budget.  He  had  never 
himself  been  able  to  see  why  the  English 
farmer  should  be  called  upon  to  pay  a 
different  rate  of  Income  Tax  from  the  • 
Scotch  or  the  Irish  farmer.  If  there 
was  any  reason  for  a  difference  origi- 

I  uallv  there   was   no   such   reason   now, 

I        •  ' 

I  particularly  at  a  time  when  the  agrlcul- 
I  tnrists  were  suffering  so  greatly.  He  urged 
'  tiiat  they  should  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing.  The  other  point  on  which  he 
wished  to  say  a  word  was  as  regards  the 
assessment  of  industrial  incomes.  One 
great  compensating  circumstance  in  con- 
nection with  the  Income  Tax  used  to  l>e, 
that  in  the  case  of  incomes  derived  from 
trade  it  was  taken  on  the  average  of  three 
years.  If  a  man  had  made  an  average 
income  of  £1,000  a  year  for  the  previous 
three  years  and  made  more  than  that 
amount  he  could  not  be  called  upon  to 
pay  more  than  he  returned,  but  if  he 
made  less  than  the  £1,000  he  was  allowed 
a  rebate.  It  was  calculated  by  the  Head 
of  the  Inland  Revenue  Department 
before  the  Committee  of  1861  that 
this  privilege  was  practically  equivalent 
to  an  allowance  of  30  per  cent.  That 
had  been  altered  without,  so  far  as  he 
could  learn,  any  sanction  to  the  change 
having  been  given  by  the  Hfltise,  and  lie 
submitted  that  the  old  method  of  cal- 
culation should  be  revived,  which  would 
to  some  extent  meet  the  objections  urged 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Islington. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith)  said,  he  should  like  to  point 
out  a  case  of  great  hardship  in  the  levy- 
ing of  Income  Tax  on  industrial  incomes. 


way  of  making  distinctions  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  income  was  derived  or 
in  graduating  the  Income  Tax  were 
almost  insuperable  ;  but  the  difficulty  had 
been  overcome  in  some  of  the  Colonies 
by  substituting  for  a  tax  on  income  a  tax 
on  property.  If  the  House  would  con- 
sider the  matter  for  a  moment  they  would 
see  that  this  met  all  the  difficulties  and 
all  the  objections  urged  against  making 
the  suggested  distinctions.  For  example, 
a  person  possessed  £100,000  ;  whether 
he  invested  the  money  in  Consols  or  in 
foreign  securities  he  paid  equally  on  the 
£100,000.  Though  his  income  from 
foreign  securities  would  be  larger  his  risk 
would  be  greater.  The  system  adopted 
with  reference  to  incomes  derived  from 
trades  or  professions  was  to  fix  the  number 
of  years'  purchase  which  a  trade  or  pro- 
fession was  worth.  A  man  who  was 
making  £3,000  a  year  from  any  trade  or 
profession  would  not  pay  in  the  same 
way  as  the  man  who  had  invested 
£100,000  in  Consols  ;  he  would  pay  10 
years'  purchase,  or  £30,000.  In  this 
way  the  distinction  would  be  kept  up 
very  clearly  between  incomes  derived 
from  investments  and  incomes  which 
were  not  of  that  permanent  character, 
derived  from  trades  and  professions.  This 
had  been  done  in  the  colonies,  and  he 
had  never  clearly  understood  why  the 
same  system  had  not  been  adopted  in 
this  country.  He  was  not  going  into 
the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
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denied  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
out  a  very  good  case,  whether  it  ha 
made  out  before  or  not,  and  so  f ai 
(Mr.  Gibbs)  understood,  the  onlj 
urged  against  it  was  that  it  wa 
difficult  to  amend  the  tax.  No  d 
was  difficult,  but  the  Chancel 
the  Exchequer  and  his  < 
were,  as  they  all  knew,  very 
people,  and  he  was  sure  that  it  w 
beyond  their  powers  to  lighte 
burden.  It  had  been  pointed  ou 
clearly  what  great  injustice  wa 
by  the  way  in  which  taxes 
altered  in  the  House  without  ai 
knowing  anything  about  it.  The  i 
in  which  the  Income  Tax  was  ai 
had  been  altered,  and  many  peopl 
very  much  surprised  when  by  pi 
experience  they  discovered  tha 
alteration  had  been  made.  He 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
consider  these  matters,  and  endea' 
give  some  relief  where  it  was  verj 
TV  Anted 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Th 
I  wish,  for  the  convenience  < 
House,  just  to  mention  that  I  • 
intend  to  bring  forward  the  ] 
which  stands  in  my  name  upc 
Paper  with  regard  to  alien  emig 
Looking  at  the  present  state 
House,  it  seems  to  me  desirable  t 
pone  that  Motion  to  some  more  i 
able  opportunity.  But  before  t1 
cussion  in  which  the  House  is  n< 
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the   Exchequer  has  stated  that  a  case 
has  never  been  known  in  which  a  gentle- 
man   holding     his    position    has    been 
•*dra^n."     The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
has   no    disregard    for    the    process    of 
establishing    precedents,    and    I    think 
that    everyone     who    listened     to     his 
reply  to   my   hon.   Friend    must    have 
come  to  the    conclusion   that    my  hon. 
Priend,  at  any  rate,  has  beaten  the  record 
in  having  been  the  first  Member  who  has 
succeeded  in  ^'  drawing  "  a  Chancellor  of 
tfae  Exchequer.     I  am  bound  to  say  that 
tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to 
x^plj  to  his  own  argument  as  to  what 
bsd  been  the  invariable  practice  in  regard 
Co  his  predecessors,  for  he  certainly  was 
xxaost  successfully  "  drawn."     As  to  the 
I'^eply  of  the  Chancellor   of   the  Exche- 
<1  ver,  I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  the  points 
which  he  dwelt.     I  was  relieved  to 
that  he  does  not  contemplate  in  his 
Qdget  embarking  in  some  of  the  tran- 
g^^ctions   suggested   by   my  hon.  Friend. 
'"^    y  hon.  Friend  guarded  himself  against 
ing  supposed   to  favour  rash  experi- 
ents  of  the  kind  he  spoke  of  ;  but,  at  the 
time,  if   incomes  below  a  certain 
int  are  to  be  exempted  from  taxation, 
en  the  bulk  of  the  Revenue  must  be 
ised  from  a  small  portion  of  the  tax- 
ying  community,    and  when   that   is 
en  concurrently  with  the  suggestion 
^••'liich,!  am  afraid,  is  not  altogether  with- 
out sympathy  on  the  Treasury  Bench, 
^Uder  which  those  who  are  to  pay  the 
S^eat  bulk  of  the  taxes  have  less  electoral 
power  than  even  that  which  they  now 
possess,  I  think  it  will  make  most  of  us 
^Wy  of  endorsing  such  a  proposal.  The 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  spoke  of 
Attempts    which     have    been    made   to 
discriminate     between    various     classes 
^f  incomes.      As     I     understood      my 
bon.    Friend,    he     proposed     that      in- 
*^nies  derived  from   what  he  called  in- 
dustries,  including   profits    in    business 
^  trade,  whether  great  or  small,  were 
^  a  different  category  from  incomes  de- 
lved from  settled  property,  whether  real 
^r  personal.     My  hon.  Friend  does  not 
^piak  benevolently  of    the    unfortunate 
^nu^  freeholder.     I  for  some  years  re- 
Presented  a  large  number  of  small  free- 
holders, upon  whom  I  know  well  that 
^xation  presses  very  hardly.     My  hon. 
friend  says  he    does    not    propose    to 
I      diminish  the  amount  of  money  at   the 
disposal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 


quer, but  that  he  only  proposes  to  make 
the    knapsack  fit  more  evenly   on   the 
shoulders.     What  does  that  mean  ?     It 
means  that  under  my  hon.  Friend*s  sug- 
gestion the  other   Income   Tax   payers 
would  pay  more  than  they  have  done 
hitherto,  which  I  think  would  be  a  great 
hardship  upon  them.     I  must  own  there 
is  something  to  be  said  as  to  the  different 
sources  from  which  incomes  are  derived. 
My  hon.  Friend  was  on  fair  ground  when 
he  dwelt  on  the  general  proposition,  but 
the  moment  he  came  to  deal  with  it  in 
detail  his  difficulties  commenced.    Now, 
my  hon.  Friend  spoke  of  the  interest  a 
person  has  in  a  sum  of  money  during  his 
lifetime,  and  suggested  that  at  his  death 
that  interest  is  available  to  those   who 
succeed  him.     I  am  not  sure  that  that 
is   always   the   case.     My  hon.    Friend 
knows  very  well  that  there  are  settle- 
ments which  preclude  persons  entitled  to 
a  beneficial  interest  for  life  from  disposing 
of  the  funds  in  a  manner  in  which  they 
may  think  fit.      Then  my  hon.   Friend 
talked  about  insurance.     He  said  that  a 
prudent  person  in  receipt  of  an  income  of 
modest  dimensions  is  bound  to  set  aside  a 
part  of  his  income,  at  least,  as  an  insurance 
fund.     I  would  remind  him  that  a  pru- 
dential consideration  would  equally  apply 
in  a  large  number  of  cases  to  persons  in 
receipt   of    incomes   even    from    settled 
funds.     The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
realises  that.     What  I  wish  to  enter  a 
protest  against  is  any  system  of  what  is 
called  graduated  taxatiou.     I  understood 
my  hon.  Friend  to  suggest  the  exemption 
of  incomes  up  to  £200  a  year  from  In- 
come Tax.      I  do  not   think   that   that 
would  be  at  all  wholesome  advice  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  take  as 
tendered  to  him  on  behalf  of  the  Con- 
servative Party.      As  I  say,  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor   of  the 
Exchequer,  unlike  any  of  his  predecessors, 
has  been  "  drawn,"  and  I  hope  the  result 
of  this  discussion  will  be  to  show  that 
any  wild  scheme  that  might  have  b?eu 
suggested    by   hon.    Gentlemen   on   tlic 
other  side  of  the  House  tending  in  the 
direction    of    differential    taxation    and 
graduated  Income  Tax  would  certainly 
not  meet  with  the  approval  of  the  great 
mass  of  Members  in  this  House. 

•Mr.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  said,  he  wished  in  a  word  to  en- 
dorse what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet   in  regard   to   the   taxation  of 
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farmers*  incomes.  It  bad  been  a  matter 
of  complaiDt  for  jears  that  fanners* 
incomes  were  taxed  on  different  scales  in 
England  to  those  in  Sootland  and  Ire- 
landy  and  he  would  respectfully  suggest 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  this 
would  be  a  particularly  happy  year  to 
put  the  English  farmer  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  Scotch  and  Irish  farmers. 
.Scotland  and  Ireland  had  been  favoured 
by  Providence  with  a  particularly  bounti- 
ful season,  while  the  English  farmer  had 
been  impoverished  to  an  unprecedented 
degree.  It  would  make  small  difference  to 
the  Revenue,  and  would  be  a  welcome 
mark  of  sympathy  with  the  English 
farmer,  who  would  be  still  more  grateful  if 
he  could  be  furnished  at  all  with  an 
income  on  which  to  pay,  but  he 
was  afraid  that  to  furnish  that  was 
not  in  the  power  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  .  In  regard  to  the  main  ques- 
tion they  were  debating,  it  should  not  be 
forgotten  that  the  Income  Tax  was  only 
a  matter  of  pence  in  the  pound  after  all ; 
but  the  rates  were  a  matter  of  shillings 
in  the  pound,  and  personal  property  and 
earned  incomes  were  exempt  from  the 
burden  of  the  rates. 

FLOATING  DERELICTS  IN  THE 
ATLANTIC. 

Mr.  M ACDON a  (South wark,  Rother- 
hithe)  said,  he  wished  to  call  attention 
to  the  danger  to  life  resulting  from 
floating  derelicts  in  the  Atlantic.  He 
should  not  attempt  to  occupy  the  time  of 
the  Houpe  except  for  two  reasons  :  first, 
because  he  believed  the  matter  to  be  one 
of  very  great  urgency — a  matter  of  very 
great  importance  to  large  numbers  of 
people  not  only  in  this  country  but  of 
every  country  in  England  and  America. 
Great  numbers  of  passengers  crossed  the 
Atlantic  every  week,  and  those  pas- 
sengers were  all  subject  to  the  possibility 
of  a  momentary  catastrophe  which  they 
could  not  very  well  contend  against. 
The  catastrophe  was  very  different  to 
every  other  danger  to  which  sailors  were 
liable.  There  were  remedies  against 
other  risks,  such  as  fire,  but  at  night 
they  had  no  remedy  against  floating 
derelicts,  which  were  absolutely  unseen. 
He  had  done  all  he  oould  as  a  private 
Member  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  this  most  important  sub- 
ject.    He  had  put  questions  to  them, 

Mr,  Everett 


and  he  was  bound  to  say  that   he   ha^ 
been  received  with  great  courtesy  by  tl^ 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  and  ttr 
Secretary    to    the    Admiralty.       The^ 
gentlemen,  however,  had  shuffled  off  i — 
sponsibility  from  one  to  the  other.    T 
question  was   one   which  could  not 
deferred,  and,  in  order  that  it  might  i 
ceive  the  attention  it   merited,  he  to 
upon  himself  to  ask  a  question  of  t 
late  Prime  Minister,  which  was  one 
the  last  questions  which  the  right  h 
Gentleman   answered   on   the   Treas"^ 
Bench.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman  'I 
given  a  most  satisfactory  answer,  sta 
that  the  matter  was  one  of  very 
importance,   and  that  it  would   rec 
the     attention      of     the     Governm 
It  did,  in  fact,  receive  the  attention  o: 
Government.      The  right  hon.   Ge 
man   had   not   sent   despatches,  as 
hitherto  been  the  practice,  but  in  an^  wei 
to  urgent  questions  put  from  time  to   time 
he  had   telegraphed   to    Washington  to 
obtain  further  information.     That  fuTtber 
information  had  been  asked  for  sincet,  and 
they  had  been  told  that  the  Government 
were  considering  tbe  matter.      Qaesti<Mis 
of  this  kind  the  Government  had  been 
considering    for    a    long    time,  and  it 
appeared  to 'him  that  the  time  had  now 
come  when  the  House  ought  to  take  some 
action  for  themselves.     A  Petition  had 
been    presented    to   the   present  Prinid 
Minister  signed  by  800  masters  of  vesselff 
representing  31,000  sailors.     The  lives 
of  these  31,000  sailors  were  of  asmncb 
concern  to  the  House  of  Commons  as  tbe 
lives  of  anyone  in  the   country.    They 
should  look  after  those  who  were  in  peril 
on  the  seas,  and  they  should  take  care 
they  were  not  liable  to  this  terrible  and 
sudden  catastrophe.     It  was  their  dnty 
to  limit  the  danger  as  much  as  possible, 
and  they  had  the  experience  of  another 
Government  as  to  what  could  be  don^ 
because  the  American  Government  hid 
had  two  of  their  men-of-war  fitted  np  f<* 
the  destruction  of  these  derelicts. 

•Mr.  DEPUTY  SPEAKER  :  Cider, 
Order  I  I  have  just  ascertained  thai 
notice  has  been  given  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  a  Bill  on  this  subject ;  there* 
fore,  the  discussion  is  out  of  Order. 

FRANCE  AND  SIAM. 
Sib  R.  TEMPLE  hoped   he  shooM 
not  be  out  of  place  if  he  once  more  preese^l 
upon  Her   Majesty^s    Government  the 
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ition  of  the  production  of  the  Papers 
ting  to  Siam.  They  had  beau  pro- 
ad  from  time  to  time  that  these  Papers 
aid  be  produced,  but  the  hope  deferred 
the  Government  made  the  heart  of  the 
)08ition  sick.     This  question  of  Siam 

one  on  which  large  sections  of  Her 
jesty's  subjects  felt  considerable 
ietj.  They  feared  the  British  in- 
sts  had  to  some  extent  been  sacrificed, 

the  commercial  interests  especially 

not  been  safeguarded,  and  that 
ice  had  been  allowed  to  obtain  a 
tion  with  regard  to  Siam  that  might 
msly  compromise  the  independence  of 

country  in  the  future.  He  was 
f  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
Irs  was  not  in  his  place,  but  it  was 

known  that  they  intended  to  raise 
question,  as  their  object  was  to  obtain 

production  of  the  Papers  so  as  to 
>le  them  to  judge  how  far  their  Foreign 
^  had  been  able  to  go  with  the  Go- 
iment  of  France  in  this  matter ; 
ther  the  Siamese  had  really  been 
imised,  and  whether  the  independence 
lie  Kingdom,  which  was  co-terminous 
the  south-eastern  portion  of  our 
tern  Empire,  had  been  properly  pro- 
ed  or  not.  The  extraordinary  delays 
he  part  of  the  French  Government  in 
giug  matters  to  an  issue  had,  he 
lid  not  say  been  viewed  with  sus- 
OD,  but  had  caused  grave  apprehen- 

as  to  w^hether  or  not  France  con- 
plated  the  ultimate  absorption  of 
n.  They  were  loth  to  take  an  un- 
lly  view  of  the  motive  and  conduct  of 

gallant  neighbours,  but  there  had 
1  so  much  high  handedness  in  the 
Juet  of  France,  such  undue  precipi- 
7  in  proceeding  against  Siam,  such 
essivo  severity  in  the  execution  of 
Q8,  that  our  French  neighbours  must 
be  offended  with  them  if  they  desired  to 
ce  a  stand  on  behalf  of  the  British  side 
he  question,  and  endeavour  to  press 

matter  forward.  He  was  glad  the 
.  Baronet  had  now  come  to  his  place, 

he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
tble  at  once-  to  inform  them  whether 
"e  was  a  chance  of  these  Papers  being 
1  delivered.  They  were  told  before 
ter  that  immediately  after  Easter  the 
>er8  should  be  presented,  but  Easter 

come  and  gone,  and  yet  they  did  not 
iin  the  Papers.  If  they  seemed  un- 
r  hasty  in  the  matter  their  answer 
I  that  they  were  the  only  parties  who 


had  not  got  these  Papers.  Their  French 
neighbours  had  got  their  Papers ;  the 
French  Parliament,  the  French  public 
and  French  politicians  all  knew  the 
French  view  of  the  question ;  but  the 
British  Parliament  and  public  did  not  yet 
know  the  views  of  their  o^'u  Govern- 
ment. They  did  not  know  how  these 
Papers  would  afiect  the  general  question 
between  the  two  nations,  how  far  they 
would  be  able  to  vindicate  their  own 
rights  and  position,  or  whether  or  not 
they  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  the  posi- 
tion of  Siam.  All  interested  in  this  really 
burning  question,  which  might  be  of 
enormous  importance  in  the  future,  were 
unaware  what  considerations  were  hung 
up  until  they  could  understand  what  the 
Papers  would  show.  The  future  inde- 
pendence of  Siam  was  really  the  main 
object,  and  he  would  warn  the  Govern- 
ment that,  unless  some  joint  under- 
standing could  be  arrived  at  between 
France  and  England  in  respect  to  the 
future  of  Siam,  that  India  would  pro- 
bably not  be  safe.  This  was  becoming  a 
double  pressure ;  it  was  a  double-bar- 
relled opposition  to  the  progress  of  the 
British  Empire  in  the  East.  There  was 
a  war-cloud  hanging  over  both  Con- 
tinents, one  on  the  side  of  Kussia  and 
the  other  on  the  side  of  France,  and  he 
did  not  know  which  cloud  was  darkest 
or  the  most  menacing  ;  but  it  would  bo 
a  most  dangerous  concatenation  of  events 
for  England  if  ever  there  should  be  a  war 
in  which  France  and  Russia  were  on  the 
one  side  and  England  on  the  other.  Just 
imagine  India  between  two  such  fires,  but 
that  was  what  they  were  being  threatened 
with  by  Russia  on  the  one  side  and 
France  on  the  other.  He  had  no  doubt 
all  this  was  as  well  known  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  it  was  to  them, 
but  they  would  like  this  knowledge  to 
show  itself  in  such  vigorous  action  as 
might  keep  back  those  two  advancing 
Powers,  that  should  keep  Russia  in  check 
on  the  one  side  and  France  in  check  on 
the  other.  There  was  no  doubt  this 
matter  of  Siam  had  greatly  increased  the 
risks  and  peril  of  India  which.  Heaven 
knows,  were  great  enough  before.  He 
did  not  think  anything  so  serious  to  the 
future  safety  of  India  could  have 
happened  than  this  matter  of  Siam.  It 
had  long  been  foreseen  by  Anglo-Indian 
statesmen,  and  warning  after  warning 
had  been  given.     Atter  ail,  what  did  the 
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1  GoverDment  say  ?    That  England 
}  immediate  concern  in  the  quarrel 
ten  France  and  Siam.     England  had 
lost  vital  concern,  and  to  say  that, 
le  part  of  the  British  Government, 
entirely  to  give  the  case  away  and 
iw  it  to  the  wolves.     That  was  what 
1  happened,  and  he  said  it  with  great 
;ret,  because  in  all  other  respects  he 
is  one  of  those  who  greatly  admired 
iC  manner  in  which  our  foreign  affairs 
ad  l)ecu  built  up.     The  hope  that  after 
.11   some    remedy   might    bo   fouud    to 
nitigate     this     danger    must     be     the 
excuse     for     troubling     the     Govern- 
ment iu    the  matter.     No   doubt,  it  re- 
minded  them  of  the  hammer   and    the 
tongs,  but   they  were  obliged  to   go  on 
hammering.  These  warnings  from  Anglo- 
Indian    sources   ought   to   be   far   more 
respected  by  the  British  Parliament  than 
they  were.      Every   one   of  the  misfor- 
tunes   that    had   happened    iu    Central 
Asia  had  been  predicted.     Every  single 
prophecy    in   regard  to  the  advance  of 
Bussia  had  been  verified.     Now   similar 
warnings  were  given  in  respect  to  the 
advance  of  France,  and  they  saw  how 
little   they   were  regarded.      Still,  they 
would  go   on    warning   and   warning  in 
order    that   the    perils    that   threatened 
India  might  be  somewhat  mitigated.     If 
a  sound  and  conciliatory  policy  on  the 
one  hand,  though  Arm  and  resolute  on 
the  other,  were  adopted,  it  would  be  still 
possible  to  preserve  the  independence  of 
Siam. 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) said,  ho  did  not  propose  to  follow 
the  hon.  Baronet  in  the  discussion  of 
the  general  question  because  it  had  been 
discussed  iu  the  House  on  previous  occa- 
sions, and  since  it  was  last  discussed 
nothing  new  had  happened  in  the  situa- 
tion to  render  it  desirable  that  it  should 
be  again  discussed  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  The  hon.  Baronet's  views 
had  often  been  expressed,  they  were 
always  received  with  attention,  and  they 
were  well  known  to  Her  Majesty,  but 
he  must  dissent  from  one  statement, 
which  was,  that  the  Government  had  de- 
clared that  this  country  had  no  interest 
in  Siamese  affairs. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  he  had  not 
-said  that ;  what  he  said,  and  still  said,  was 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  declared 

Sir  R.  Temple 


that    when  the    quarrel   arose 
France  and  Siam   on  the  bank 
Mekong  that  England  had  no  it 
interest  in  that  quarrel. 

Sib     E.     grey     said,    the 

remembered  aright  he  did  not  tfa 

thing  more  was  said  than  this,  t 

land  had  no  immediate  interest  i 
incidents  of  that  quarrel.     But 
statement   was  made   last  year 
effect  that  the  Government   cc 
this  country  had  considerable  ic 
the  maintenance  of  the  independ 
integrity  of  Siam,  and,  of  cour 
two  statements  must  be  taken  \ 
With  regard  to  the  production  ol 
he  had  explained  about  10  days 
the  Government  were  delaying 
they  thought   it  desirable   that 
settlement  of  t'.e  points  at  issue 
France  and  Siam  should  be  ai 
before  Papers  were  presented.  E 
stood  that  now  there  only  rema 
point   outstanding   and    still    u 
That  point  was  the  question  of 
of  a   Siamese    official   accused 
murder  of  a  French  officer.     0 
of  the  trial  had  resulted  in  the  i 
of  the  official.     They  were  not  q 
tain,  but  what  they  heard  rather 
show  it  was  probable  that  there 
further  proceedings.     He  hope< 
pected,  however,  that  the  fina 
this  trial  would  not  be  long  de 
was  thought  desirable  still  to 
a  time  from  publishing  Paf 
hope  that  a  satisfactory  settle 
outstanding   point   would  h 
shortly. 

Main  Question,  as  amen 
agreed  to. 

Supply, — considered  in 
[Mr.  Mellor  in  th 
(In   the   Comn 

CIVIL    SERVICES    AND 
PARTMENTS  (ESTiy 

Class 

1.  Motion   mndc,    a 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,    not    c 
granted  to   Her  Majcst 
necessary  to  defray  the  < 
in  course  of  payment  di 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1 
resi)ect  of  Art  and  S 
Britain." 
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Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  he  should  like 
ask  for  an  explanation  of  the  reduction 
£2,000  in  Uie  item  of  uew  works, 
terations,  and  additions  in  connection 
ilh  the  British  Museum,  and  for  a  state- 
ent  from  the  GovernmoDt  as  to  the 
ith  or  otherwise  of  the  rumour  that  it 
as  proposed  to  add  four  or  five  acres  to 
e  site  occupied  by  the  Museum. 

Mb,  TOMLINSON  (Preston)  was 
derstood  to  complain  of  the  incon- 
nience  which  had  been  caused  by  the 
nrersion  of  certain  rooms  in  the 
oseoffl. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  there  were 
reral  additions  to  the  British  Museum 
lildings,  such  as  new  wings,  still  incom- 
ete,  which  must,  no  doubt,  imperil  the 
fetj  of  the  edifice.  But  not  withstand- 
^  that  there  was  a  diminution  in  the 
ote  for  buildings,  one  would  have 
ought  the  object  of  the  authorities 
imld  be  to  complete  the  buildings  as 
on  as  possible.  He  would  like  to  know 
hj  the  buildings  were  left  in  an  incom- 
ete  state,  and  when  they  would  be 
nnpleted  ? 

'Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said  that,  as  he 
id  stated  upon  the  Vote  on  Account,  it 
H  quite  true  that  the  Government  pro- 
Died  to  purchase  a  considerable  property 
Pom  the  Duke  of  Bedford.  The  amount 
ftmld  be  borrowed  and  spread  over  a 
nmber  of  years,  so  that  the  payment 
voQld  not  form  a  very  serious  item  of 
ncrease  upon  the  ordinary  Vote  for  the 
fetish  Museum.  Extensions  of  the 
loilding  would  probably  be  made  from 
cinie  to  time,  but  at  present  there  was 
>o  immediate  intention  of  adding  to 
tbe  edifice.  A  Bill  would  have  to  be 
Btroduced  into  the  House  for  the  purpose 
tf  carrying  out  the  transfer  of  the  new 
)lot  of  ground,  and  that  would  be  the 
ime  to  have  the  whole  matter  discussed. 
)ne  or  two  matters  were  somewhat  press- 
ing upon  the  authorities,  and  among  those 
ras  the  question  of  removing  some  rather 
ttgerous  boilers  from  the  lower  portions 
i  the  building.  Those  would  be  re- 
K)Ted  on  the  first  opportunity. 

Us.  HANBUR Y  thought  an  excellent 
>portunity  now  existed  for  adding  to 
te  collection  of  Syrian  sculpture  in  the 
■itish  Museum  by  the  purchase,  at  a  very 
iall  cost,  of  samples  of  Syrian  art  and 
lueology,  which  were  lying  exposed  to 

Vol.  XXn.  [fourth  series.] 


the  sun  and  weather  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Nineveh  and  along  the  head  of  the 
Tigris.  He  had  had  the  opportunity  of 
visiting  Nineveh,  and  had  been  much 
struck  by  these  priceless  archasological 
treasures,  with  their  inscriptions,  which 
furnished  the  key  to  Syrian  history, 
lying  neglected  and  unprotected.  The 
Pasha  of  the  district  has  expressed  his 
readiness  to  sell  them  for  a  very  moderate 
sum  indeed,  and  the  cost  of  transport 
would  be  small.  There  ought  to  be  some 
Member  of  the  Government  to  whom 
they  could  appeal,  and  who  would  take  a 
special  interest  in  matters  of  this  kind. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  his 
responsibility  was  concerned  with  the 
fabric  and  with  any  structural  alterations 
which  might  be  decided  upon.  He  would 
not  therefore  follow  the  last  speaker^s 
remarks,  though  no  doubt  the  Trustees 
of  the  Museum  were  fully  alive  to  the 
subject.  He  was  not  personally  re- 
sponsible for  framing  the  Estimates,  but, 
as  far  as  he  was  aware,  no  demand  by 
the  Trustees  of  the  Museum  for  money 
for  necessary  alterations  had  been  ref us^ 
by  the  Government.  He  did  not  think 
there  were  any  unfinished  building  work 
at  the  Museum. 

Sir  R.  temple  said,  there  were 
scaffolding  up  outside  portions  of  the 
building. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was 
not  aware  of  any  new  work.  Though 
the  inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Tomlinson)  rightly  referred 
to  a  subsequent  Vote,  he  would  say  that 
it  was  not  part  of  the  duty  of  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  to  interfere  with 
the  discretion  of  the  Trustees  in  such  a 
matter. 

Mr.  tomlinson  said,  the  Com- 
mittee were  asked  to  vote  money  for 
alterations  in  the  Museum  buildings,  and 
he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Min- 
ister in  charge  to  give  some  reasons  for 
carrying  out  these  changes.  He  believed 
the  proposed  change  in  the  rooms  for 
gold  ornaments  and  medals  would  not 
tend  to  the  security  or  safety  of  the 
gold  ornaments,  and  that  was  why  he 
urged  this  matter  on  the  attention  of  the 
First  Commissioner. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  matter  came  within  his 
Department.     He  understood   that   the 

2  Z 
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bfafthgeiD  thoToomB  hsd  been  MDCtioned 
•ither  last  jeax  or  two  years  ago  ;  bnt 
had  not  yet  been  completed.  The 
TniBteM  aousidered  the  re-amngemeat  of 
the  roomB  desirable,  and  so  far  as  he  was 
eoDcerned  his  responaibility  lay  entirely  is 
Uiy  atructaral  alterations  of  the  building. 

"Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  was  sure 
the  Committee  did  not  wish  to  press  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  as  to  matters  of 
detail  connected  with  the  Department 
which  they  were  all  so  glad  to  see  him 
presiding  over  ;  but  some  protest  should 
be  made  against  the  doctrine  laid  down 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
Tmsteea  of  the  British  Museum  were 
the  authority  to  which  in  these  matters 
Parliament  should  bow.  The  Govcra- 
ment  were  responsible  to  Farliameut  for 
the  expenditure  of  this  money,  and  Par- 
liament was  entitled  to  an  explanation 
with  regard  to  it  from  the  Goverament. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  all 
he  bad  stated,  or  meant  to  convey,  was 
that  the  matter  did  not  come  under  the 
jurisdictiou  of  his  Department,  which 
was  interested  only  in  questions  affecting 
thf  Miiaeum  buildings, 

Sm  J.  T.  HIBBERT  explained  that 
all  applications  by  the  Trustees  of  tt)e 
British  Museum  were  first  considered  by 
the  Treasury — which  had  full  control — 
and  approved  of  before  being  laid  before 
Parliament, 

Mr.  BARTLKY  said,  the  First  Com- 
missioner had  stated  he  was  not  aware 
that  there  bad  been  any  refusal  on  the 
part  of  his  Department  of  anything  the 
Trustees  of  the  Museum  wanted  in  the 
way  of  building.  As  he  had  spent  a  : 
good  deal  of  his  life  connected  with  one 
of  the  Public  Departments,  he  could  say 
that  the  Departments  were  always  most 
anxious  to  obtain  money  for  thoir  pur- 
poses, and  be  was  xure  tJiat  this  money 
wonld  not  have  been  given  up  by  the 
Trustees  of  the  Museum  unless  great 
pressure  had  been  brought  to  bear  on 
them  by  the  Treasury  to  reduce  their 
demand  for  money  for  repairs  and  new 
baildings  to  the  lowest  possible  amount, 
especially  as  they  were  in  want  of  addi- 
tional accommodation  for  their  treasnres. 

Sm  J.  T.  HIBBERT  said,  he  could 

give  a  satisfactory  answer  to  the  boo. 

Gentleman.     The  £l,000had  been  spent 

last    year    on     the    liasemont    for    the 

Mr.  ff.  Ghdttane 


m 

'  Assyrian  senlptnre,  and,  as  that  wo: 
had  been  completed,  it  was  not  necessa: 
to  ask  for  any  more  money  for  the  pn 
pose.  The  Trnsteee  also  knowing  th: 
the  Government  had  in  prospect  tb 
large  soheme  for  obtaining  addition 
land  around  the  Museum,  involving  t 
expenditure  of  £200,000,  thought  it  wi 
to  hold  their  hands  for  a  time  befa 
they  asked  for  money  for  farther  e: 
tensions,  for  they  would  under  tb 
scheme  be  able  to  extend  their  buildinj 
in  a  more  satisfactory  way. 

Mk.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  hi 
learned  that  the  scaffoldings  referred  ' 
by  the  hou.  Baronet  the  Member  fi 
Kingston  were  put  up  for  the  ordinal 
external  repairs,  and  had  nothing  to  ( 
with  any  unfiuished  new  work. 

Mr.  A.  C.  MORTON  thought  thi 
enough  money  had  uow  been  spent  ( 
Assyrian  bulls.  If  the  Government  ha 
any  other  bulls  in  view — such  as  Iris 
bulls — the  House  might  consider  whetb> 
it  ought  not  to  vote  more  money  for  the 
purchase. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  the  matt: 
he  had  called  attention  to  referred 
altersilions  in  structure,  and  wis  thw 
fore  relevant  to  the  present  Vote,  ti 
objected  on  principle  to  being  referred  1 
the  next  Vote,  and  when  that  Vote  cam 
up  and  ho  asked  for  particulars  <^  (lu 
re-arrangement  of  the  rooms  to  be  tok 
that  be  was  not  in  Order,  as  the  Vote  fa 
structures  had  been  disposed  of. 

Mk.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  B«i4 
that  outside  the  very  high  railing  ir 
front  of  the  British  Museum  there  was  i 
small  railing,  breast  high,  enclosing  fin 
or  six  feet  of  the  footpath.  The  smal 
railing  had  probably  been  put  up  abov 
30  years  ago  to  keep  off  boys  fron 
climbing  up  the  main  railing,  but  as  lb 
latter  was  now  sufficiently  intimidalJDg 
and  as  there  were  policemen  about  uigt 
aud  day,  the  small  railing  might  h 
removed  and  five  or  six  feet  added  toth 
footpath,  which  was  all  too  narrow  to 
the  crowds  of  people  who  visited  th> 
Museum  on  holidays. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  lool 
into  that  matter, 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  asked  ft 
some  information  regarding  the  item  a 
£950  to  provide  additional  space  in  tk 
copyright    department.       Was    it    «■ 
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nected  with  any  new  development,  or 
expected  development,  of  the  Copyright 
Law?  That  law  was  not  iu  a  satis- 
fActorr  position  at  present ;  it  would 
oertaiolj  have  to  be  attended  to  in  a 
8liort  time,  and  unless  there  was  some 
completed  plan  with  regard  to  the  Law 
of  Copyright,  he  doubted  the  wisdom  of 
this  large  expenditure. 

Mr.    HANBURY   said,   he  did  not 

know  why  there  should   be  an  annual 

charge  of  £1,000  for  furniture  for  the 

British  Museum.     It  was  not  an  iusti- 

tntioa   where  one  would   have  thought 

there  was  a  constant  demand  for  fresh 

'uraitare ;  and  if  this  sum  were  spent 

Teulj  the   Museum   must   be   crowded 

with  old  furniture,  for  there  was  never 

^ny  mention  of  an  appropriation  iu  aid  by 

^be  sale   of   old    furniture.     He   would 

Uke  to  know  wliat  became   of  the  old 

famitnre. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  was 
l^kd  to  see  a  Vote  of  £3,850  for  Bethnal 
Oreen  Museum.     Instead  of  spending  all 
the  money  on  the  West  End  of  London, 
"Where  those  who  called  themselves  the 
I      ^ristoeracy  lived,  some  of  it  sliould  be 
I      •levoted  to  the  East  End  or  the  South 
I     ^Ve0t.     He  should  like  some  explunation 
1     of  the  item  of  £3,o00  for  rent  of  Gal- 
1    Series  at  South  Kensington,  and  why  it 
\    ^M  required  to  speud  £4,500  on  tem- 
porary buildings  in  that  Museum.  There 
^u  also  an  item  of  £860  for  rent  of 
cileries,  in  the  Imperial  Institute  which 
^owed   an    increase   of  £110  over  the 
Vote  of  last  year.     He  objected  to  the 
^otc  lant  year  because  it  looked  like  a 
•uhsidy  to  the  Imperial  Institute,  which 
^^  generally  speaking,  rcgardcu  as  a 
'^ham    and    a    farce,    in   which   no   one 
^k    any   interest    except    a    few   ad- 
Venturers  and  company  promoters. 

Mr.    POWELL  WILLIAMS  asked 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state  to  the 

-.  Committee  how  far  the  completion  of  the 

I  ^tmth  Kensington  Museum  building  was 

I   "Cing  proceeded  with.     To  tlieir  present 

:  ^Uisightly   condition    as    seen  from   tlie 

:  Public  rood  it  would  be  difficult  to  find 

•   parallel  in  this  or  any  other  country. 

"^e  had  lK3en  unable  to  find  that  any  pro- 

S>^es8  had  been  made  in  that  direction. 

^Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  that  it 
^•0  hoped  a  beginning  would  be  made 
^ith  the  new  buildings  at  South  Ken- 
^tigton  next  year.     There  were  obvious 
ns  for  not  going  on  with  them  this 


year.  By  the  completion  of  a  number 
of  new  and  heavy  works  in  the  course  of 
the  present  year  a  sura  of  £60,000  would 
be  set  free,  so  to  speak,  without  sub- 
stantially adding  to  the  Votes  for  Public 
Buildings  next  year.  In  the  meantime, 
a  sum  of  £4,500  was  asked  for  this  year 
to  provide  temporary  accommodation  for 
the  South  Kensington  staff.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers would  agree  that  the  Department 
was  acting  wisely  iu  equalising  the  ex- 
penditure year  by  year,  and  money  would 
be  saved  in  the  long  run  by  the  erection 
of  temporary  buildings. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  asked  whether 
plans  had  been  adopted  for  the  new 
buildings  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  plans 
had  been  approved. 

Mr.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  said,  it 
was  desirable  the  plans  should  be  ex- 
hibited. 

Mr.  BARTLEY,  speaking  from  con- 
siderable experience  of  expenditure  on 
the  South  Kensington  buildings,  objected 
to  an  expenditure  of  £4,500  on  tem- 
porary buildings  which  would  have  to  be 
pulled  down  to  make  room  for  the  per- 
manent structure.  There  were  several 
acres  of  laud  at  South  Kensington  merely 
covered  with  grass,  and  which  might  l)e 
built  upon,  and  common-sense  would 
surely  dictate  that  this  money  should  l>e 
expended  in  making  a  commencement 
with  the  permanent  buildings  there, 
leaving  the  l)oilers  alone.  It  seemed 
n)ost  extravagant  to  employ  the  money 
as  proposed  upon  a  building  in  which 
the  staff  were  to  be  placed  temporarily 
while  the  pulling  down  was  going  on.  A 
block  of  buildings  might  be  put  up  at  the 
south-west  corner,  where  at  least  a 
couple  of  acres  of  land  were  available, 
and  the  "  Boilers"  would,  of  course,  ulti- 
mately have  to  come  <lown. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  the  plan 
(•ontemplatcd  building  over  a  considerable 
area,  part  of  which  was  not  at  present 
occupied  at  all.  Undoubtedly  some  provi- 
sion must  be  made  for  the  accommodation 
of  the  staff,  lie  had  understood  that  the 
new  buildings  erecteil  on  the  vacant  site 
would  be  utilised  for  that  purpose,  and 
the  £4,500  should  be  employed  in  that 
way  rather  than  in  the  erection  of  tem- 
porary buildings  which  would  have  soon 
to  be  removed  as  absolutely  worthless. 
The  Committee  ought  really  to  be  further 
informed  as  to  the  progress  of  the  build- 
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Mk.  POWELL  WILLIAMS  : 
geated  that  the  Govenimeiit  should  tsko 
this  opportUDit;  of  making  known  to  the 
House  of  Commons  generoll;  what  plans 
had  been  approved  for  these  buildings. 
He,  at  any  rate,  had  not  seen  them. 
That  was  the  more  desirable,  as  the 
right  boQ.  Gentleman  had  told  them  he 
was  going  to  ask  Parliament  for  a  Vote 
for  these  bnildinga  next  year.  Surely 
they  should  know  what  the  bnildiags 
were  to  be  like.  Another  importaut  con- 
Bidemtion  was  that  they  should  not  be 
tiuilt  of  unsuitable  materials  for  the 
atmosphere  of  London,  as  had  occurred 
'in  other  instances  where  white  stone  and 
red  brick,  both  easily  spoiled  and  defiled, 
had  been  used.  Terra  cotta  would 
much  more  successfully  resist  tbe  ill- 
effects  of  our  London  atmosphere. 

'Mb.  H.  GLADSTONE  sUted  that  tbe 
plans  were  approved  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment. He  would  be  glad  to  arrange  for 
the  plans  being  exhibited  in  tbe  tea- 
room. As  to  the  charge  for  furniture 
for  the  British  Museum,  he  was  informed 
that  certaiu  things  had  to  be  supplied 
in  the  nature  of  fittings  for  certain 
official  residences,  but  the  larger  part  of 
the  money  was  expended  in  cases  and 
necessary  furniture  for  the  Museum. 
With  regard  to  the  rent  paid  to  the 
Imperial  Institute,  an  arrangement  had 
been  made  that,  for  the  gallery  occupied 
by  the  Department,  it  should  pay 
annually  3  per  cent  on  the  cost  of  that 
part  of  the  building, 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  objected  to  the 
Department  occupying  any  part  of  the 
Imperial  Institute,  and  to  public  money 
being  paid  to  an  Institute  which  did  no 
good  whatever,  aud  was  got  up  to  pro- 
vide salaries  for  adventurers.  He  was 
afraid  this  was  a  subsidy  to  the  Imperial 
Institute,  which  was  shoved  into  the 
Estimates  for  the  first  time  by  the  late 
Government. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order! 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  was  only 
pointing  out  that  these  arrangements 
were  a  sham  and  were  merely  a  fraud 
upon  the  public.  Why  was  it  necessary 
to  give  public  money  to  the  Imperial 
Institute  ? 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSMID  said,  it  struck  him 
that,  instead  of  pulllogdown  the  "  Boilers  " 
JUr,  J,  Lovrther 


and  erecting  temporary  buildinf 
a  cost  of  £4,500,  it  would  be  1 
to  commence  permanent  buildin; 
once ;  and,  if  necessary,  to  house  th( 
temporarily  in  the  permanent  buili 
That  would  be  far  more  economical 
to  put  up  temporary  buildings  at  a 
siderabte  cost.  And  there  was  al 
a  danger  of  their  being  maint 
when  once  erected,  however  little 
might  have  been  at  first  intended, 
remembered  a  good  many  years  ago 
temporary  bnildings  being  put  up 
Parliament,  as  so  much  money  had 
spent  upon  them,  ultimately  made 
permanent,  so  that  they  remained  ai 
sore  to  this  day.  The  expenditui 
large  sums  upon  temporary  building 
very  bad  in  principle.  No  doub 
Vice  President  wanted  his  staff  i 
properly  housed  somewhere  or  othei 
that  was  no  reason  why  these  buil< 
should  be  pulled  down  and  temporary 
erected,  when  a  commencement  d 
be  madeon  the  permanent  structure 
where.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  n 
have  to  offer  a  better  explanation  i 
would  satisfy  him  and  a  good  manyt 
Members  of  the  House. 

'Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  sud,  it 
only  after  the  most  careful  considvi 
3oncluHion  had  been  come  to  tbsl 
wiser  course  was  to  build  accommodi 
for  the  staff  on  the  site  of  the  *'  Boit< 
which  at  present  were  in  tbemselv 
source  of  considerable  danger,  altbt 
that  was  not  the  principal  reason 
rranoving  them.  There  was  not 
slightest  wish  to  expend  large  sami 
temporary  buildings,  which  he  tg 
would  be  great  waste.  This  wat 
most  convenient  place  for  locating 
staflT.  He  would  be  very  unwillin) 
authorise  temporary  buildings   unlei 

u  absolutely  necessary  to  do  so. 

Mr.  PLDNKET  (Dublin  Univen 
said,  it  was  certainly  desirable  that  t 
hideous  things  called  the  "Boili 
should  be  removed,  but  he  would 
whether  they  were  to  understand 
the  erection  of  temporary  build 
was  to  serve  as  an  excuse  for  postpo 
the  commencement  of  permanent  bi 
ings,  in  order  that  another  year  m 
elapse  before  the  House  pledged  itee 
the  larger  expenditure.  They  had  ij 
money  on  good  plans  which  had  I 
xhibited  and  approved ;  and  he  sb( 
ike  an  assurance   that  the  works  • 
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really  going    to   be   taken  in  hand  and 

carried  tbroagh.     The  only  way  to  ensure 

sometiiiDg  being    done  was   to  get  the 

opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons  upon 

the  matter.    Of  course,  the  Treasury  was 

naturally  anxious,  as  always,  to  postpone 

the  incurring  of  considerable  expenditure. 

He  had  had  that  struggle  many  a  time, 

aod  could  assure  his  right  hon.   Friend 

he  also  would  have  to  undergo  it.     He 

wanted  an  undertaking  that  the  Office  of 

Works  would  not  put  off  the  House  of 

CommoDS  with  this  small   expenditure, 

bat  that  they  would  obtain  the  consent 

of  the  Treasury  at  the  earliest  possible 

iDoment  to  the  principal  scheme  being 

ctiried  out. 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  he  had 
already,  in  the  absence  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  stated  that  next  year  the 
Treasury  would  present  an  Estimate 
for  the  commencement  of  the  new 
Inildings.  It  was  not  possible  to  do  it 
this  year  on  account  of  the  large  expen- 
diture for  other  works,  which  would  be 
completed  within  the  year.  The  Public 
Buildings  Vote  showed  an  increase  of 
^,000  for  works  which  would  be 
completed  within  the  year  ;  and  to  that 
^tent  the  Department  would  l)e  set  free 
for  next  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
iDan  would  recognise  that  the  Depart- 
feeot  could  not  commence  the  whole  of 
tbe  buildings  at  once. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  said,  the   explana- 

^  given  were  so  unsatisfactory  that 

^should  conclude  by  moving  the  reduc- 

^  of  this  item.     There  was  no  doubt 

^  Government  could  spend  this  £4,500 

^  erecting  permanent  buildings  in  which 

I    ^  staff  could   be  temporarily  housed, 

I    Uhl  thus  obviate  the  necessity  for  erect- 

i     ing  temporary    buildings.     The    rough 

[    tttimate  of  the  whole  expenditure  to  be 

iocnrred  was  about  £500,000  ;  and  that 

flowed  the  size  of  the  site  that  had  to 

be  covered.     It  did  seem  a  most  extra- 

oidinary  way  to  set  about  this  work  to 

l^in  by  erecting  temporary  buildings. 

The    "Boilers,"  as   they   were    called, 

^&e   only   to    be  temporary   buildings 

^hen  they  were  erected  in  1857  ;  and  if 

temporary  buildings  were  put;  up  now 

Aey  would  probably  remain  as  long  as 

tbe  *'  Boilers ''  had  done.  The  assurances 

that  had  been  given  might  be  given  in 

good  faith,   but  they   were   not   worth 

Very     much,     because,      before     next 

>ear,    another    set    of     officials    might 


reign  at  the  Treasury  who  might 
have  different  views  on  the  matter. 
The  whole  system  upon  which  the  ex- 
tension was  being  carried  out  was  very 
unsatisfactory.  He  objected  to  the 
hiring  of  these  spaces  on  the  other  side 
of  the  road.  The  country  was  paying 
many  hundreds  a  year  for  the  rental  of 
these  buildings  outside,  when  there  was 
as  a  fact  plenty  of  space  otherwise.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  whole  system 
was  in  a  state  of  chaos.  The  present 
proposal  was  to  put  up  temporary  sheds, 
which  would  be  as  ugly  as  the  old 
"  Boilers.**  He  said  that  the  time  had 
come  when  they  ought  to  stop  this  hap- 
hazard expenditure.  They  ought  to  have 
proper  plans  submitted  to  them,  and 
those  plans  ought  to  be  carried  out.  In 
the  interest  of  the  taxpayers  and  of  the 
South  Kensington  Museum  itself,  he 
should  move  a  reduction  of  this  sum  of 
£4,500,  so  that  they  might  really  test 
the  feeling  of  the  Committee  upon  the 
matter. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Item  J,  for  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment Buildings,  be  rcclaced  by  £4,500,  in 
respect  of  Temporary  Buildings  at  South 
Kensington.*' — QMr.  Bartley,) 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSAlD  (St.  Pancras,  S.) 
said,  tliat  the  report  which  reached  him 
was  that  the  '^  Boilers "  were  used  for 
an  entirely  different  purpose  from  the  one 
pointed  out  by  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Council.  They  were  used  now  and  then 
for  the  purpose  of  examining  plans  which 
were  sent  up  from  tlie  country,  and  were 
not  occupied  by  the  permanent  staff.  The 
permanent  staff  were  housed  near  the 
Oratory.  He  wanted  to  know  whether 
it  was  not  possible  to  economise  by  be- 
ginning to  build  at  the  other  end,  near 
the  buildings  where  the  permanent  staff 
was  now  accommodated,  leaving  the 
"  Boilers "  to  be  dealt  with  last,  when 
their  temporary  occupation  could  be 
made  permanent.  It  struck  him  that, 
instead  of  pulling  down  the  *'  Boilers  " 
in  order  to  erect  temporary  buildings  at 
a  cost  of  £4,oOO,  it  would  be  far  better 
to  commence  permanent  buildings  at 
once  in  which  the  staff  could  be  housed. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  said, 
there  seemed  to  be  some  misapprehen- 
sion with  regard  to  this  Vote.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
thought  that  the  **  Boilers "  were  a 
series   of  iron   sheds,   and   he    believed 
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tbey     were     not     used    for    the 
3se6  of  the  staff,  but  were  deposito- 
or  the  examination  of  plans.     Whe- 
they  were   used    for   plans  or  for 
es,  the  "  Boilers  "  occupied  the  site 
t  the  Government  ought  to  start  upon 
>nce  for  the  finishing  of  the  buildings, 
n  hon.  Member  :   No  I  ]      Well,  he 
ew    South    Kensington   just  as   well 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  cried  "  no." 
hey  had  at  least  to  complain  that  the 
ppearance  of  one  of  the  most  beautiful 
uildings     in    London — he    meant     the 
3rompton  Oratory — was   spoiled  by  the 
infinished  state  of  the  South  Kensington 
buildings ;    and,    consequently,  he    said 
that  they  ought  to  start  with  the  com- 
pletion of  the  frontage  of  those  buildings 
fts  near  to  the  Oratory  as  possible.  When 
they   found  that   that  was  the  point  at 
which  some  of  the  staff  were  situated  it 
seemed  to*  him  that  the   First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  had  made  out  a  strong 
case  for  getting  rid  of  the  "  Boilers  "  and 
completing   the    front  of  the    Museum. 
The  hon.  Member   for  Kensington  said 
that  the  staff  could  be  accommodated  by 
starting  a  new  building  at  the  other  end 
of  the  premises.     He  thought  that  by  the 
time  the  "Boilers"  were  pulled  down, 
and  the  temporary  building  erected,  they 
would  find  that  there  was  no  necessity 
for  completing   the    new   block    at  the 
south-west  corner  of  the  Museum,  because 
by  that   time  public  opinion  in  London 
would  protest  against  the  Imperial  Insti- 
tute being  used  for  its  present  purposes, 
and  would    demand    that   it    should  be 
handed  over  to  the   South   Kensington 
Authorities,  and  be  devoted  to  mechani- 
cal engineering,  instead  of  being  devoted 
to  the  uses  of  ^*  Diplomatic  Johnnies  and 
Colonial  Bounders."     It  was  his  opinion 
that  they  ought  to  have  the  staff  housed 
in  a  portion  of  the  building  in  close  prox- 
imity to  the  Oratory,  and  that  they  ought 
to  have  these  dangerous  "  Boilers  "  pulled 
down  at  once.     Although  he  was  opposed 
to  the  general  system  of  temporary  build- 
ings of  any  kind  whatever,  he  thought 
that,  under  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
the  Government  were  entitled  to  ask  for 
a  sum  of  money  to  complete  the  front  of 
the  Museum,  so  as  to  place  it  in  harmony 
with  the  beautiful   buildings  both   right 
and  left. 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  that 
this  proposal  for  the  erection  of  tem- 
l>orary   buildings    was   not  a  new    one. 

Mr,  John  Bums 


It  was  decided  upon   by  the  late   Ga^ 
vemment  two  years  ago.       He  was  nc% 
more  desirous  than  the  hon.  Gtjntlemikv 
opposite    to    see    temporary    buildin 
erected.   The  immediate  necessity,  ho 
ever,  was  the  provision  of  a  building  f  ^ 
the  staff.     The    staff  was  very   insu^^ 
ciently  provided  for   at  present,  and 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  the  fi*^  . 
extension  made    should    be  devoted 
their  purpose.     The    hon.  Member 
Islington  said  it  would  be  a  wise  coi^^; 
to  erect  a  portion  of  the  building  and  to 

the  staff  in  it,  and  then  to  remove  it  ag£~ . 

The   effect  of  that  would  be  that  t 
would  have  to  erect  in  another  portio     -3 
the  ground  a  building  for  the  staff,  w^Kzij 
would  afterwards   have  to  be  used       / 
exhibition  purposes.     As  it  was  obi^^ioi: 
that   no  building    could  be  equally   ^uit 
able  for  both  purposes,  he   could     only 
say   that  that  course  did  not  commeiM/ 
itself  to  his  mind,  and  that  he  did  wn 
think   it  would    commend  itself  to  the 
Committee,  if  they  had  the  plans  before 
them.     The  course  now  recommended  to 
the  Committee  seemed  to  him  to  be  (be 
wisest  one  that  could  be  followed,  ukI 
indeed    the   only     one    that    could  be 
adopted. 

Sir  H.    maxwell  (Wigton)  said, 
he  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  agreed  to  exhibit  these  plans  afresu 
in  the  tea-room.    He  was  not  aware  him- 
self that  the  opinion  of  hon.  Members 
had  been  invited  upon  the  plans.    The 
impression   left  upon  his  mind  was  tha^ 
the  style    of  architecture    adopted  wa 
neither      classical      nor      Gothic,    ^ 
Renaissance,  nor  English  domestic  arct 
tecture.    It    was  totally  a  new  scho 
There  was,  undoubtedly,  great  merit 
originality,   but   he    should  be    glad 
know  whether  there  was  any  chsDC 
the  plans  being  reconsidered. 

Mr.    GIBSON     BOWLES    (I 
Regis)   said,  he  should   not  go  int 
various  styles  of  the  architecture  ( 
building,  but  should  address  him5 
the   sole   question   whether    they 
going  to  spend   £4,500  on  a   ten) 
building     or   upon   a    permanent 
ing.     The  hon.   Member   for   B 
had   argued   that    they   should 
temporary  building  because  a  p€ 
building  would  never  l>e  requir 
much  as  he  intended  to  turn  the 
Institute   into   a  school   of    m 
engineering.      He    had    said  > 
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ad  these  buildings  called  <'  Boilers/' 
1  these  **  Boilers  "  was  housed  the  staff 
f  8oath  KensiDgton  Museum.  Thej  had 
«)  acres  of  ground  vacant,  upon  which 
'  some  time  they  were  going  to  erect  a 
irmanent  building.  How  were  they 
>ing  to  erect  this  permanent  building? 
hey  might  begin  by  erecting  a  part  of 
e  permanent  building  on  the  vacant 
ound.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
at,  first  of  all,  they  must  pull  down  the 
Boilers,"  and  then  erect  the  temporary 
ilding.  He  presumed  that  what  was 
3ant  was  that  the  temporary  building 
IS  to  be  erected  first,  and  then  the 
srks  and  staff  were  to  be  transferred, 
d  that  afterwards  a  permanent  building 
IS  to  be  erected,  and  at  some  future 
Qe  the  staff  and  clerks  were  to  be  trans- 
rred  from  their  second  temporary  home 
bo  their  permanent  home.  It  seemed 
be  plain  that  the  whole  of  the  money 
oposed  to  be  devoted  to  this  building 
>uld  be  absolutely  thrown  away. 
)t  them  take  the  £4,500  and  begin 
•on  the  vacant  ground  with  the  per- 
anent  buildings.     It  would  be  as  good, 

any  rate,  as  any  temporary  buUding 
at  could  be  erected,  and  useful  as  well 
r  other  purposes.  They  would  then 
ve  the'£4,500,  instead  of  putting  it  into 
building  which  must  hereafter  l^  taken 
>wn,  and  they  would  be  putting  an  end 
>  the  system  of  temporary  buildings,  an 
nuDgement  which  was  a  disgrace  to 
K>Qth  Kensington,  and  hoA  made  the 
•uilding  ridiculous  in  the  eyes  of  the 
tiatic  world. 

•Sir  J.  GOLDSMID  said,  he  should 
^  to  know  where  it  was  intended  to 
2rect  these  temporary  buildings  ?  He 
iras  inclined  to  think  that  the  staff  who 
^ere  said  to  be  now  occupying  the 
*  Boilers  "  might  prefer  to  remain  in  their 
iresent  quarters  rather  than  be  removed 
k  long  way  away  from  their  work.  He 
nis  glad  to  see  that  the  Vice  President 
ttd  come  back  to  the  House,  because 
bej  would  be  pleased  to  know  how  he  was 
loing  to  arrange  for  the  housing  of  the 
taff  who  wero  temporarily  accom- 
Kxlated  in  the  ''Boilers.''  They  had 
etrd  that  a  good  portion  of  the  per- 
tanent  staff  occupied  the  ''  Boilers,"  but 
e  Qoderstood  that  it  was  only  a  portion 

the  staff  which  was  sent  into  the 
Boilers  **  in  order  to  examine  the  plans 
bich  came  up  from  the  country,  and 
It  they   were   not   occupied    by    the 


regular  permanent  staff.  It  was  necessary 
that  they  should  have  some  explanation 
as  to  how  this  matter  stood,  and  as  to 
what  was  really  intended  to  be  done. 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Botherham)  said,  that  the  present  accom- 
modation was  absolutely  unsuitable  for 
the  staff.  Hon.  Members  seemed  to  think 
that  providing  proper  accommodation  for 
the  staff  was  a  very  immaterial  matter. 
If,  however,  they  would  take  the  trouble 
to  go  down  one  day  and  inspect  the 
"Boilers"  they  would  find  some  well- 
known  and  distinguished  men  like  Mr. 
Morris  and  Mr.  Crane  located  there.  He 
thought  that  wa<«  a  disreputable  place  for 
them  to  be  in.  Thej  were  just  as  much 
members  of  the  permanent  staff  as  any 
others.  He  understood  that  the  building 
was  to  be  on  the  other  side  of  the  Ex- 
hibition Road.  A  very  important  part  of 
their  work  was  carried  on  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Exhibition  Road,  but  as  a 
fact  it  did  not  really  matter  on  which  side 
the  buildings  were  placed. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  nobody 
had  addressed  himself  to  the  practical 
question  involved  in  the  Amendment.  Why 
could  not  the  Government  commence  by 
erecting  permanent  buildings  on  the 
vacant  ground  ?  Why  could  they  not 
commence  their  expenditure  upon  that 
portion  of  the  ground  which  was  now 
vacant,  and  house  the  staff  in  the  build- 
ings so  erected,  thereby  saving  this 
expenditure  of  £4,500  ? 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  he  was 
glad  the  Government  had  promised  to 
exhibit  these  plans  again  in  the  tea- 
room. He  must  say  he  had  been  a  pretty 
regular  attendant  at  the  House,  but  he 
had  never  seen  these  plans.  Possibly 
they  were  put  in  the  tea-room  during 
the  time  of  the  General  Election.  As  he 
understood,  they  were  not  bound  to  these 
plans  although  a  tender  had  been 
accepted.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
answer  of  the  Government  was  not  a 
very  good  one  as  to  the  erection  of  tem- 
porary buildings.  He  did  not  suppose 
that  they  wanted  to  waste  the  money  of 
the  taxpayers,  which  could  be  very  much 
better  expended  in  other  parts  of  Lrondon. 
The  Museum  ought  not  to  be  made  a 
lounge  for  the  aristocracy.  It  was  not 
clear  to  his  mind  that  it  was  necessary  to 
spend  this  money  on  temporary  buildings. 
He  thought  it  could  be  spent  upon  new 
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buildings,  aud  so  sav^.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  say  that  the  matter  had  been  well 
considered,  but  they  were  not  bound  by 
the  official  mind.  He  found  that  what 
the  officials  wanted  was  money,  and  they 
knew  that  a  great  deal  of  it  was  wasted. 
He  hoped  the  Governmeht  would  con- 
sider whether  this  money  could  not  be 
saved  by  spending  it  upon  a  part  of  the 
permanent  buildings  instead  of  upon  a 
temporary  building.  They  might  put  it 
upon  what  side  they  liked,  but  let  them 
put  it  where  it  would  be  permanent.  As 
at  present  contemplated  the  money  would 
be  wasted. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  said,  that  what- 
ever  might  be  the  merits  of  the  question 
he  did  not  think  that  they  could  be 
satisfied  by  the  explanation  of  the  Vice 
President.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wanted  to  get  the  staff  out  of  their 
temporary  accommodation  in  the 
"  Boilers,"  and  yet  he  proposed  to  put 
up  another  temporary  building  for  their 
accommodation.  It  would  be  a  great 
deal  better  that  a  permanent  buildicg 
shonid  be  constructed ;  and  in  the 
interests  of  economy,  and  the  carrying 
out  of  public  works  for  the  public  advan- 
tage, he  thought  that  the  Committee 
ought  to  express  its  view  against  this 
proposal. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
only  desire  of  the  Government  was  to 
carry  out  the  work  as  economically  as 
possible.  By  the  pulling  down  of  the 
"  Boilers  "  the  staff  would  be  displaced, 
and  up  to  the  present  time  it  had  not 
been  found  possible  to  find  accommoda- 
tion for  the  staff  in  any  other  way  than 
that  suggested.  If  they  could  find 
temporary  accommodation  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood they  would  endeavour  to  obtain 
the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  to  alter  the 
proposal  so  that  the  staff  could  be  place<l 
in  any  accommodation  so  found. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  the  Committee 
now  heard  that  although  the  Govern- 
ment were  asking  for  £4,500  for 
temporary  buildings,  that  between  this 
and  the  erection  of  the  building  they 
would,  if  they  found  it  convenient,  go  to 
the  Treasury  for  power  to  expend  the 
money  in  a  direction  different  to  the 
verdict  expressed  by  Parliament.  Their 
argument  was  that  they  ought  to  begin 
the  permanent  buildings.  What  the 
Vide  President  had  told  him  was  that 

Mr,  A,  C  Morton 


the  '*  Boilers  "  were  used  for  looking  a1 
the  national  competition  drawings.  H 
there  was  a  place  that  could  be  used  with 
advantage  for  the  purposes  suggested  he 
should  say  that  it  would  be  one  of  the 
new  courts  of  the  Museum.  Nothing 
could  be  better  than  that  one  of  these 
new  courts  should  take  the  place  of  the 
present  "Boilers."  The  hon.  Membei 
for  Battersea  had  said  that  he  wanted  to 
beautify  the  space  between  the  Museum 
and  the  Oratory.  There  was  ample  room 
at  the  bottom  of  the  building  next  to  the 
Oratory  to  put  up  a  new  block  quite  as 
large  as  the  "  Boilers  "  themselves.  The 
"  Boilers  "  were  not  next  to  the  Oratory, 
There  was  no  question  whatever  that  \i 
the  Government  thought  proper  to  do  il 
they  could  set  to  work  aud  put  up  one 
section  of  the  new  building  which  would 
do  perfectly  well  for  all  the  purposes 
required. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
plans  had  been  accepted,  and  that  altera- 
tions, though  possible,  would  involve  a 
severe  fine.  Some  provision  must  be 
made  at  once,  otherwise  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  house  the  staff. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  25  ; 
Noes  82. — (Division  List,  No.  9.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE  called  attention  ti 
the  next  item,  £2,800  odd,  for  the  pax 
chase  of  property  adjacent  to  the  Bethna 
Green  Museum.  Would  the  right  hor 
Gentleman  tell  the  Committee  somethin| 
about  it — what  that  property  was,  whai 
purpose  it  was  to  serve,  and  to  wb«< 
extent  the  Museum  would  be  benefited 
by  it? 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  explained  that 
the  expenditure  was  to  acquire  a  small 
amount  of  property  which  projected  into 
the  open  space  at  present  existing,  and 
which  was  a  source  of  danger  from  fire. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  asked  for  ao 
explanation  of  an  item  of  £860  paid  to 
the  Imperial  Institute.  He  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  any  form  of  subsidising  out  of 
public  money  the  Institute,  which  be 
regarded  as  a  fraud  on  the  nation 
altogether.  Public  money  had  been  ob- 
tained and  buildings  promised,  but  the 
money  had  been  spent  elsewhere.  He 
asked  whether  any  agreement  had  beea 
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in  this  matter,  and  if  bo  what  it 


:M«.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  sum 
r&8  a  tenniDable  payment  for  rent  of 
ooms  in  the  Institute,  space  being  wanted 
it  South  Kensington. 

liiR.  JOHN  BURNS  called  attention 

to  an  item  of  £3,850  for  the  purchase  of 

houses  adjacent   to  the  Bethnal    Green 

Htiseum   in  order  to  pull  them  down. 

He   stated    that    the    London    Countj 

Council  had  recently  acquired  seven  or 

eight  acres  of  ground  near  the  Museum 

for  an  open  space,  and  suggested  that 

tbe  First  Commissioner  of  Works  should 

confer  with  the  architect  of  the  County 

Council  with  a  view  to  the  work  being 

curied  out  as  a  whole  in  a  symmetrical 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  undertook  to 

'     do  this. 

Sir  R.  temple  asked  what  had 
Wi  done  to  improve  the  accommodation 
for  the  Art  students  at  South  Kensington 
^hen  they  assembled  there  for  examina- 
tion. What  had  been  done  with  the 
j^nd  required  for  the  examination  build- 
u>g8  ?  He  believed  some  plan  had  been 
Proposed  for  some  fine  new  buildings, 
(Hit  was  not  aware  what  progress  had 
^n  made  with  it. 

Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  his  right 
^.  Friend  the  late  First  Commissioner 
M  made  the  best  arrangements  he  could 
f?'  the  present  to  improve  the  accom- 
modation without  spending  too  large  a 
^  npon  that  particular  item. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''^t  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £21,161,  be 
J^ted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
J^^ftary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
?yc  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year 
^g  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1896,  for  Ex- 
E^tnre  in  respect  of  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Ridings,  and  for  the  maintenance  of  certain 
^*»neteriei  Abroad.' 


»f 


Colonel  TOMLINSON  (Preston) 
^^^  understand  charges  for  proper 
'^^pairs,  but  not  that  the  charges  should 
^tend  to  providing  furniture,  in  a  build- 
^^g  account. 

Ub.  HANBUBY  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation with  reference  to  the  contribu- 
^^  of  India  towards  the  rents  of  Legation 
^nd  Consular  buildings  in  China. 

VOL.  XXIL  [foubth  series.] 


Mb.  a.  C.  MOBTON  referred  to  the 
charge  for  municipal  and  State  taxes, 
including  insurance  at  Berlin,  and  asked 
whether  this  country  was  to  be  asked  to 
continue  the  payment  of  those  taxes, 
when  Great  Britain  made  an  exemption 
in  favour  of  other  Powers  ?  He  also 
objected  to  the  poor  people  of  India  being 
called  upon  to  make  contributions  which 
the  British  authorities  ought  to  pay  out 
of  Imperial  funds.  The  China  rents  also 
included  a  sum  of  £490  for  taxes,  which 
seemed  very  large,  and  satisfactory 
information  should  be  given  about  these 
contributions  towards  the  China  rents. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  was  under- 
stood to  say  that  there  was  a  certain 
amount  of  reciprocity  observed  with 
regard  to  the  payment  of  rates  and  taxes, 
and  that  the  payment  by  India  towards 
rents  of  Legation  and  Consular  buildings 
in  China  had  been  made  for  many  years. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MOBTON  said,  that  it 
would  be  only  fair  that  notice  should  be 
given  to  the  Embassies  that  the  Local 
Authorities  of  London  would  charge 
them  rates  and  taxes,  and  that  we  should 
insist  upon  reciprocity  in  this  matter  to 
the  advantage  of  the  ratepayers  of 
various  parishes  as  the  case  might  be. 

Mr.  LEGH  (Lancashire,  S.W., 
Newton)  asked  whether  it  was  not  the 
universal  practice  in  all  foreign  countries 
to  exempt  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Bepre- 
sentatives  from  the  payment  of  rates  and 
taxes,  and  why  the  rule  was  not  observed 
in  Berlin  and  Vienna  ? 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester, 
Forest  of  Dean)  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  did  not  think  that  India  contributed 
too  large  a  share  towards  the  Diplomatic 
and  Consular  Services  of  this  country 
when  they  considered  the  enormous 
advantage  which  she  derived  from  them. 
No  doubt  the  time  had  come  when  there 
might  be  some  reconsideration  and  revi- 
sion as  to  the  particular  cases  iA  which 
she  should  contribute.  But  he  thought 
that  the  result  of  any  such  revision 
would  be  to  increase  and  not  to  diminish 
the  extent  of  the'  Indian  contribution, 
and  that  it  would  not  be  a  good  thing 
for  India  if  the  matter  were  re-considered. 
For  instance,  the  expenditure  in  Eastern 
Africa,  partly  colonial  and  partly  foreign, 
was  almost  entirely  incurred  on  behalf 
of  Indian  subjects  and  Indian  trade. 
Both  the  Indian  subjects  and  the  Indian 
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trade  had  an  eoormous  mtete^t  ia  (he 
East  Coast  of  Africa.    The  whole  matter 
was  very  thoroughly  considered  in  the 
famous  investigation  into  the  finances  of 
India  which  took  place  upon  the  sugges- 
tion  of  Mr.  Fawcett  some  jears  ago,  and 
there  was  no  case  made  out  for  India 
ceasing    to    pay    towards    the     Diplo- 
matic   and    Consular   Services.     There 
was   another  matter  which  arose  upon 
this  Vote  under  several  different  items. 
It  would  be  improper  to  discuss  a  ques- 
tion of  policy  upon  a  Vote  which  was 
simply   a  Vote  for  buildings.     At  the 
same  time,  there  were  certain  matters  in 
the  Vote  in  regard  to  which  this  was  the 
only  opportunity  for  discussion,  and  if 
they  were  not  mentioned  upon  this  Vote, 
they   could  not  be    mentioned    at    all. 
There  were  items  of  expenditure  on  be- 
half of  British  Central  Airica  and  Zanzi- 
bar, some  of  which  did  not  arise  upon 
any  other  Vote ;  and  in  this  connection 
it  was  desirable  to  take  notice  of  how 
far  the  Foreign  OfBce  was  becoming  a 
Colonial  Department.     He  held  that  the 
proper  policy   of  this   country   was   to 
place  protectorates,  which  were  virtually 
colonies,  under  the  control  of  the  Colonial, 
and  not  the  Foreign,  Department.     With 
regard  to  Central  Africa,  there  was  no 
other  opportunity  of  making  mention  of 
the  fact,   that   British    Central    Africa 
was  practically  a  portion  of  the  British 
Empire 

•Sir  E.  grey  said,  there  would  be 
opportunity  for  further  mention  of  this 
matter. 

Sib  C.  W.  DILKE  said,  that  although 
he  might  have  an  opportunity  of  men- 
tioning Central  Africa  again,  there  were 
other  items  in  the  Vote  Arhich  he  could 
not  mention.  All  he  could  say  was,  to 
take  the  case  of  Africa,  that  there  were 
now  in  Africa  a  large  number  of  establish- 
ments for  which  they  were  paying  in 
this  Vote  in  regard  to  places  which  were 
paying  their  running  expenses  out  of  the 
revenue  they  received  ;  and  there  was 
no  Budget  presented  by  these  colonies, 
as  they  virtually  were.  The  proper 
thing  was  to  place  these  colonies  under 
the  Colonial,  and  not  under  the  Foreign, 
Office.  He  would  not,  however,  discuss 
the  matter  further  now,  as  he  should  be 
able  to  refer  to  it  on  Class  V. 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  before 
they  entered  upon  this  large  field  which 

Sir  C.   W.  Dilke 


the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  opened  out  tc 
them,  they  should  clear  up  the  question 
of  the  position    which  .diplomatic  resi- 
dences   in     this    country    occupied    ic 
regard  to  local  rates.     The  right  hon 
Baronet,  who  had  a  practical  knowledgi 
of  the  Foreign  Office,  said  that  the  housei 
occupied   by   the  Foreign    Representa- 
tives were  exempt  from  rates.    If  tha 
were  carried  out  strictly  it  would  be  un 
just  to  localities  from  the  local  taxatioi 
point  of  view.     He  was  under  the  im 
pression  that  the  Imperial  funds  made  u] 
to  the  localities  for  the  sacrifice  to  whici 
they   were  subjected    in    the    Imperii 
interest.    That  was  so,  he  thought.  [A 
hon.  Member  :  No.]     If,  for  instance,  i 
house  in  a  parish  in  London  where  : 
diplomatic  residence   was  situated,   fo 
Imperial    reasons    was     purchased .  fo 
diplomatic   purposes,  it    became   extra 
territorial.     Certainly  the  Imperial  Ex 
chequer  ought  to  come  to  the  rescue  o 
the  parish  in  cases  of  that  kind,     H 
thought  that  in  the  cases  of  diplomat! 
residences  there  should  be    exemptio 
from  rates.  But  before  they  entered  upo 
any  larger  topic,  he  would  like  to  oa 
attention  to  the  item  for  the  aocommodE 
tion  of  our  Residences  in  China.    Nop 
India  was  largely  benefited  by  our  diplc 
matic   expenditure     in    China,    and  1: 
thought  that  it  should  devolve  on  tl 
Revenues  of  ludia  to  make  us  some  r« 
compense.     He  did  not    champion   tl 
British  Empire  against  the  British  tas 
payer.     It  was  considered  to  be  patriot/ 
to  say  that  the  British  taxpayer  ought  U 
do  every  thing,and  to  be  very  generous  mit 
his  money,  and  that  he  ought  to  contri- 
bute towards  all  sorts  of  Imperial  expen- 
diture.    He  was  glad  to  find  that  India 
did    contribute    something    towards  the 
expenses    of    these    Services,    hot   he 
thought   they    ought  to   know  exactl] 
what  the  proportion  was.     He  was  no< 
saying  that  India   ought  to   contribat^ 
anything  at  all,  but  inasmuch  as  there 
was   a   contribution,   he  should  like  U) 
know  what  the  details  were. 

•Sir  J.  T.  HIBBEBT  said,  he  shoukl 
like  to  state  what  was  the  position  of  the 
case  in  regard  to  houses  occupied  bj  the 
Representatives  of  Foreign  Powers.  It  wtf 
not  the  case  that  all  the  Representatiftf 
had  their  houses  exempted  from  locil 
rates.  Formerly  these  houses  were  liable 
for  rates,  but  the  Foreign  RepreseBtr 
tives   were  not  liable  to  be  proceeded 
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against  for  noD-pajment  of  rates.  That  larger  amount  than  she  was  paying  at 
question  was  brought  up  upon  complaints  this  moment.  Four  Ministers  were 
made  by  the  Local  Authorities  to  the  interested  in  the  Vote,  and  yet  they  were 
Government  in  1891,  and  complaints  unable  to  get  any  answer  to  their  ques- 
were  also  made  by  the  Diplomatic  Body  tions.  He  thought  they  ought  to  know 
as  to  the  trouble  to  which  they  were  put  exactly  what  the  Indian  contribution 
in  this  matter.  The  Treasury  at  that  was,  and  except  he  got  an  answer  show- 
time made  a  proposal  to  the  Diplomatic  ing  that  Ministers  knew  what  the  con- 
Bodj  and  to  the  Foreign  Office,  which  tribution  was,  he  should  move  a  reduc- 
▼as  accepted  by  all  parties.  The  pro-  tion.  He  begged,  in  order  to  get  an 
posal  was  that  local  rates  for  the  relief  of  answer  from  the  Government,  to  move  to 
tbe  poor,  School  Board,  police,  baths,  and  reduce  Sub-head  E  by  £100. 

vashhouses,  public  libraries,  and  Burial        -^x  *•  j         ^  n      *'  a 

i>^_i *    u  1          u    TT     Ti#  .    .  1  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

iward  were  to  be  borne  by  Her  Maiesty's  ,,  mv  ^  x^      t;.   m     r,u.     «    ^    i.       j      j 

(Ut,..^^^^*       A   4.u^4.4.u     1       1       i  "  That  Item  E.,  for  China  Rente,  be  reduced 

bovemment ;    and  that  the  local   rates  ^y  ^loo,  in  resp^t  of  Renta  for  Lotion  and 

for  sewerage,      drainage,     maintenance  Consular   Buildings   in    China."— (iVr.  Han- 

lighting  and  improvement  of  streets,  and  bury,) 

fir^brigadeweretobebornebytheDiplo-  ^r.  TOMLINSON  said,  he  noticed 

nauc  Body.    This  arrangement  was  only  ^i^^  ^^  regard  to  the  expenses  for  Lega- 

(yerative  in  cases  where  our  Representa-  ^i^^^   ^nd   Consular  Buildings   in   India 

uves  m   foreign  countries  received  the  t^e  Vote  was  smaller  this  year  than  last 

ue   treatment.     There    was    to  be  a  y^^^^     He   suggested,  therefore,  that  a 

y^  ofj[eciprocity  ;  and  he  had  a  list  i^er  contribution- was  being  made  by 

J    ""^  20  countries  which  adopted  the  inji^.     That  was  quite  consistent  with 

jstem.     The  plan  now  adopted  was  that  g^^h  information  as  had  been  furnished 

tfce  Government  paid  both  classes  of  rates  ^  them.     It  seemed  to  him  strange  that 

atflie  first  instance,  and  obtained  repay-  ^i^^re  should  be  a  reduction  of  the  rent  of 

Wnt  through  the  Foreign  Office  of  that  the  Consular  Buildings  from  £1,270  to 

portion  for  which  the  Diplomatic  Body  £i  qqq 

WMTM^nsible.    The  plan  worked  most  ^^  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he  did 

Mb.  A. "c.  MORTON  asked  whether  ?*?  ^"77^,1*''*'  *^  Estimates  were 

thA  p^.-.^      n^  ^           *                   J  intended   to   be   read   according   to   the 

£2SS?eme^?                             "       '  """""^    construction    of   the*^  English 

Sm  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes.  «™T*,!:    ^*  **'f,'lt*  ^T""  ''^k  T-  '' 

lin    A    n  Tutriiyrm-Kr      •  i   xu  i.  />«  was  to  be  supposed  that  the  contribution 

Mr.  A.  C  MORTON  said,  that  Ger-  ^^i      t  a-       r^                 *-^i  nf\i\ 

m&ntr  -i«^^„   u  A   ^    ^              II     i.  xu  of  the  Indian  Government  was  £1,000. 

SShp^s^Od  he  Ja^'to  bfsi':  He  was  rather  shocked  to  observe 'that 

•■•ttheT  h!S  no  more  *^®  Minister  for  India  was   not  in   his 

>it»  u    TiriiTDT  i:*  '   -J  I,            ..      1  place.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 

for  n  f  ■  Ji?        f  .„     '    f  r"fi    *'  "o  doubt  be  able  to  teU  them  what  was 

?th«P.?-     f      ^                    ^    PT  tlie  »'»o«^nt  that  India  did  contribute. 

<■>  we  Estimate.     From  an  accountants    u  ...  i-        «*u»t_i:._  =„ 

point  of  view  the  particulars  sriven  were  ^e,  as  the  guardian  of  the  Indian  purse, 

"W  intelligible.  wL  the  original  amount  ^^'^''^  »''  doubt  know  whether  India  was 

il,m,  from  which  £490  was  deducted  f'  ^"^  °°*  contributing  a  fair  share  of 

br  th^  Indian  contribution,  or  was  it  ^^^f^  ""t^-      T^ie  definite  question  to 

«Ut  the  gross  sum  was  £1,000,  to  which  ''^'''^  ^^^^  .^^M  T  .TT              ! 

India  contributed  £490.     The  specifica-  amount  contributed  by  the  Government 

Sons  said  under  Subhead  E  (China  .„  *!  r.-.  .r^cr^r.^^-^  -^  r.  ^ 
fients)  that  the  amount  was  for  «  Rents  ^R-  ^-  GLADSTON  E  said,  that  he 
at  the  Legation  and  Consular  Buildings  ^"  »«*  possessed  of  full  information 
in  China,  in  respect  of  which  the  Indian  «"  t'*'^  .P«i°*'  »J»d  he  could  not  answer 
Government  contributes,  including  £490  ^o'  '*^  the  details  of  a  Vote  for  the  pre- 
fer taxes."  What  was  the  total  amount  pa™t»on  o^  which  he  was  not  responsible, 
of  the  contribution  of  India  ?  Sir  C.   W.   DILEE    said,   that  the 

lis.  HANBURY  said,  it  was  all  very  contribution  from  India  was  £12,500. 

irell  for  the  Member  for  the  Forest  of  'The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fok 

Dean  to  say  that  if  this  matter  were  re-  INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowxeb,  Wolver- 

«ODsidered  India  might  have  to    pay  a  hampton,  E.)  said,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
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ler  ibis  ifl  a  reasonable  and  fair 
nent. 

HARTLEY  said,  he  bad  no 
t  seemed  a  little  hard  that  the 
y  for  India  should  be  expected  to 
tnd  these  points,  and  perhaps  a 
»rd  that  the  new  First  Commis- 
f  Works  should  have  to  under- 
liem,  but  the  Committee  reallj 
ight  to  expect  that  the  Govem- 
lich  had  been  in  Office  for  a  year 
^  should  present  their  Estimate 
'.elligible  manner. 

EI.  GLADSTONE  :  It  has  been 
same   form    for  the   six   years 

g- 

HARTLEY    said,    he   did    not 

lat  it  was  in  exactly  the  same 

8  year  as  it  bad  been  before.     It 

K>ssible  to  understand  the  words 

stood.     They  did  not  constitute 

lish   sentence,   and   they   meant 

iy  nothing. 

I.  GLADSTONE  :  I  understand 

many  years  past  no  notice  has 
towed  upon  this  matter.  I  quite 
at  the  Estimate  might  be  worded 
)arly,  and  I  will  see  that  this 
done  in  another  year. 

GIHSON  HOWLES  (Lynn 
said,  the  point  was  that  the 
;ee  was  asked  to  vote  £1,000, 
I,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  £1,000  was 
led.  The  amount  needed  was 
to  be  reduced  by  some  sum  not 
knd  of  the  amount  of  which  no 

was  cognisant  except  the  First 
lioner  of  Works  (Mr.  H.  Glad- 
^ho  had  made  a  shot  of  £300. 
3ry  important  that  the  Committee 
know   exactly   what  they  were 

Hon.  Members  had  been  en- 
lable  to  elicit  the  slightest  in- 
D  either  as  to  finance  or  as  to 
•  from   Her  Majesty's  Govern - 

on  put. 

/ommittee  divided: — Ayes  16; 
. — (Division  List,  No.  10.) 

lal  Question  again  proposed. 

jTUART-WORTLEY  :  I  see 
through  these  various  European 
in  the  case  of  repairs  the  archi- 
lys  has  a  fee  of  £24  ;  but  when 
to  Washington  the  fee  is  £50. 
i  know  whether  this  increase  is 
the  blessings  of  a  Republican 

XXn.  [fourth  series.] 


Government  or  to  exigencies  of  Federal 
currency,  but  perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Grentleman  will  explain  that  on  the 
Report  stage. 

Mr.  hartley  asked  whether  the 
new  Agency  House  at  Cairo  Was  com- 
pleted. He  wished  to  know  what  the  item 
for  maintaining  the  Agency  grounds  and 
gardens  meant.  He  knew  that  there  was 
a  very  nice  garden  round  the  Agency 
House,  having  seen  it  when  he  was  re- 
cently in  Cairo,  and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Ambassador  was  to  pay 
half  the  cost  and  the  State  the  other 
half? 

Mr.  GIHSON  HOWLES  said,  he 
noticed  on  page  28  the  item  of  ^'  Prisons.** 
This  involved  a  claim  to  go  into  certain 
countries  and  put  the  subjects  of  those 
countries  into  prison.  Ho  was  aware  that 
under  what  were  called  the  Capitulations 
we  undoubtedly  had  the  power  in  Turkey 
of  putting  Turkish  subjects  into  prison 
under  certain  circumstances. 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  see 
how  the  question  of  the  Capitulations 
can  be  dealt  with  under  this  Vote. 

Mr.  GIHSON  HOWLES  said,  his 
point  was  that  the  items  for  prisons  was 
unnecessary.  There  was  a  sum  of  £450 
put  down  for  Consular  Offices,  Prisons, 
and  Post  Offices.  He  wished  to  know 
how  much  of  the  £450  was  applicable 
for  the  prisons.  If  the  question  could  be 
raised  on  any  other  Vote  he  would  will- 
ingly defer  it,  but  his  contention  was 
that  no  prison  should  be  maintained  by 
the  Sovereign  of  this  country  in  another 
country  in  derogation  of  the  power  of  the 
other  Sovereign.  The  maintenance  of  a 
prison  in  Constantinople  was,  in  his 
opinion,  very  unjustifiable. 

*SiR  E.  GREY  :  I  cannot  state  the 
exact  sum  which  is  spent  upon  prbons, 
but  I  gather  from  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  bis  object  is  to  object  to  the 
whole  sum  which  is  spent  upon  prisons, 
because  he  disapproves  of  extra-territorial 
jurisdiction.  Well,  Sir,  that  raises  a  very 
grave  question  of  policy  connected  with 
the  Capitulations  in  Turkey.  If  we  were 
to  renounce  our  rights  under  the  Capi- 
tulations it  would  mean  that  Hritish  sub- 
jects residing  in  Turkey,  or  being  in 
Turkey  for  any  length  of  time,  would 
become  subject  to  the  Turkish  law,  and 
could  be  placed  in  Turkish  prisons.  That 
is  a  course  of  policy  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  intention  of  embark- 
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ing  upOD.  The  preseDt  system  has  ex* 
isted  for  a  verj  long  time,  and  the  Go- 
Ternment  have  no  intention  of  renouncing 
their  rights  under  the  Capitulations.  I 
do  not  think  it  would  he  a  wise  step  to 
take,  and  I  am  surprised  that  the  ques- 
tion should  he  raised  by  the  hon*  Gentle- 
man, as  it  would  mean  the  sacrifice  of 
British  interests. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  under 
those  circumstances  he  should  be  obliged  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
whole  sum  of  £450.  He  said  boldly 
that  if  a  British  subject  went  into  Turkey 
he  should  become  subject  to  Turkish  law, 
just  as  British  subjects  who  went  into 
Russia,  or  even  into  the  Argentine  Re- 
public, became  subject  to  the  laws  of 
those  countries. 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  look  upon  this  as  a 
matter,  not  only  of  policy,  but  of  very 
large  policy  indeed,  and  I  should  have 
thought  that  a  more  suitable  occasion 
to  discuss  it  would  have  arisen  either  on 
the  Foreign  Office  Vote  or  else  on  the 
Vote  for  the  Under  Secretary's  salary. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  That  being 
so,  I  will  not  press  the  matter  now. 

•Mr.  H.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
Agency  House  at  Cairo  was  absolutely 
finished.  The  contribution  to  the  Agency 
garden  was  on  account  of  the  special  cost 
of  water  in  Egypt, 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  upon 
Monday  next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday 
next. 


-T'j 


SPORT  REGULATION  BILL.- (No.  101.) 

a 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
— {Mr.  A,  C,  Morton,) 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  :  This  Bill  seems 
to  me  to  be  as  grotesque  an  example  of 
attempted  grandmotherly  legislation  as 
was  ever  submitted  to  Parliament.  The 
hon.  Getitleman  wbo  introduced  it  has 
been  so  good  as  to  supply  us  with  a 
Memorandum  which  states  its  aims  and 
objects.  Of  course,  it  is  easy  enough  to 
8ay  that  any  particular  sport  is  open  to 
objection.  >Jo  doubt,  every  sport  taken 
ill  detail  Would  be  open  to  some  objection, 
and  I  have  ii6  doubt  that  there  may  be 

Sir  E.  Grey 


persons  who  would  be  glad  to  put  down 
all  sport.  Here  is  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough  (Mr.  A.  C.  Morton) 
who  singles  out  many  sports,  some  of 
which  are  more  especially  the  sports  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  In  the 
Northern  and  Midland  Counties  rabbit 
coursing  prevails  very  largely.  I  confess 
that  iti  is  not  a  sport  of  which  I  have 
any  personal  knowledge,  but  those  who 
take  part  in  it  have  not  the  means  of 
engaging  in  the  more  expensive  forms  of 
sport.  They  cannot  have  hunters  or  keep 
fox-hounds,  or  indulge  in  any  other  of 
the  more  expensive  amusements. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Wednesday 
next. 

NORTH  BERWICK  PROVISIONAL  ORDEK 
BILL— (No.  89.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 


MAGISTRATES      QUALIFICATION      BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Dodd,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Qualification  and  Appoint- 
ment of  Justices  of  the  Peace  in  Coantieiy 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Dodd,  Mr. 
Btanafeld,  Mr.  Arch,  Mr.  Clianning,  Mr. 
Charles  Fenwick,  Mr.  Carvell  Williams,  uvl  Mr. 
Neville. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  128.] 

CORPORATE     ASSOCIATIONS     (pROPERTT) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Howell.  Bill  for  the  better 
securing  their  Property  to  CoriK>rate  Associa- 
tions, and  for  preventing  the  Alienation  of  their 
Funds,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Howell, 
Mr.  Barrow,  Mr.  Beauioy,  Mr.  Benn,  3fr. 
Cremer,  Mr.  Frye,  Mr.  Montagu,  Mr.  Pickers- 
g«ll,  Mr.  Rowlands,  Mr.  James  Stuart^  and  Mr. 
Stewart  Wallace. 

Bill  presented,  and  rcail  first  time.  [Bill  129.] 

VALUATION    (metropolis)     BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Bill  for  better 
securing  uniformity  in  the  valuation  and  assess- 
ment of  rateable  property  in  the  Administrative 
County  of  London  ;  to  establish  a  tribunal  to 
dtal  with  assessment  appeals ;  and  for  other  pur- 
poses, ordered  to  l)e  brought  in  by  Mr.  lackers- 
gill,  Mr.  Cohen,  Sir  All^rt  Kollit,  Mr.  James 
Stuart,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Howell,  and 
Captain  Norton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  lSi.\ 

SUPPLY—KEPORT. 

Resolutions  [29th   March]    reporteiU 

and  agreed  to. — [See  p.  963.J 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes  after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  next 
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QUESTIONS. 

lilLITABV  INSTRUCTIONS  EEGAEDINQ 
R10T8  IN  INDIA. 
Sfit.  CAINE  (BreJfonl,  E.)  :  I  beg 
lo  Bslc  tlie  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
if  lt)B  ludia  OfBve  has  yet  receivetl  a  copy 
of  the  receui  luutructioua  issued  by  the 
Govemmeut  of  ludio,  oriluriug  tbat  iu 
foturc  the  police  iu  dealLuji;  with  a  riot 
ahkll  Dot  uac  blauk  ttartridgc  hut  use  only 
b«ll  eartridge  ;  if  eo,  lioa  this  Order  re- 
eeired  the  saoctiou  uf  the  Secretitry  of 
State ;  aud  will  he  lay  the  Iiistriictiou 
aod  any  correspoudeuce  thereou  upou  tlie 
Tablo  of  tbe  House  P 
•The  secretary  of  STATE  fou 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  II.  FowLEu.  Wolver- 
htunptoii,  £.)  :  No  defioite  lustmctiuus 
hare  yet  beeu  giveu  ou  this  mibject.  Tbe 
qnutioQ  is  uudcr  the  cousidei-ation  of  the 
Lockl  Goveroment'i,  by  whom  tbe  Orders 
will  Lave  lo  be  issued  eveutually,  aud  the 
precipe  line  to  be  takeu  will  not  be  de- 
termiiietl  utitil  the  Goveriimcul  of  India 
ii  in  possession  of  their  views.  When 
the  Correapoudence  is  complete  tbcro 
vill  be  DO  objectiou  toils  beiugpreseuted 
to  the  House. 

THE  INDIAN  C0GNC1L8  ACT. 
Uk.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  if  he  is  now  able 

■  to  Ifty  upon  the  Table  of  the  Honsesome 

■  iafbnuatioD,  iu  the  shape  of  a  Return  or 
■Mherwise,  showing  the  composition  of 
■^  recently  elected  Legislative  Asseni- 
BUes  throughout  British  India,  and  the 

■ethod  pursued  by  the  various  Governors 
lod  Lieutenant  Governors  in  carrying 
Ht  the  provisions  of  the  Indian  CouaciU 
let? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  A  Return 
bowing  the  composition  of  tbe  several 
Legislative  Councils  has  beeu  received 
kom  India,  and  the  Papers  showing  the 
■etfaod  porsned  by  the  various  Local 
Boveramenla  are  being  collected.  If  my 
hML  Friend  will  move  for  the  Papers  I 
kail  hAve  great  pleuare  in  presenting 
^nn  to  tbe  Honte. 
TGI.,  XXIL  £rooBTH  birixb.] 


CHAIIGE  AGAINST  A  HINDU  DEPUTY 
COLLECTOR. 
Mit.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  is  he  aware 
that  a  Hindu  deputy  collecMr  of  Mala- 
bar, Mr.  C.  Kuuhi  Kanuau  waii,  on  the 
ex  parte  Report  of  tbe  acting  District 
Magistrate,  prosecuted  by  tbe  Madras 
Government  for  allcge«]  bribery  iu 
OotolKjr,  1888,  without  being  giveu  any 
opportunity  of  explanation ;  aud  whe- 
ther sworn  evidence  has  beeu  forthcoming, 
e  the  prosecution  was  ended,  proving 
that  the  prosecution  wus  the  result  of  a 
conspiracy,  aud  that  the  Madras  Go- 
vernment has  refused  lo  order  an  iucjuiry  ; 
and,  it  so,  will  the  Secretary  of  State 
call  for  copies  of  Petitions,  dated  I9th 
May  and  2lHt  December,  1893,  with  a 
view  to  considcrinfi  the  advisability  of 
directing  the  Madras  Goverumeut  tobold 
au  inquiry  into  tlie  catie  ? 
•Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Mr.  C. 
Kuuhi  Kanuau  was  prosccnted  before  a 
Court  uf  Law  to  which  ho  hod  the  oppor- 
tunity of  submitting  such  explanation  or 
defence  of  his  conduct  as  he  might  have 
to  offer.  The  result  of  tbe  trial  was, 
however,  that  he  was  convicted  of  bribery, 
and  sentenced  lo  imprisonment.  Since 
his  release  he  has  petitioned  the  Govern- 
ment of  Madras  for  a  further  inquiry, 
alleging  that  liis  conviction  was  the 
result  of  a  conspiracy  ;  but,  as  the  trial 
had  taken  place  iu  the  ordinary  way  be- 
fore the  Sessions  Court,  the  Government 
of  Madras  pointed  out  that  his  proper 
course  was  to  opply  to  the  Sessions 
Court  for  sanction  to  prosecute  bis  accuser 
for  perjury,  or  to  move  the  High  Court 
to  take  up  the  matter  in  exercise  of  its 
powers  of  revision,  and  that  an  Investiga- 
tion by  a  special  officer  would,  by  com- 
parison, carry  no  weight,  and  would  have 
no  legal  authority.  In  this  view  I  am 
disposed,  as  at  present  advised,  to  concur. 

THE  BALLADHON  MURDER  CASE. 
Mr.    CAINE :    I    beg    to    ask    the 

Secretary  of  State  for  India  if  the  full 
Report  of  the  Balladhuu  murder  case 
as  tried  before  the  Sessions  Judge, 
Mr.  John  Clark,  at  Siichar,  29th  Sep- 
tember, 1893,  and  the  full  Report  of  the 
appeal  against  the  verdict,  heard  before 
Justices  Prinsep  and  Amir  Ali,  who 
delivered  judgment  1 1  tb  November, 
1893,  bos  now  been  received  by  the 
3  C 
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India   Office ;    and,  if    so,   will   be   lay  Mr.   H.   H.   FOWLER  :    My    h 

them    upon    the    Table ;    whether    Mr.  Friend  did,  no  doubt,  put  the  questi 

Clark    is    still    in    the    service    of    the  and  the  result  was  that  the  Viceroy    t 

Government  of  India  ;  and,  if  so,  in  what  communicated  with,  and   he  directed 

capacity  ;  and,  if  so,  will  he  order  his  inquiry.     Until  that  has  been  comple 

suspension,  pending  a  searching  public  no  Papers  can  be  given, 
inquiry  into  the   rrave  charges  against 

him  ?      At  the  same  time,  I  will  ask  the  illeGAL  TRAWLING  IN  THE  MOR.^ 

right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  is  aware  that  FIRTH, 

it  was  stated,  during  the  hearing  of  the  ^^^    ^     WEDDERBURN     (Bai 

appeal  a£^ainst  the  conviction  and  sen-  ,  .    n      ^,                ,     .,       .>.        . 

tenceof  certain  prisoners  to  death  and  ^^''^J  '  ^^^g*^  ^«^   ^^^   Secretary 

penal    servitude    by   Mr.   John    Clark,  Scotland,  with  reference  to  the  alle^ 

Sessions   Judge    of    Cachar,    11th   No-  illegal  trawling  in  the  Moray  Firth 

vember,    1893,    in    the   High   Court   at  Sunday,  the  4th  of  March,   whether 

Calcutta,    that     Police     Inspector    Joy  [^  aware    that   numerous    witnesses 

Chunder  was  sent  down  from   Sylhet  by  Portk nock ie  are  prepared  to  testify  tl 

the   Assam  Government  to   obtain  evi-  ^he  vessels  in  question  were  engaged 

dence,     with    a    promised     reward     of  ^IjqIq   forenoon,  from   8   o'clock  to 

Rs.2,500  if   he    obtained  a  conviction  ;  working  under  steam  within  a  radius 

and  that,  on  arrival   at  Balladhun,   the  f^ur  miles,   doubling,   crossing,  and 

place  where  the  murder  was  committed,  crossing  in  such   a  manner  as   to  sh< 

Inspector  Joy  Chunder  arrested  a  large  ^bat  they   were  trawling  ;  whether  a 

number   of   people    indiscriminately,  re-  official   visit    of    inquiry   from   H.M. 

gardless  of  sex,  and   by  prolonged  im-  Jackaly  or  from  any  other  quarter,  h 

prisonment,  torture,  and  threats,  worked  ^een  made  to  Portknockie  with  referen. 

up  a  case  based  upon  tutored  approvers'  ^  ^j^jg  ^ase  ;    upon  what  evidence  d 

evidence  ;  if  it  is  true  that  the  village  of  Commander   of    the   Jackal   considere 

Balladhun,  and  others  in  the  neighbour-  ^^^t  the  vessels  in    question    were  pre 

hood,  were  placed  under  punitive  police  ija^jj^  g^eam  liners  and  vessels  in  passage 

supervision  ;  is  Inspector  Joy  Chunder  ^nd  how  many  days  since  last  Sept«mbe 

still  in  the  employ  of  the  Government  of  ^he  Jackal  has   spent   off  the  coast  c 

India ;  and  has  any  action  been  taken  to  Banffshire  ? 

bring    him    to    trial    for    the    outrasces  r^r^r^n 

charged  against  him  ?  The    SECRETARY     for    SCO! 

*TiT„  Ti    XT    irnwri?!?     T  LAND  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow 

*Mr.  H.   H.  FOWLER:  I  am   aware  ^     ,        ^.      ^         .   -          i    i    ^  •*  •  ♦! 

that  allegations    have   been  made  with  ^'  Igeton)  :  I  am  informed  that  it  is  tl 

respect  to  the  proceedings  in  connection  case  that  certain  persons  at  Portknock 

with  the  Balladhun  murder  case  which  are  prepared  to  testify  that  vessels  we 

require   the   fullest  investigation.     The  seen    as   stated    in    the   hon.   Membei 

Viceroy  has  instructed  the  Chief   Com-  question.      But  as  the  hon.  Member 

missioner  of  Assam   to    inquire    into   all  ^             ^^^^^^   offending  vessels  can 

the   circumstances.     I   understand    tha  identified,  nothing  further  can  be  doi 

the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Assam  will  ^^^  ^^  ^^jj^^^^  of  identification  has  be 

shortly  make  his  Report,  and  I  believe  ^^j^    ^^^^^^    ^1^^    ^-^^          3^^,j,     : 

that  the  Papers  on  the   subject  should  ^^^.^^   ^j^j^   ^^  inquiry  has  been  ma 

reach  me  about  the  middle  of  next  month.  .     ^^^  pj^j^^      j^^^^^  ^^  ^1^^  i^^^^^.^j 

At  present  no  official  Papers  relating  to  ^^^j^^^   ^^^^  ^^^   Commander   of   t 

the  case  have  been  received  in  the  India  j^^^^^     ^^^    ^^1^         ^^^^^   ^,   B„,b 

Office,  and  I  am  unable  to  give  any  fur-  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^{^  ^^^      j„^  ^^  i      i 

ther  answer  with  respect  to  the  details  of  ^^^^j^^  ^^^  ^^^^^1  ^^^^      ^.j,^  ^.j,^ 

tills  case.  ^^^  Commander  of  the  Jackal  was  baa 

Mr.  CAINE  :  Is  the  right  hon.  Gen-  upon  his  general  knowledge   of  the  loc 

tleman  aware  that  I    put   this   question  movements   of   steam   liners    and  otht 

two  and  a-half  months  ago,  and  that  I  vessels.     The  Jackal  has  been  off  Bani 

was  then  promised  that  an  inquiry  should  shire  for   19  days  since  September  I* 

be  made  ?     Is  it  the  case   that  nothing  on  watching  duty,  in  addition  to  14  d«J 

official  has  yet  been  done  ?  on  scientific  duty. 

Mr,  Caine 


^7  Military  HtUeli  {2  Arail 

THE  DEEK  FORESTS  INQUIRY. 
Mb.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  {Elgin  and 
!4blrn) ;  I  beg  to  ask  tbe  Secretary  for 
ScotUad  wbetlier  be  will  espluin  wby 
the  UbourB  of  tbe  Royal  CommUston  ou 
Higbland  Pasture  and  Deer  Forests  are 
confiDed  to  the  six  counties  iu  wbicb  tbe 
Crofters  Acts  are  &t  present  in  force  ; 
And  whether,  as  tbe  same  conditions  of 
i^ricDlture  obtain  iu  Moray  and  Nairn 
as  ia  these  six  counties,  Her  Majesty's 
GoTernment  will  direct  the  Commissiou 
to  extend  ita  labours  to  these  counties  ? 

SiK  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Royal 
Commiasioti  was  appointed  iu  order  to 
obtain  informatiou  with  regard  to  those 
onaties  to  which  Parliameiit  i>y  the  Act 
<if  1886  applied  the  provisiooB  relating 
lo  the  eulargement  of  crofters'  holdings. 
Tbe  Government  are  not  prepared  to  ex- 
tend tlie  operation  of  the  CommlHsion 
Ixfond  tbe  bounds  of  those  lountles 

SAMOA. 

SiE  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Eirkdale) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AEhira  whether  he  can  slate  which  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  is  now  at  Samoa, 
ud  the  date  of  her  arrival  there  ;  and 
whether  be  can  give  the  House  any 
further  information  as  to  the  deplorable 
«'ents  reported  to  have  occurred  there, 
»iid  the  course  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment intend  to  pursue  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY,  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.Grev,  Northumberland,  Berwick): 
Tbwe  is  no  British  ship  of  war  at 
Sitnoa  at  present.  Her  Majesty's 
CoQsnl  reports  by  telegraph  ^a  the  23nd 
ultimo  that  there  has  been  some  trouble 
ID  Samoa,  but  that  tho  presence  of  a 
miD-of-war  is  not  at  all  necessary,  as  an 
vmistice  has  been  arranged  and  a  satis- 
UntoTy  peace  is  certain. 

tHE  B0B3O-OERMAN   COMUERCIAL 
TREATV. 

Me.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumber- 
land, Penrith)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Uuder 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whethera  copyof  tbeCommercial  Treaty, 
recently  couclnded  between  Russia  and 
Germany,  has  been  received  at  the 
Foreign  Office ;  when  tbe  said  Treaty 
will  come  into  force  ;  and  whether,  undei' 
the  Uoflt  Fftvonred  Nation  Clause,  what 
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British  goods,  if  any,  will  be  favourably 
alTectod  ? 
•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  text  of  the  Com- 
mercial Treaty  recently  concluded  be- 
tween Germany  and  Russia  has  been 
received  at  tbe  Foreign  Office,  and  is 
now  iu  force,  ItHjjeffect  in  regard  to 
British  goods  is  shown  iu  a  statomeut  in 
The  Board  of  Trade  Journal  published 
on  the  15th  of  this  month,  page  291,  to 
which  I  must  ask  tbe  bon.  Member  to 
refer  for  details. 

kianq  hcng. 
Sir  E.  ASHMEAD-BAUTLETT 
(Sheffield,  Eccleaall)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  it  is  a  fr.ct,  as  stated  by 
Mr.  Holt  Hallett,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  about  to  cedo  to  China 
the  Burmese  district  of  Kiang  Huug, 
through  which  the  British  railway  to 
Yuunau  and  the  South-Western  Pro- 
vinces of  China  must  pass  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  The  cession  of  the 
rights  of  Burma  in  Kiang  Hung,  which 
we  found  under  Chinese  administration, 
is  one  of  those  questions  dealt  with  in 
tbe  Convention  relating  to  the  Burmese 
frontier  recently  signed  with  Cbiuu.  As 
that  Couveutiou  has  not  yet  been  ratified 
it  would  not  be  iu  tbe  iutcresis  of  the 
Public  Service  to  make  any  declaration 
with  regard  to  it  at  tho  present  moment. 

RANGES  FOR  THE    LEE-METFORD 

RIFLE. 
Sir  H.  FLETCHER  (Sussex,  Lewes) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  how  many  ranges  are  now  available 
for  troops  armed,  and  about  to  be  armed, 
with  the  Lee-  Metford  rifle,  and  to 
specify  the  places  in  each  military  divi- 
sion iu  tbe  United  Kingdom  ;  and  what 
number  of  targets  can  be  used  at  the  said 
ranges  ?  \\ 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  kob  ij 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Baknermax,  / 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  There  are  at  present  48  / 
ranges  available  for  the  troops  armed,  or  j 
about  to  be  armed,  with  tbe  Lee-Metford  ' 
rifle.  I  have  hero  a  list  of  the  places,  if 
my  hon.  Friend  wishes  to  see  it. 

MILITARY  BILLETS  AT  WAKEFIELD 
Mr.  NU8SEY  (Pontefract)  :  I  beg 
lo  ask  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  tbe  troops  billeted  or  quartered 
at  Wakefield  during  the  late  labour  dts- 
3  C  2 
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*Wl  Stratwriar  and  {2  April  1894} 

^  fioUJDg  derelicts,  bdcI  it  has  boon 
<}acided  to  appoiat  a  small  Departraeiital 
'^omittee  to  cousiJor  aud  report  on  tbe 
memorials  wbich  have  been  received  nud 
'ie  correspoDdeDce  which  has  taken 
plmee  on  this  subject.  Pendiug  the 
Seport  of  that  Committee  questions  like 
tliote  of  my  hon.  Friend,  which  are 
covered  by  tbia  larger  inquiry,  will 
probably  not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Begii)  :  Will  tiie  right  hou.  Baronet  also 
teke  iDto  oonsideratioD  tbe  recommeoda- 
Cions  of  tbe  Maritime  Cooference  which 
eat  at  Washiogtoa  in  1889  on  tbis 
subject  7 

SiE  U,  KiY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
I  have  DO  doubt  the  Committee  will  take 
the  whole  subject  thoroughly  into  coq- 
•ideratioo,  and,  therefore,  they  can 
■earcely    overlook    those     recommeoda- 

ttODS. 
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CHBISTMAS  PAT  IN  THE  MANCHESTER 
POST  OFFICa. 
Me.  SCHWANN  (Manchester,  N.)  : 
I  h%  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  will 
1m  explain  why  tbe  town  postmeu  of 
lUochester  are  only  paid  for  work  on 
vhiigtmas  Day  at  the  ordinary  day  rate, 
•WeBB  by  legislative  enactment  Christ- 
"M  Day  is  to  be  observed  an  a  Sunday, 
»M  therefore  they  ought  to  be  paid  at 
We  and  a  quarter,  at  which  rate  other 
*"pfoye»  of  the  Manchester  Post  Office 
forking  indoors  on  Christmas  Day  are 
Ptiil ;  will  he  explain  why  the  town 
pwtmen  themselves,  who  work  indoors  for 
*■*»  eight  or  nine  hours  (and  only  two  and 
*!iilf  or  three  hours  outside)  under  in- 
•psction  of  an  officer,  do  Tiot  come  under 
flie  higher  rate  paid  without  difficulty  to 
'w  Bald  inside  emplnyes  ;  whether  he 
*ill  inquire  into  this  grievauce  and  cause 
t  to  be  remedied;  and  will  be  inquire 
*l>«ther  Bflveral  of  the  hours  worked  on 
Christmas  Day  should  be  considered 
Oirtt  duty  ? 

Tm  postmaster  general 

(Ur.  A.  MORLBT,  Nottingham,  E.) : 
I  iiD  not  aware  that  Christmas  Day  is 
*?  legislative  enactment  to  be  observed 
*•  Sunday.  Postmen  employed  in  the 
'UUvery  and  collection  of  letters  receive 
*l  Manchester,  as  elsewhere,  an  extra 
^T's  wages  on  Chriatmas  Day  for  all 
^vk.  performed,  including  the  prepara- 
*iwi  of  the  letters  for  delivery,  which 
■But,  of  conne,  be  done  indoors,  before 


they  start  upon  their  delivery  ;  and  it  is 

uot  proposed  to  alter  this  rate  of  jay- 
mcnt.  The  principle  under  which  the 
indoor  staff  of  the  Post  Office  are  paid  a 
rate  and  a  quarter  or  the  overtime  rate 
for  work  doae  on  Sundays  and  Christ- 
mas day  lias  never  been  applied  to  the 
staff  employed  on  out<loor  duties,  who 
are  not  paid  for  overtime. 
Mb.  SCHWANN  asked  if  tbe  men 


dill  not,  { 

hardship  ti 

Days  than 

[So.,,, 


a  rule,  consider  it  a  greater 
be  kept  at  work  on  Chrisluias 
on  Sundays  ? 
wer  was  given.] 


STRANORLAR  AND  GLENTIES  RAILWAY. 
Mit.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Donegal, 
W.)  :  I  bes;  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe- 
ther the  time  originally  fixed  for  the 
completion  of  the  Stranorlarand  Gleutiea 
Railway,  County  Donegal,  has  been  over- 
passed by  about  two  years  ;  whether  the 
extension  of  time  granteil  by  the  Irish 
Privy  Council  is  now  nearly  expired,  and 
that  the  works  are  still  in  a  very  hack- 
ward  condition  ;  whether  the  "ounty 
snrveyor  has  recently  reported  that  the 
Glenties  extension  is  making  very  slow 
progress,  and  the  time  of  completion  is 
very  uncertain  ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  the  people  of  the  district  wbich 
would  be  served  by  this  line  of  railway 
have  frequently  complained  of  the  dilatory 
conduct  of  t!ie  cim tractors  for  those 
works  ;  whether,  under  those  circum- 
stances, he  will  take  steps  to  cause  those 
contractors  to  make  more  rapid  progress 
with  works  intended  l)y  Parliament  for 
the  benefit  of  an  impoverished  district, 
and  for  which  public  money  has  been 
voted  ;  and  whether  the  Government 
intend  to  require  that  the  line  shall  be 
completed  at  any  piirticular  time  ;  and,  if 
so,  will  he  be  so  good  as  to  name  the 
time? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT :  Tho  state- 
ment in  Paragraph  1  is  correct,  but  the 
time  originally  fixed  by  Order  in  Council 
was  not  fixed  with  tiny  prospect  of  the 
lino  being  finished  within  the  time. 
Though  the  progress  of  tho  line  has  not 
been  rapid,  I  understand  that  the  works 
are  not,  on  the  whole,  in  a  very  liack- 
ward  condition,  aud  one  of  tbe  chief 
causes  of  the  delay  has  been  the  difficul- 
ties met  with  by  the  contractors  io 
getting   possession   of  tbe    land.      The 
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Board  of  Works  have  never  relased  ibeir 
efforts  to  expedite  the  construction  of  the 
line,  but  uo  doubt  some  small  extenBion 
of  time  will  have  to  be  applied  for.  It 
ia  not,  bowever,  for  me  to  Bay  what  the 
decision  of  the  Irish  Privy  Coaneil  may 
be  when  the  npplicatioa  is  formally 
made. 

GERMAN  PRI80N-MADE  GOODS. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Report  of  a  CoramisBioner  despatched 
to  Germany  by  The  Hardwaretaan,  and 
published  in  the  issue  of  that  journal  of 
3rd  March,  to  inquire  into  prison  work 
and  the  exportation  to  England  of  prison- 
made  hardware,  hosiery,  brushes,  litho- 
graphic and  other  printing,  whips,  joinery, 
and  other  articles,  many  stamped  as 
"  perfection,"  "  reliable,"  and  other 
British  words,  with  a  view  of  misleading 
the  English  purchaser;  and  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  cause  imme- 
diate steps  to  be  taken  to  put  n  stop  to 
such  competitioD  with  British  workmen 
and  workwomen,  having  regard  to  the 
Buccessful  protests  made  by  Tritde  Unions 
and  other  ludnstiinl  Organisations  against 
tbe    competition     of    prison     labour     at 

Mr^  BRUNNEE  (Cheshire,  North- 
wtch):  Before  the  question  is  answered  1 
should  like  to  ask  you,Mr.  Speaker,  if  the 
words  "  with  a  view  of  misleading  the 
English  purchaser"  are  in  Order  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  I  cannot  see  with 
what  object  tbe  words  are  used,  nuless 
it  ia  to  mislead. 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mondella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  since  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  put  down  his  Ques- 
tion I  have  seeu  the  statements  referred 
to.  There  is  no  power  to  prevent  the 
importation  of  sucb  goods  unless  they 
contravene  the  provisions  of  tbe  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act,  and  on  this  point  I 
am  making  further  iuquiry.  They 
might  bo  exported  to  the  United  States 
without  l>eing  subjected  to  this  risk. 

CoLOSEL  HOWARD  VINCENT: 
Will  the  Government  nse  their  influence 
with  the  German  Government  to  secure 
that  these  goods  shall  be  marked  as 
prison  made  ? 

•Mit.  MUNDELLA  :  .1  do  not  think 
we  could  get  the  Germans  to  do  it ;    I 
Sir  J.  T.  Hibben 
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we  do  it  in  our  owi 
prisons.  We  import  carpets  from  India  : 
some  are  made  in  prison  and  some  art 
not ;  it  is  impossible  to  discriminate 
between  them. 

THE  UNDERMASSISG  OF  BRITrSH 
SHIPS. 

Mb.  PEOVAND  (Glasgow,  Blacfc 
friars)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  » 
the  Board  of  Trade  if  be  has  consider  « 
the  decision  given  at  the  Board  of  Tra.« 
inquiry,  held  ai  Glasgow  on  the  2T 
March,  in  regard  to  the  wreck  of  f 
PoTt  Y'arroch,  by  which  the  whole  cj-« 
of  21  persons  were  drowned;  whet  I- 
he  is  aware  the  Court  held  that  -« 
vessel  was  neither  properly  nor  efficieck  I 
manned,  and  that  the  disaster  was  c^aj 
trihnted  to  by  tbe  vessel  being  sik  <y\ 
handed  ;  and  if  it  is  bis  inteutiotm 
obtain  authority  to  compel  British  ve^se 
leaving  the  United  Kingdom  to  amkn 
competent  and  Hufficient  crews  ? 

•Mr.  MUNDELLA  ;  My  attention  hit 
lieen  called  to  the  ease  (o  which  my  bon, 
Frienil  refers,  and  the  circnmst»uM« 
under  which  so  regrettable  a  loss  of  Jift 
occurred  are  receiving  careful  coMidert- 
tion  with  a  view,  if  possible,  to  furtier 
proceedings  in  tbe  matter.  Tbe  faeti^ 
that  at  the  present  moment  the  cw«i> 
before  tlie  Law  Officers  of  Scotland  to 
ascertain  whether,  under  Clause  4  of  iN 
Act,  we  can  take  proceedings,  I  fuUj  . 
recognise  the  importance  of  British 
merchant  ships  being  manned  ^i™ 
competent  nud  sufficient  crews,  »nJ  ' 
am  taking  advice  as  to  the  best  means  of  . 
securing  the  soawortbiness  of  raercli»o' 
vessels  in  so  material  a  particiil*r« 
As  tbe  bou.  Member  behind  me  (lu- 
H.  J.  Wilson)  has  been  informed  by  yoOt 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  he  cannot  bring* 
the  case  of  the  vessel  named,  1  will  »» 
that  this  question  of  uudermanDJiig  Ik* 
already  received  the  attention  of  ll>* 
Board  of  Trade,  and  wo  intend  to  pun" 
it  still  further.  Up  to  the  present  tin* 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  does  not 
allow  of  a  ship  being  stopped  in  porl* 
account  of  its  deficient  equipment  a 
roen  ;  there  is  not  a  single  precedeoi  '* 
a  ship  being  soslopped.  We  intend iW 
athorough  und  explanative  inquiry  si*' 
be  made  by  a  Committee,  including  Bi'r  I 
owners,  representatives  of  seamen,  «* 
experts  of  tbe  Board  of  Trade.  j 
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Ur.  PROVAND:    Will    the    Com- I  the  open  sea  the  Board  of  Trade  would 


'O-fttee  include  Members  of  this  House  ? 

3[r.  MUNDELLA  :    It  iw  premature 
tc>     saj  how  the  Committee  will  be  cou- 
^J^tuted,    but    I    suppose  there   will  be 
-«C ambers  from  both  sides  upou  it. 

i^m  J.    GORST    (Cambridge    Uui- 
^^isitj)  :  Was  not  the  subject  of  the  loss 
^J^     life  at  sea  inquired  into  by  a  Royal 
^<3mmission   10  years  ago  ;  did  not  that 
t-^omniission   report    on    the  subject    of 
*»<lermanning,   and    has    the  Board  of 
*-*x^e  ever  taken  action  on  that  Report  ? 
Mr.    MUNDELLA:      There     were 
Commissions  in  1888  and  in  1876.     One 
Commission  reported  that  undermanning 
^^a.8  a  source  of  danger,  and  a  second  did 
tiot  touch  the  question  at  all.      In  1884, 
ui    answer  to   a  question  in  the  House, 
the  right    hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
niingbam  said   that  more  harm  would  be 
done  by  fixing  a  minimum  scale  than  by 
leaving  the   question  open,   because  the 
general  effect  might  be  that  the  average 
equipment    would    be  reduced.     Every- 
thing that  is  possible  will  now  be  done  to 
Prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  a  disaster 
•«  that  mentioned  in  the  question. 

Mr.  H.  J.  WILSON  (Middlesbrough)  : 
"  ould  it  not  be  possible  to  have  an  in- 
l^jry  into  the  abilities  of  the  seamen 
•pipped  as  well  as  the  number  of 
them  ? 

.  8m  A.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  :  Is 
^L  ^^  ^  understood  that  the  port 
Officer  of  the  Board  of  Trade  has 
power  to  prevent  a  vessel  that 
German ued  proceeding  to  sea  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  There  is  no  such 
Ppwer  unless  it  is  a  passenger  vessel, 
-l^liere  is  no  standard  scale  laid  down  for 
^  manning  of  a  ship  unless  it  is  a 
P^Menger  ship.  With  regard  to  the 
jjggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
^ddlesbrough,  I  cannot  give  a  promise 
^lil  the  time  comes  for  the  constitution 
^  the  Committee  ;  but,  so  far  as  I  am 
•ble,  I  will  see  that  all  desires  as  to  the 
•cope  of  the  inquiry  are  satisfied. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES :  How  many 
^^v^ks  and  casualties  were  reported  last 
f^r  from  undermanning  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  There  were  five 
Well  losses  reported,  but  all  losses  from 
^ermanning  would  not  be  reported  as  a 
^e.  In  the  case  named  the  loss  was 
obvious  because  it  occurred  in  the  bay 
^Brandon,  but  if  it  had  happened  in 


no 

is 


have  heard  nothing  about  it. 

Mr.  II.  J.  WILSON  :  I  had  intended 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
on  the  question  of  the  undermanning  of 
ships,  but,  owing  to  the  satisfactory 
answer  that  has  been  given  mo  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  I  do  not 
intend  to  proceed  with  it. 

RETIREMENT  REGULATIONS  IN  THE 

PUBLIC  SERVICE. 
Mr.  R.  WALLACi:  (Edinburgh,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  any,   and  what,  steps  have 

been  taken  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
England,  the  Lord  President  of  the  Court 
of  Session  in  Scotland,  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  in  Ireland,  in  the  Departments 
of  the  Public  Service  under  their  control, 
to  carry  out  the  spirit  of  Clause  10  of 
the  Order  in  Council  of  the  loth  of 
August,  1890,  as  to  the  compulsory 
retirement  of  officials  above  the  age 
assigned  in  that  Order  as  the  period  of 
superannuation  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  A  Bill  will  be 
at  once  introduced  giving  the  necessary 
powers,  as  regards  England,  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  the  Treasury.  It  has 
been  thought  desirable  to  defer  legislation 
affecting  Scotland  and  Ireland  until  the 
Bill  in  question  has  become  law,  as  the 
conditions  are  somewhat  different  in  the 
three  countries. 

LONDON  BAKERIES. 
Mr.  barrow  (Southwark,  Ber- 
mondsey)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
Report  of  Dr.  Waldo  on  the  deplorable 
conditions  under  which  a  large  proportion 
of  the  bakery  business  is  being  carried 
on  in  London  ;  and  whether  the  Local 
Authorities  are  impotent  under  the  i)rc- 
seut  law  to  enforce  sanitary  remedies  ; 
and,  if  so,  will  further  legislation  be  in- 
troduced at  the  earliest  possible  oppor- 
tunity to  effect  the  object  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  have  communi- 
cated with  the  authorities  on  the  subject, 
and  will,  as  soon  as  I  get  an  answer,  in» 
form  my  hon.  Friend  of  the  result. 
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Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  Frivate 
Bill  of  the  Loudon  Countj  Council  to 
consolidate  and  amend  the  enactments 
relating  to  streets  and  buildings  in  Lon- 
don ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Bill 
proposes  to  deal  with  anil  to  repeal  cer- 
tain Public  Acts  relating  to  the  Metro- 
polis, such  as  the  Metropolitan  Building 
Acta  and  the  Metropolis  Management 
Acts,  many  of  the  enactments  tu  those 
Acts  being  repealed  by  the  Schedule  to 
tbe  Bill;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the 
wide  extent  and  far-reaching  conse- 
queuces  of  the  Bill,  the  Government  will 
consider  the  adviHability  of  proposing  to 
the  House  that  it  should  be  treated  as  a 
Public  Bill  ? 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  Will  the  Bill  in 
the  ordinary  course,  like  other  Municipal 
Bills,  go  before  the  Police  and  Sanitary 
Committee  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  1  canuot  answer 
that  without  uotice.  With  reference  to 
the  question  on  ibe  Paper,  the  matters 
referred  to  should  have  been  raised  on 
the  Second  Reading,  The  matter  is  one 
over  which  the  Home  Office  have  no  con- 
trol. 

Mk.  HOWELL:  Have  not  these 
matters  hitherto  Ijeen  ndmiuisleretl  under 
the  Home  Office  ?  The  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  on  the  Thursday  before 
Good  Friday,  when  no  one  seemed  to 
know  anything  about  the  Bill.  Every- 
body was  taken  by  surprise,  I  ask  the 
Speaker  whether  the  Bill  docs  uot  come 
withiu  the  purview  of  the  ruling  as  to 
another  Bill  for  the  whole  of  London  ? 

•Mil.  SPEAKER  :  Any  point  of  Order 
should  have  been  raised  before  the 
Second  Reading,  but  I  iim  advised  that 
the  promoters  were  perfectly  wilhin  their 
rights  in  bringiug  the  Bill  in  as  a  Private 
Bill.  There  is  no  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  introduced  as  a  Private  Bill.  If 
the  Bill  raises  a.  question  of  public 
policy,  that  is  a  question  which  should 
have  been  raised  at  the  proper  time, 
but  a  question   of  Order   does   not  now 

Mr.  HOWELL  :  Has  the  attention 
of  the  Home  Office  been  called  to  the 
character  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  Yes,  Sir. 


iioe 

Mr.  HOWELL  :  I  suppose  the  only 
thing  I  can  do  now  is  to  give  notice  tha' 
on  the  Third  Reading  I  shall  move  th« 
rejection  of  the  Bill. 

IRISH  SLATES. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork.  E.)  :  : 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  fo 
War  whether  it  is  proposed  to  carry  ou 
further  building  operations  at  the  Cur 
ragh  ;  and,  if  so,  will  a  preference  h( 
given  to  tenders  from  Irish  slate  quarries 
provided  the  quality  is  as  good  and  lii< 
price  as  low  as  tenders  from  other  part, 
of  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAM 
The  contracts  made  for  the  erection 
buildings  at  the  Curragh  include  t~~ 
supply  of  materials  ;  and  I  shall  be  v(s: 
glad  if  the  contractors  are  able  to  c:: 
Irish  slates. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  May  I  b> 
whether  the  iuvitations  for  tenders  c^ 
tain  any  stipulation  with  regard  to  - 
use  of  Irish  slates  ? 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMA^ 
Not  that  I  am  aware  of. 

Captain  DONELAN  :  Can  the  ri^ 
hon.  Gentleman  satisfy  us  by  giw  i, 
orders  in  that  direction  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMA-J' 
I  believe  it  has  been  tried  on  previom 
ithout  success. 


CHCBCH   OF  ENGLAND    MARRIAGE 

LAWS. 
Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretwy 
of  State  for  the  Home  Departroent 
whether  his  attention  has  been  calld  Vi 
a  case  io  the  South  Western  Poii« 
Court,  reported  in  The  Doily  Se«t, 
16th  March,  of  a  poor  woman  whoWiB- 
plained  to  Mr.  deRutzen  lliata  clergymU 
refused  to  perform  the  ceremony  of  iW 
riftge  between  her  daughter  anil  li* 
would-be  husband  be<-anse  she  vk-  S(^ 
preaching  her  confinement,  although  ll* 
banns  bad  been  paid  for ;  whether  » 
clergyman  of  the  Church  of  Engl»n» 
can  lawfully  refuse  to  perform  the  cert" 
mouy  of  marriage  between  two  persoMi 
not  otherwise  incapacitated,  upon  tbi 
sole  ground  alleged ;  and  whether,  >■ 
view  of  the  expense  and  delay  involvrf 
in  a  prosecution  for  such  refusal,  he  <*■ 
take  steps  to  prevent  its  recurrence  ■ 
fatare  ?  In  putting  the  question  4j 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  nndenU" 
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now  that  the  clergyman  had  thought 
hotter  of  the  matter  aud  that  the  couple 
wi  question  had  been  married  by  him,  but 
^e  must  press  the  matter^  as  it  involved 
*  question  of  law. 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  have  been  in 
ponmunication  with  the  clergyman,  who, 
It  aippears  from  what  he  tells  mo,  thought 
It  Ill's  duty,  before  pronouncing  the  bless- 
lo^  of  the  Marriage  Service,  to  require 
ifOiae  assurance  of  their  sorrow  for  their 
p^Lst.  He  therefore  suggested  that  they 
sboald  be  married  at  the  Registry  Office. 
.sAviDg  received  satisfactory  evidence  of 


the  person  referred  to  in  the  question  in 
taking  and  holding  this  farm.  As  re- 
gards the  effect  of  the  speeches,  however, 
they  appear  to  be  innocuous,  and  the 
police  moreover  were  informed  by  the 
person  who  held,  and  still  holds,  the 
farm  referred  to  that  he  did  not  care 
whether  the  meeting  was  held  or  not. 
The  Government  were  advised  by  their 
legal  advisers  that  there  were  not  suffi- 
cient grounds  for  interfering  with  the 
meeting,  and  it  was  afterwards  considered 
that  proceedings  with  respect  to  the 
speeches  made  at  the  meeting  would  not 


tixeir  sorrow  for  their  offence,  the  couple  I  be  expedient.      As  the  hon.  and  learned 

y^ere  married  by  him.     With  regard  to    Member  is  aware,  prosecutions,  though 

tlie  last  two  paragraphs,  it  appears  to  be    sometimes  justifiable,  do  more  harm  than 

fc  question  of  ecclesiastical  discipline.     I  <  good,  and  the  present  is  just  one  of  those 

^ve  no  authority  in  the  matter.     I  do  |  cases.     With  regard  to  the  effect  of  these 

not  think  a  clergyman  of  the  Church  of  ,  speeches,  I   am  informed  that  it  is  not 

England  can  lawfully  refuse  to  marry  a  '  correct  to  say  that  the  man  in  question 

couple  solely  on  the  ground  alleged.     I  '  has  been  severely  boycotted.      It  is  true 

do  not  see  that  any  alteration  of  the  law    that  several  of  his  customers  have  with- 

w  rendered  necessary  by  the  occurrence.    I  drawn  from  his  milling  business  ;  othcr- 

I  wise  he  has  not  suffered  serious  incon- 
ALLEGED  BOYCOTTING  AT  KELLS.  i  veuience.  Ho  buys  and  sells  cattle  at 
Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  University)  :  \  fairs  without  being  in  any  way  obstructed. 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  The  police  are  using,  by  my  directions, 
I^rd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  the  greatest  possible  vigilance  to  prevent 
*ttention  has  been  called  to  the  speeches  \  any  acts  of  intimidation,  and  so  far  they 
'"^e    at    Kelts    by  hon.   Members    of 


I 


have  been  successful  in  their  efforts. 

Mr.    CARSON :    Is    the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  within   the   last 


^^  House  on  the   4th  of  February  last, 
**  a  meeting  held  for  the  purpose  of  de- 

^uncing   a    gentleman    resident  in  the    month    two    additional    meetings    have 

^Utrict ;  whether  the  said  meeting,  hav-  '  been   held   for  the  purpose  of  adopting 

*^g  regard  to  its  avowed  object  and  the  j  methods    to    secure    a    more     effectual 

Ungnage  used,   was   a   legal   assembly  ; 

^liether     any    proceedings    have    been 

^en  against  any  persons  in  respect  of 

4i«  meeting  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 

^  (reutleman  referred  to  and  denounced 

^  the  said   meeting   has   been   and    is 

Severely    boycotted ;     and   whether   any 

^ps  have  been  taken  to  put  an  end  to 

^ch  boycotting  ? 
Ur.  J.    MORLEY:    My    attention 

^  drawn  at  the  time  to  a  report  of  the 

•peeches  delivered  at  this  meeting.     The  |  similar  view.     Of  course,  they  will  not 

relax    their   vigilance   in    the    slightest 
degree. 

Mr.  CARSON  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allow  these  meetings  to  go 
on  until  this  man's  trade  is  ruined  ?  We 
have  already  seen  that  his  milling  busi- 
ness has  suffered. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  As  soon  as  I  find 
the  effect  of  any  meetings  of  this  kind  to 


boycotting  of  this  gentleman,  and  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  taken  any  steps  to 
deal  with  them  ? 

-  Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  I  was  aware 
that  these  meetings  had  been  held.  I  have 
watched  this  case  carefully,  and  my  in- 
formation has  been  all  the  way  through 
that  this  man — of  course,  for  obvious 
reasons,  I  will  not  mention  his  name — 
has  not  suffered  any  harm,  and,  indeed, 
apprehends  none.      The   police   hold    a 


I 


iiotice  convening  the  meeting,  which  I 
ittve  examined,  did  not,  as  stated  in  the 
question,  disclose  or  advocate  any  illegal 
<^bject,  the  professed  and  avowed  object 
I^Dg  perfectly  legal.  It  is  true  that  in 
Ae  course  of  the  speeches  made  at  the 
iBeetiog  references  were  made  to  the  re- 
ding of  evicted  farms  in  the  locality, 
•*!  there  can   be   very  little  doubt,  I 

f^ppose,  that  the  promoters  of  the  meet-^  be  injurious  to  the  man  in  his  business 
^  had  specially  in  view  the  action  of    or   otherwise,   I   shall   take   such   steps 
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years  for  abolition  of  office  should  orly 
be   grauted    in  exceptional   eases.     The 
I^ule  applies  to  all  Civil  servants  then 
serving  or  subsequently  appointed. 

i:50LDIERS'  INSTITUTES  IN  DUBLIN. 
:Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  : 
X  l>eg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  it  is  in  contemplation  to 
st&rt  a  second  Soldiers'  Institute  in  Dublin 
under  the  patronage  of  Lord  Wolseley  ; 
liether  any  of  the  Catholic  clergy  are  to 
upon  its  Board  of  Management ;  and 
'w^lietber  any,  and  what,  religious  services 
ftre  to  be  held  in  it  ? 

^  3fclR.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
Nothing  is  known  in  the  War  Office  of 
this  proposed  Institute,  but  I  intend  to 
x&ake  inquiries  into  the  subject. 

I-ETTERKENNY  DISTRICT  ASYLUM. 
Mr.  a.  O'CONNOR  :  I  beg  to  ask 
*be  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
'Wint  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  in  contem- 
plation to  spend  a  large  sum,  and,  if  so, 
now  much,  on  the  District  Lunatic  Asy- 
lum at  Letterkenny  ;  how  much  is  to  be 
upended  on  the  residence  of  the  Medical 
Superintendent ;  what  will  be  thereafter 
Ae  total  annual  charge  upon  the  rate- 
Payers  of  the  district  in  respect  of  the 
•sylum  ;  and  whether  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  giveo  their  sanction  to 
^e  details  of  the  scheme  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  An  expcndi- 
^re  of  £26,100  has  been  authorised  by 
fte  Privy  Council  on  works  at  the 
letterkenny  District  Lunatic  Asylum  to 
Provide  against  overcrowding,  and  for 
^er  urgent  and  necessitous  wants  of 
fte  Institution.  This  amount  includes  a 
^rn  of  £2,300  for  a  detached  house  for 
tte'^tesident  Medical  Superintendent. 
The  present  residence  of  this  officer  is 
^tnated  in  the  centre  of  the  asylum,  and 
tuples  some  of  its  most  important  space, 
^  it  has  been  considered  desirable  to 
utilise  this  portion  of  the  building  for 
Ujlum  accommodation,  and  to  erect  a 
^w  residence  for  the  Medical  Superin- 
tendent. The  sum  of  £26,100  will  bo 
Repayable  to  the  Treasury  in  20  years 
"^th  interest  at  the  rate  of  3^  per  cent. 
per  annum ;  but  the  Treasury  may,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Public  Works 
*ftmR  Act  of  last  Seseion,  extend  the 
^e  of  repaymeut  to  a  period  not  ex- 
ceeding SO  years.    The  Board  of  Control, 


who  are  the  authority  in  this  matter,  and 
not  the  Local  Government  Board,  have 
approved  of  the  details  of  the  scheme  for 
the  additions  and  improvements  now 
being  carried  out. 

ALLEGED    '-CORKAGE"    AT    TEMPER- 
ANCE  HOTELS. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
bejr  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
(jhequer  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  the  practice  of  certain  so-called 
temperance  hotels  of  admitting  visitors 
with  their  own  supply  of  alcohol,  and 
charging  corkage  ;  and  whether  this 
practice  renders  such  hotels  liable  to  the 
publican's  licence  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Hakcouut,  Derby): 
The  answer  to  the  question  is  in  the 
negative. 

THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  IRISH 

LAND  ACTS. 
•  Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Will  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  state 
when  he  proposes  to  move  the  appoint- 
aient  of  tlie  Select  Committee  on  the 
working  of  the  Irish  Land  Acts  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  ([uite  ready 
to  move  the  appointment  of  the  Select 
Committee  at  any  moment.  There  is  no 
difficulty  on  this  side  of  the  House,  but 
hou.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I  understand, 
wish  to  have  a  discussion  on  the  nomina- 
tion of  the  Committee.  I  am  not  with- 
out hopes,  however,  that  I  may  so  alter 
the  form  that  the  hon.  Member?  0})posito 
will  assent  to  it  without  discussion.  I 
hope  to  be  in  a  position  to  make  a  further 
statement  to-morrow. 

THE  BUDGET. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  Gcorcre's,  Han- 
over  Square)  :  May  I  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  if  he  can  name  a  day 
for  making  the  Budget  Statement  ? 

Sir  W.  H  ARCOURT  :  I  hope  at  pre- 
sent to  be  aV>ltt  to  introduce  it  on  the 
16th  of  thiftf||j|lith.  I  cannot,  however, 
say  definitely^ 

ARMY  (ANNUAL)  BILL. 
Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  see 
the  Army  (Annual)  Bill  is  down  in  the 
Orders  after  Report  of  Supply.  Is  it 
intended  to  brin^r  it  on  to-night  ?  I  under- 
stand the  opposition  to  the  Secon«l  Head- 
ing was  withdrawn  on  the  understanding 
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that    Coram  it  tee    should  be  taken  at  a 
reasonable  hour  before  miduight  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  do  not  apprehend  there  is  any  chance 
of  its  being  taken  to-night. 

NEW  MEMBERS   SWORN. 
Thomas  Shaw,  esquire,  for  the  Hawick 
District  of  Burghs. 

Harold  John  Tennaut,  esquire,  for  the 
County  of  Berwick. 

Arthur  Charles  Humphreys  Owen, 
esquire,  for  the  County  of  Montgomery. 

M  or  IONS. 


LAW     LIBRARY,    FOUR    COURTS 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

MOTION    FOR  LEAVE. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY,  in  asking  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  authorise  an  advance 
out  of  the  general  fund  of  moneys  be- 
longing to  suitors  of  the  Supreme  Court 
in  Ireland  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Library  used  by  the  Bar  of  Ireland  at 
the  Four  Courts,  Dublin,  said  :  I  think  a 
few  sentences  from  me  will  be  sufficient 
to  indicate  the  object  of  the  Bill  which  I 
have  now  to  ask  the  House  to  give  me 
leave  to  bring  in.  It  is  to  authorise  an 
advance  out  of  the  Suitors'  Fund  of  the 
Supreme  Court  in  Ireland  of  a  sufficient 
sum  for  the  purpose  of  altering  and  im- 
proving the  Library  of  the  Four  Courts 
in  Dublin  for  the  use  of  the  Bar  in  Ire- 
land. It  is  an  object  which  everybody 
in  Ireland  desires  to  see  fulfilled.  It  has 
been  found  that  the  present  Library  of 
the  Four  Courts  is  inadequate,  both  in 
ventilation  and  otherwise,  and  it  is 
necessary  to  make  arrangements  for  im- 
proving the  Library.  Ail  the  parties  in- 
terested are  agreed  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  say 
what  sum  it  is  proposed  to  advance  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  hon.  Friend 
will  allow  me  to  postpone  stating  the 
exact  figure.  The  Bill  will  be  printed 
in  the  course  of  to-morrow  or  next  day, 
and  there  are  some  details  to  be  settled 
with  the  Treasury.  It  is  not  a  very 
large  sum. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Is  it  public 
money  ? 

Mr,  Hanbury 


Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  It  is  from  th< 
Suitors'  Fund,  which  is  a  fund  derived 
from  money  paid  in  on  account  of  action, 
and  not  disbursed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposeck 

**  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
authorise  an  advance  out  of  the  genera)  fund 
moneys  belonging  to  suitors  of  the  Suprer- 
Court  in  Ireland  for  the  purposes  of  the  Libr^ 
used  by  the  Bar  of  Ireland  at  the  Four  Cou^ — ■ 
DubUn."— (i/r.  J,  Morley.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr*. 
Morley  and. Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  1.^/. 

STANDING   COMMITTEE    (SCOTLAND). 
RESOLUTION. 

The  secretary  fok  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgoir, 
Bridgeton)  rose  to  move — 

"That,  in  aildition  to  the  two  Stemling 
Committees  appointed,  under  Standing  Onler 
No.  47,  a  Standing  Committee  shall  be  appointed 
for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating  ex- 
clusively to  Scotland  which  may,  by  order  ol 
the  House,  be  committed  to  them,  and  that  the 
provisions  of  Standing  Order  No.  47  shall  apply 
to  the  said  Standing  Committee  ;  that  the  find 
Standing  Committee  do  consist  of  all  the  MeiB- 
bers  representing  Scottish  constituencies  to» 
gether  with  15  other  Members,  to  be  nominited 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection,  who  shall  h»t^ 
power  from  time  to  time  to  discharge  the  Mein* 
oere  so  nominated  by  them,  and  to  appoinl 
others  in  substitution  for  those  dischai^; 
that  Standing  Onlers  No.  49  and  50  do  apply 
to  the  said  Standing  Committee." 

He  said  :  I  beg  to  propose  this  Resolution 
the  considerations  in  connection  with 
wliich  are  so  bonnd  up  with  the  daily  ex* 
periences  of  hon.  Membei*s  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  House  and  the  effect  of  those 
proceedings  upon  the  progress  of  Scotch 
legislation  that  I  think  a  plain  and  brief 
statement  of  the  requirements  and  facti 
upon  which  it  is  founde<l  will  best  show 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  strength  of  the 
case  which  I  propose  to  lay  before  thi 
House.  When  one  brings  forward  t 
proposal  to  this  effect  it  is  necessary  !• 
prove  three  things — first,  that  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things  imperatively  demandi 
a  remedy  ;  secondly,  that  the  remedj 
proposed  will  be  efficacious,  and  that  tbi 
dangers  and  difficulties  which  it  briogi^ 
with  it  do  not  approach  in  gravity  tl 
those  which  it  removes  ;  and,  thinl^ 
that  the  informed  public  opiDioo  of  thoM 
who  are  most  interested  in  the  qoestioi 
is  in  favour  of   the   change,  or,  at  aoy 
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t€,  ID  the  same  direction.  If  I  can 
ake  good  these  propositious  it  only 
mains  that  the  Government  should  he 
wAj  to  go  through  with  this  change, 
id  on  that  point  I  can  assure  tlic  House 
at  nothing  will  he  wanting.  We  do 
»t  regard  this  as  a  partisan  measure.  We 
ok  upon  it  as  a  practical  and  hnsiness- 
ce  measure  for  getting  more  time  for  the 
ablic  Business  of  the  House,  and  for 
>ing  justice  to  a  great  class  of 
[embers  whose  interests  have  had  scant 
istice  done  them  in  the  past.  And  we 
at  it  forward  as  a  proposal  for  dealing 
vith  a  state  of  things  which  must  be 
bait  with  decisively  and  at  once.  If 
anyone  doubts  that  the  present  state  of 
things  must  be  altered,  it  is  not  the  Scot- 
tUh  Members.  They  know  how  the 
VofliDess  of  their  country  has  been  left 
^one.  They  know  the  value  of  the 
time  which  is  due  to  Scotland,  and  of 
which  they  get  such  a  scanty  share.  I 
^Te often  thought  that  the  worst  effect  of 
^faulty  custom  of  business  to  which 
^tt  have  become  accustomed  is  that  it 
h»ere  their  standard  from  what  is  pos- 
Ale  and  what  ought  to  be  done  ;  and  I 
^  quite  certain  that  hon.  Members  who 
•»  not  Scottish  Members  do  not  realise 
^  plight  in  which  Scottish  Members 
•i«^D0t  only  are  in  this,  but  have  been 
^ali  Parliaments.  I  am  sure  Scottish 
iCembers  have  been  told  in  many  a  Ses- 
•on  before  this — and  it  is  a  very  common 
4ing  to  be  told — "  Oh,  yes  ;  you  have 
^important  Scottish  Bill  this  Session  ; 
^Mi  had  none  last  Session  ;  but  the  Ses- 
i^o  before  last  you  had  such  and  such  a 
)il].**  Now,  is  it  not  in  itself  an  abuse  of 
'oy  great  magnitude  that  70  busy  men,  the 
tepresentatives  of  a  certain  country, 
kmid  come  to  Parliament,  and  only 
rery  other  year  be  able  to  do  important 
Bsiness  about  the  country  which  they 
siresent  ?  If  that  was  the  case  in  any 
oer  trade  or  calling  than  that  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  we  should  say  it 
is  a  state  of  things  which  absolutely 
qoired  to  be  remedied.  Whoever  is 
tisfied  with  this  state  of  things,  it  is  not 
e  Scottish  Members.  The  Scottish 
iembers  have  taken  every  opportunity 
bich  they  could  to  testify  their  dissatis- 
etion.  In  this  Parliament  they  have 
ily  had  one  such  opportunity,  and  then 
le  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  moved — 

"That,  in   consequenoe  of  the  pressare  of 
iblic  Biisinen  mod  the  faUnre  of  this  House 
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to  deal  with  Scottish  afEairs  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  the  Scottish  people,  it  is  desirable 
to  devolve  on  a  Scottish  L^slature  all  matters 
exclusively  relating  to  Scotland." 

Now,  this  expression  of  the  grievance  of 
Scotsmen  is  very  strong ;  the  remedy 
proposed  is  very  strong  ;  and  Scottish 
Members  voted  in  favour  of  that 
Resolution  by  two  to  one;  whilst  I 
believe  that  there  were  many  who 
agreed  with  the  preamble  of  that 
Resolution  who  only  differed  from  the 
conclusion  about  Home  Rule.  If  the 
Resolution  had  been  plainly  put  to  the 
House  I  believe  that  almost  QVQry  Scots- 
man would  have  voted  for  it.  But  it 
may  be  said  that  this  is  a  temporary 
feeling  in  this  Parliament.  What  was 
the  feeling  of  the  Scottish  Members  in 
the  last  Parliament  about  Scottish  busi- 
ness ?  That  was  a  Parliament  when 
there  were  fewer  Members  who  belonged 
to  that  Party  to  which  we  on  this  side 
for  the  most  part  belong.  It  was  a 
Parliament  which  was  very  heavily 
worked,  but  less  overburdened  than  this 
Parliament ;  and  Scottish  opinion  was 
that  Scotsmen  ought  to  manage  their 
own  business  much  more  in  thoir  own 
fashion,  and  with  a  greater  command  of 
public  time.  In  May,  1889,  a  Scottish 
Local  Government  Bill  was  read  a  second 
time,  and  it  was  moved  that  it  should  be 
sent  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leeds 
moved  that,  instead  of  sending  it  to  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  it  should 
be  sent  to  a  Select  Committee  com- 
posed of  all  the  Scottish  Representa- 
tives and  of  30  other  Members  to  be 
nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion. Thirty-five  Scottish  Members 
voted  for  this  Resolution  and  15  against. 
In  1890  the  Scottish  Burghs  Police 
Bill  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
and  then  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fqr  Dundee,  now  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  moved  that  it  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee  consisting  of 
Members  representing  Scottish  constitu- 
encies. On  that  occasion  31  Scottish 
Members  voted  for  the  Resolution  and  13 
against  ;  and  in  the  same  Parliament 
the  Resolution  which  I  am  now  moviny- 
was  moved  very  much  in  the  sajne  sha^e, 
and  30  Scottish  Members  t(>^f6  voted  in 
favour  of  it.  Th^^HS^ish  feeling,, 
therefore,  is  perma^ut .  it  ^as  the  same 
in  the  last  ParU^ment  as  it  is  in   this 
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Parliameut,     only    in    those    days    the 
Ministry,  for   reasons    which    I    do    not 
criticise  for  a  moment,  invited  the  great 
majority  of  Memhers  to  go  coimter  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Scottish  Members.      That 
is  not  the  course  we  take  to-night.      We 
offer  the  Scottish   Members   a   proposal 
for  enabling  them,  at  one   of   the  most 
important   periods    of    process     in     the 
manufacture  of  their  Bills,  to  have  those 
Bills  moulded  in  accordance  with  Scot- 
tish opinion  ;  and  as  far   as   we  can  in- 
fluence and  devise  English,  Welsh,  and 
Irish  Members,  we  shall  ask  them  not  to 
thwart   the    Scottish    Members,   but  to 
assist    them     in     obtaining     what     we 
know   to    be   the   wish   and    what    we 
beheve  to  be  the  interest  of    Scotland. 
If     lion.     Members      for     other     parts 
of  the  country  will  look  at  this  matter 
calmly   they  will  see  that  it  is  in   the 
interest  of  the  whole  House,  and  not  of 
Scotland    alone,   that    this    proposal    is 
brought  forward.     The  Parish  Councils 
Bill  for  Scotland,  according  to  all  the 
Rules   which   govern   the    sequence    of 
business  in  this  House,  is  a  debt  to  Scot- 
land   which   must   be   paid   out   of   the 
general  time  of  the  House.    The  Scottish 
Parish    Councils    Bill    raises    as    many 
important  questions  as  the  English  Bill 
—questions  as  thoroughly  understood  by 
Scotland's  Representatives,  and  exciting 
quite  as  great  interest  in  Scotland  as  the 
English  provisions  did  in  England.    The 
English  Parish    Councils   Bill   took    42 
days  of  the  time  of  the  House  in  Com- 
mittee.     How   long   will    the   Scottish 
Parish  Councils  Bill  take  ?     I  think  it  is 
not  an  exaggeration  to  say  that  15  or  16 
days   are   the   very  least   that   Scottish 
Members  will  have  to  demand  from  the 
general  time  of  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose  of    passing   the    Pariah    Councils 
Bill  through  Committee  ;  and  the  Parish 
Councils  Bill  is  only  the  first  of  a  good  many 
items  and  measures  which  are  due  to  Scot- 
land. Scotland  has  a  very  large  population. 
It  is  a  country  very  highly  organised,  and, 
therefore,    dependent    to    a   remarkable 
degree     upon    legislation    for    the   free 
working  of  its  administrative  machinery 
and  for  its  social  and  commercial  progress. 
T  do  not  think  it  is  too  much  to  say  that 
^t  a   week    passes   but  some   Scottish 
Local  i5o'a;y  that  thoroughly  understands 
its  business  comeo^P  the  Scottish  Office 
and   asks   that   some  statute   passed  in 
former  years  should  be  lltered  in  an  im- 
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portant  particular,  and  saying  that  with 
out  this  alteration  the  Statute  will  no 
work.     The  Burgh  Police  Act  is  one  h 
which  many  alterations  have  been  pro 
posed.       Then    there   are    the    privati 
Members.       This     year     the     ScottisI 
Members  have  not  been  yery  fortunat 
in  the  Ballot ;  and  yet  I  already  see  o 
the  Table  of  the  House  at  least  eigh 
very  important  Scottish  Bills,  and  I  kno^ 
that  a  good  many  more  are  in  prepare 
tion.     It  requires  almost  endless  patienc 
and  perseverance,  and  it  requires  almos 
humiliating  appeals  to  the  indulgence  o 
English  Members,  to   get  one  of  tbo8< 
Bills    occasionally    passed    between  li 
and    1    o'clock    in  the  morning.      T\m 
proposal,     therefore,     to     obtain     time 
which    is    not    taken    from    the    gene- 
ral   time     of    the     House     is    a    pro- 
posal   for   the    advantage    of    Scotland 
indeed,  but   likewise  greatly  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  England  and  the  rest  of  the 
Kingdom.     I  see  that  there  are  certain 
signs   on   the   Order   Book.     One  bon. 
Member,  who  agrees,  I  fancy,  with  this 
general  proposal,  thinks  it  does  not  go 
far  enough.     We  are  asking  the  House 
to  take  a  new  step,  and  therefore  it  is 
better  and  wiser  to  proceed  on  the  old 
lines  where  they  have  been  found  effi- 
cient.    We  have  followed  carefully  the 
old    proposals   with   regard    to    Grand 
Committees.     The  number  of  Members 
proposed  on  this    Grand   Committee  is 
almost   the   same  ;    the   quorum  is  tha 
same ;  the  Members  who  are  not  Scot- 
tish Members  are  to  be  selected  bj  tho 
same  impartial  body,  and   the  Chainnaa 
is  to  be  chosen  by  the  same  method  from 
the   experience,  almost  professional,  of 
the  Chairmen's  Panel.     In  all  respecti 
the  proposal  is  on  the  old  model  excepi 
in  the  business  that  is  referred  to  thi 
Committee  and  in  the  number  of  MeoH 
hers  specially  interested  in  the  business) 
who  are  greatly  increased  in  proportion* 
And,  now.  Sir,  we  place  all  the  ScottiJ 
Members   on    this    Committee.    If  J^ 
cannot  put  all  the  Members  from  Sool' 
land    on   the   Committee,   I   think 
might  as  well  leave  it  alone  for  a 
obvious  I  reason.     If  30  or  40  Meml 
were  excluded,  and  if  they  know 
business   intimately  connected  with 
country  they    represented  was  dons 
their   absence,   then   the   whole  of 
business   would  have  to   be  done  ot 
again  in  the  House,  which  would  not' 
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the  case  if  this  proposal  is  adopted.  I 
remember  that  we  have  often  been  told 
tiist  the  Grand  Committee  ought  to  be 
the  microcosm  of  the  House  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House.  This  is  the 
great  argument  I  advance  for  the  Com- 
mittee which  we  propose  to  set  up. 
This  Scotch  Grand  Committee  will  not 
onlj  be  a  sort  of  microcosm  of  the  House 
io  Committee  of  the  whole  House  on 
Scotch  business  ;  it  will  be  the  House  in 
Committee  on  Scotch  business  itself. 
What  is  the  House  in  Committee  on 
Scotch  business  ?  Before  that  Com- 
mittee has  gone  on  10  minutes  all  the 
Members  except  the  Scotch  Members 
bre  left  the  House.  No  one  but  a 
Scotch  Member  speaks  ;  no  one  listens — 
[Opposition  laughter] — but  ScotchMem- 
bere.  But  I  am  sorrj  to  say  that  the  Mem- 
bers who  are  in  the  precincts  of  the  House 
come  in  to  vote.  Nothing  is  more  striking 
—it  is  one  of  the  best-known  phenomena 
of  Parliamentary  life— the  indifference 
which  English  Members  show  to  the  de- 
tails of  Scotch  Debates.  I  do  not  care 
much  for  the  amusement  which  I  have 
eansed  amongst  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
for  I  am  speaking'  now  to  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, who  know  that  what  I  am  saying  is 
the  fact,  and  who  have  felt  it  long. 
This  indifference  of  English  Members  is 
Terj  remarkable  ;  and  if  you  read  the 
London  correspondents'  writing  in  the 
English  provincial  papers,  you  will  see 
that  they  seem  to  grudge  the  time  given 
to  a  Scotch  Debate  on  Scotch  business. 
Anyone  who  will  read  the  English  news- 
papers the  day  after  a  Scotch  Debate 
on  a  Scotch  question  will  see  that  what 
I  say  is  precisely  true.  But  Scotland  is 
quite  unconcerned  at  this  indifference  of 
Englishmen,  if  only  Scotchmen  are  to  be 
allowed  to  do  their  business  in  their  own 
manner  and  at  their  own  time.  In  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Scotch 
business  you  have  every  possible  disad- 
vantage, and  you  have  not  the  great 
^vantage  which  the  proposal  before  the 
House  will  give — that  in  this  Scotch 
Orand  Committee  you  will  get  the 
opinion  of  Scotland.  This  proposal  will 
^ble  you  at  a  most  important  stage  in 
^h  Scotch  Bill  to  get  the  real  opinion 
^f  Scotland  ;  and  my  belief  is  that,  in  9 
^^ses  out  of  10,  or  19  cases  out  of 
^,  Parliament  will  be  only  too  glad  to 
fc)iow  what  Scotland  thinks,  and  will 
^dorse  its  ascertained  opinion.     I  have 


shown  that  the  present  state  of  things 
requires  a  remedy,  and  I  have  shown  that 
this  remedy,  whatever  else  it  will  be, 
will  be  efficacious.  I  have  shown  also 
that  the  Scotch  Members  desire  it.  I 
will  now  refer  to  the  question  whether 
the  evils  and  objections  of  this  proposal 
outweigh  the  advantages.  What  are  the 
dangers  and  disadvantages  of  this  pro- 
posal ?  Are  they  dangers  to  the  Empire 
or  to  the  Kingdom  at  large  ?  No  Im- 
perial question  can  possibly  come  on 
before  this  Scotch  Committee.  No 
question  that  can  seriously  affect  any 
other  part  of  the  Kingdom  directly  can 
come  before  this  Committee  either.  I 
shall  soon  introduce  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  for  Scotland,  which  will  effect 
very  large  changes  in  all  departments  of 
Scotch  life.  I  speak  quite  sincerely  and 
honestly  when  I  say  that  there  is  abso- 
lutely nothing  in  that  Bill  which  can 
affect  England,  Ireland,  or  Wales,  except 
as  far  as  England,  Wales,  and  Ireland 
are  affected  by  the  increased  or  diminished 
prosperity  and  content  of  Scotland.  If 
anything  is  brought  forward  which 
touches  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom  the 
Chairman  will  rule  it  out  of  order,  and 
if  anything  is  brought  forward  which  can 
injure  the  interests  of  other  parts 
of  the  Kingdom  there  will  be  Members 
from  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom 
to  know  what  is  being  done  in  the  Com- 
mittee and  to  bring  it  before  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  afterwards,  and  I 
venture  to  say  that  the  House  will  take 
very  sharp  notice  of  it.  But  I  believe 
the  danger  to  be  absolutely  illusory. 
We  are  making  a  machinery  which  is  to 
be  worked  by  men  of  sense.  And 
Scotch  Members  are  men  of  sense.  They 
know  that  this  Scotch  Grand  Committee 
would  not  be  worth  a  single  Session's 
purchase  if  its  Members  used  it  to 
meddle  with  the  affairs  of  other  parts  of 
the  country.  I  suppose  that  the  main 
argument  which  will  be  brought  against 
this  proposal  will  be  the  argument  which 
was  put  forward — not  at  great  length, 
but  with  great  animation — by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  St.  George's,  Hanover 
Square,  in  the  course  of  last  mouth. 
There  was  one  particular  sentence  in  that 
speech  to  which  I  wish  to  refer,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit  that  it 
is  the  cardinal  sentence.     He  said — 

"  It    would    be    utterly  unfair  to  English 
interests  that,  while  the  English  were  to  nave 
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no  voice  in  the  framing  of  Scotch  measures, 
Scotchmen  and  Irishmen  should  determine  the 
form  in  which  English  measures  were  to  be 
passed." 

But  are  the  Euglish  to  have  uo  voice  in 
the  framing  of  Scotch  measures  ?  First 
of  all,  leave  has  to  be  obtained  to  intro- 
duce the  Bill,  and  with  a  contentious 
measure  that  is  a  serious  stage.  Then 
the  House  as  a  whole  must  approve  or 
reject  the  principle  of  the  Bill  on  the 
Second  Reading,  and  in  full  House  In- 
structions will  be  moved  on  going  into 
Committee.  Af towards  the  House  will 
revise  the  work  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Report  stage,  with  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair,  and  consider  the  measure  in  its 
final  shape  on  the  Third  Reading.  With- 
out the  concurrence  of  the  English 
majority,  over  and  over  again  given,  no 
Scotch  measure  can  possibly  become  law; 
and  we  do  not  endeavour  to  get  the  con- 
currence of  that  majority  by  any  Parlia- 
meutnry  device.  But  we  expect  to  get 
a  very  favourable  hearing  from  the 
majority  of  the  House  when  they  find 
out  what  the  Scotch  opinion  is  on  Scotch 
measures,  and  we  believe  that  the  House 
will  treat  that  opinion  with  great  respect. 
England,  therefore,  will  have  a  voice  in 
Scotch  business  ;  and  what  is  the  extent 
to  which  Scotchmen  will  interfere  with 
English  business  ?  By  far  the  most  of 
the  measures  which  are  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  are  not  Euglish 
measures  in  the  sense  that  they  are  mea- 
sures peculiarly  for  England  alone.  Elec- 
torate Bills,  trade  Bills,  agricultural  Bills, 
Bills  alFecting  the  factory  laws,  India,  the 
Colonies,  the  Army  and  the  Navy — in  all 
these  Scotland  has  as  much  interest  as 
England.  That  is  one  class  of  the  Bills 
in  which  Scotchmen  will  have  a  voice. 
Then  there  are  the  Euglish  Bills 
which  go  to  Grand  Committees, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  the 
number  of  these  will  be  considerably 
increased,  because  when  purely  Scotch 
Bills  are  referred  to  this  Scotch  Grand 
Committee  the  time  which  Scotch  busi- 
ness now  takes  before  Grand  Committees 
will  be  saved,  and  there  will  be  more  time 
for  referring  English  Bills  to  the  other 
Grand  Committees.  What  are  these 
Grand  Committees  ?  When  English 
business  comes  before  them  they  are 
almost  completely  Euglish  bodias.  Even 
when  Scotch  business  comes  before  a 
Grand  Committee  and  15  extri.  Scotch- 
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men   are  put  on,  the  English  Members 
still  have  a  very  large  majority.     Noav- 
when   a    Scotch  Bill  comes  before  tlilg 
Grand    Committee    which    we    pro{>ose 
there  will  be  a  very  large   majority      of 
Scotch      Members.       The     right     Uon. 
Gentleman  asks  us  whether  England  ig 
to  have  reciprocity.     This  seems  to  me 
to  be  exactly  reciprocity.     This  seems  to 
me  to  be  fairness  and  justice,  the  proposai 
that  a  Grand  Committee  on  Scotch  busi- 
ness should  be  managed  by  a  majority  of 
Scotch  Members,  just  as  English  business 
is   managed   by   a   majority  of  Englisli 
Members.     I  quite  admit  that  something 
still  remains,  and  the  benefit  of  that  a<I- 
missioQ  it  will  be  cheaper  to  concede  ^^ 
once  to  the  right  bon.  Gentleman.       ^ 
admit  that  from  time  to  time  a  Bill  wi^ 
come  before  the  Committee  of  the  wbol* 
House  affecting  England,  Wales,  or  Ir^ 
land,  on  which   Scotchmen  will  have     * 
vote  on  the  same  day  that  they  ha^"^ 
been  disposing  of  Scotch  business  wi^  " 
only  a  small  infusion  of  English  Mei^^' 
hers.     So  far  that  is  an  anomaly,  but    ^* 
is   not   sufficiently  serious   that  for  tbi»  ^ 
sake  of  it  you  ought  to  defeat  a  scheicv^^ 
which  I  believe  to  be  useful  and  worl^- 
manlike  ;  and  I  am  sure  that  aDomaE^ 
will   not    be    regarded    as    a   safficiec^  t 
answer  to  our  proposals  by  that  pr»ctic^»i 
nation  the  method  of  conducting  wh(v^o 
business  we  are  now  discussing.     I  ihacmlr 
the  House  for  the  patience  with  whiclm  1 
have  been  listened  to,  and  I  have  now,  in 
conclusion,  a  word  to  say  on  some  dod- 
contentious  topics.     It  is  the  great  ad- 
vantage  of  this  proposal  that  it  promotes 
public  work  without  doing  an  injury  to 
any  individual.     I  refer  to  the  problem 
of  the   private   Member,  which  always 
presents  itself  when  we  discuss  the  pro- 
cedure   of    this    House.     This    scheme 
makes  no   demand   on   the  time  of  tbe 
private   Member,  but   it   gives  a  grett 
value  to  that  time  which  it  does  not  now 
possess.      What    method    have    private 
Members  of  initiating  business  of  their 
own  in  this  House  ?      They  may  bring 
forward  a  Motion  on  Tuesday  or  Fridaft 
or  they  may  introduce  a  Bill  for  Second 
Reading  on  a  Wednesday.     But  what  if 
the  use  of  bringing  forward  Resoladotf 
in  favour  of  legislation  and  of  ripenii^ 
questions  for  legislation  when  there  is  oi^ 
time  to  legislate  ?     What  is   the  use  rf 
getting   Bills   read   a  second  time  on* 
Wednesday  when  there  is  no  public  tim^ 
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to  pass  them  through  Committee  ?     But 
here  jou  will   have  a  special  body    to 
Militate  the  trausaction  of  special  busi- 
ness which,  I  veoture  to  sajy-iu  five  years 
will  have  passed   those   private   Scotch 
Bills  best  worth  passiug,  aud  which,  if  a 
Scotch  Member  carried  a  Resolution  in 
Ravoor  of  legislation  on  a  Tuesday  or  a 
^xid»y,  will  give  the  Government  time 
o  pass  a  Bill  and  carry  that  Resolution 
nto  law.     Again,  we  do  not  push  for- 
vmrd  business  by  suppressing  free  speech, 
riuu  is  an  argument  which  seems  to  be 
Lniversally  popular.     Instead  of  cutting 
hort  the  opportunities  of  speech  we  in- 
'ite  into  the  sphere  of  Debate  many  and 
Qjuiy  a  man  who  now  thinks  he  can  best 
promote  public  business  by  his  silence. 
ftoughter,']     I  do  not  see  anything  to 
Migh  at  in  that.     There  are  many  such 
Cembers  in  this  House,  and  we  hope  to 
:tire  them  a  deld  in  which  they  canspeak 
jr  giving  them  an   audience   they   like, 
nd  an  audience  which  likes  nothing  so 
^uch  as  substance,  point,  and  brevity. 
^he  Committee  of  the  whole  House  is 
ory  different  from  what  it  used  to  be  in 
^e  old  days.     I  rememlier  very  well  the 
iue  when   it  was  a  most   exceptional 
i.ing  to  make  a  peroration  in  Committee, 
ot  now  perorations    in  Committee  are 
QIC  commonest  things  ;  and  what  is  a 
Kire  serious  reflection   i&  that,   if  you 
r%Qt  to  go  back  to  the  old  Committee 
Linit  of  10  minutes  for  a  speech,  it  is  to 
he  Grand  Committees,  and  not  to  a  Com- 
i^ittee  of   the   whole   House,   that  you 
Biiist  go.     My    belief  is    that  on   this 
S<u>tch  Grand  Committee  business  will 
^   done    after    the    good    old    Scotch 
bahion,    which    is    so   well  known   in 
Scotch  Town  Councils,  County  Councils, 
Eeclesiastical   Assemblies,   and   Confer- 
CQoes  of  Town  and  County  Local  Bodies. 
[An  hon.  Mehbee  :  What  is  the  Scotch 
bahion  ?]     If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wants 
^  know    what  the   Scotch  fashion  of 
<biBg  business  is  let  him  ask  my  hon. 
^Hend  the  Member  for  Renfrewshire  to 
W  him  a  copy  of  the  proceedings  of 
^  Conference  of  County  Councils,  and 
^here  he  will  see  in  what  a  short  time, 
^ith  what  practical  argument,  and  with 
^hu  large  divisions  the  most  important 
S^iKestions    connected    with    the   coming 
^eotch    Local    Grovemment    Bill    were 
.Massed  and   settled.      This   proposal 
^    not    made     for     the      purpose     of 
Batting    time  for  the  advantage  of  the 
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Government.  I  refuse  to  separate  the 
Government  from  the  House  on  a  ques- 
tion of  the  importance  of  passing  legisla- 
tion. The  Government  have  no  more 
interest  than  the  rest  of  this  House  in 
carrying  good  legislation.  I  believe 
there  are  two  motives  that  induce  hon. 
Members  to  enter  Parliament.  One  is 
the  honourable  ambition  to  take  a  per- 
sonal part  in  the  business  of  the  nation, 
and  the  other  is  a  desire  to  assist  in 
passing  measures  into  law.  To  hon. 
Members  who  are  actuated  by  these 
motives — and  I  believe  they  are  an  enor- 
mous majority  of  this  House — the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government,  if  they  carefully 
examine  it,  will,  I  think,  be  found  ac- 
ceptable. It  is  a  proposal  to  give  Mem- 
bers genuine  work  of  a  sort  in  which 
they  are  specially  interested  ;  work  the 
object  of  which  they  see  and  the  con- 
duct of  which  they  can  hope  to  influence. 
It  is  a  proposal,  likewise,  to  enable  good 
measures  to  be  carried,  which  most 
Scotchmen — in  some  cases  almost  all 
Scotchmen — desire,  but  for  which  under 
the  present  system  no  time  can  be  found, 
or  will  be  found,  I  am  afraid,  for  years 
to  come.  These  are  the  two  main  recom- 
mendations of  our  proposals,  and  against 
them,  in  themselves,  I  do  not  think  any 
man  will  find  anything  to  say.  Objections 
of  principle — still  more  objections  of 
precedent  and  custom — will  be  found,  and 
will,  no  doubt,  be  eloquently  and  forcibly 
put  forward  against  the  proposal ;  but, 
none  the  less,  the  Government,  with  the 
knowledge  of  all  that  can  be  said  against 
it,  confidently  recommend  the  proposal 
to  the  approbation  of  Scotland,  to  the 
sympathy  of  Members  from  other  parts 
of  the  Kingdom,  and  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House  of  Commons* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Com- 
mittees appointed  under  Standing  Order,  No. 
47,  a  Standing  Committee  shall  be  appointed  for 
the  consideration  of  all  Bills  relating  excla- 
sirely  to  Scotland  which  may,  by  Order  of  the 
House,  be  committed  to  them,  and  that  the  pro- 
visions of  Standing  Order,  No.  47,  shall  apply 
to  the  said  Standing  Committee. 

That  the  said  Standing -Committee  do  consist 
of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish  con- 
stituencies, together  with  15  other  Members,  to 
be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
who  shsAl  have  power  from  time  to  time  to 
discharge  the  Members  so  nominated  by  them, 
and  to  appoint  others  in  substitution  for  those 
dischargecL 
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That  Standing  Orders  Nob.  49  and  50  do  apply 
to  the  said  Standing  Committee." — (*S7r  &. 
Trevelyan.) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR   (Manchester, 
E.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  in  almost  the  closing 
words   of    the   right    hou.   Gentlemau^s 
speech,  he  informed  us  that  the  Govern- 
ment  were    aware    of    everything   that 
could  bo  said  against  the  proposal  which 
he  has  laid  l>efore  the  House.     I  confess 
I    never   should   have  conjectured   that 
from    the  speech    to   which    we    have 
listened.     Nothing  more  amazed  me  in 
that  speech,  considering  the  occasion  on 
which  it  is  delivered,  than  the  absolute 
ignorance,  apparently,  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  and  the 
Government  of  which  he  is  a  Member 
are  endeavouring  to  make  a  change  in 
our  procedure  which,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say,  would  revolutionise  the  practice  of 
this  House.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
either  knows,  or  does  not  know,  of  the 
Parliamentary  arguments,  the  arguments 
drawn  from   Constitutional   and   Parlia- 
mentary practice,  which  may  be  urged 
against  this  proposal.      If  he  does  not 
know  of  them,  what  are  we  to  think  of  a 
Government  which   allows  itself   to   be 
represented  by   a  Minister  who,  on   an 
occasion  of  this  sort,  puts  on  one  side  all 
the  really  great  issues  on  which  we  are 
called  upon  to  decide,  and  occupies  our  time 
with  a  discussion,  not  unimportant  in  its 
proper  place,  of  the  precise  opportunities 
which  »Scotch  Members  have  of  delighting 
each  other  with  their   own  eloquence  ? 
What  arc  we  to  think  of  him  if  he  did 
not  know  of  these  arguments  ?     But^  if 
he  did  know  of  them — if  ho  had  them  in 
his    mind,    and    refused    to   touch    upon 
them — what    are   wo    to   think   of    the 
guidance  given  to  the  House  on  an  im- 
portant occasion  like   this  by  those  who 
are  responsible,  after  all,  for  laying  l)e- 
fore  us  the  main  considerations  on  which 
we  ought  to  base  our  decision  ?     Some 
of  the  arguments  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  I  do  not  think  it  worth 
while  to  touch  upon.     He  told  us,  and  I 
gathered  from  him — and  apparently  some 
hon.    Gentlemen    below    the    Gangway 
opposite   agreed  with  him — that  he  re- 
garded   the    manner   and    character   of 
Scotch   speakers   as   of  so   admirable  a 
kind — so  far  above  the  head  of  a  mere 
English     Member — that    it    would     be 
grossly  unfair  to  ask  them  to  perform  in 
an  empty  theatre,  or  to  unsympathetic 
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auditors,  and  that  they  ought  really  to 
be  collectively  relegated   to  some  lar^e 
room    near   the    grand   staircase   where 
there   would  be  the  perfection  of  |>er- 
formances  and  the  most  appreciative  of 
audiences.     Well,  Sir,  as  a  Scotchmau, 
I  protest  against  thb.     I  love  to  spcalc 
to  my  countrymen,  but  I  do  not  wish  t€> 
be  confined  absolutely  to  them.     I  prefor 
to   lay   my   views,   such    as    they  aro» 
before  larger  and  more  mixed  audience^* 
Though  that  is  not  an  important  argt*' 
ment,  yet  it  is  almost  the  mostimporta*^^ 
argument  which  the  right  hon.  Gentl^^- 
man  gave  us,  except  only  the  argumer*^ 
of  the   neglect,   or  alleged   neglect,  ^J 
Scotch  business.     I  have  never  conceaA^f^ 
from  the  House  that  with  regard  to  legi^^ 
lation  for  Scotland,  and  also  for  Englai^  ^ 
and  Ireland,  the  machinery  of  this  Hou^^ 
very  often  does  not  supply  the  means  fi 
passing  measures  as  quickly  as  many 
us  desire.     There  are  occasions  on  whicr 
this  would  be  a  very  proper  topic  to  brin 
before  the  House,  but  I  venture  to  sa- 
lt is  not  a  proper  topic  or  argument 
which  we  are  to  be  asked,  for  the  6 
time,  to  introduce  this  principle  of  natio 
ality    into   our    Grand    Commi 
construct  those  Committees  and  to  fnm 
them  in  a  manner  absolutely  subversivi 
as  I  shall  show  directly,  of  the  imme 
morial  precedents  set  by  this  Honse  » « 
that  matter.     The  right  hon.  Gentlemsk.1} 
asks  us    what   dangers   to    the   EmpiJV 
follow  from  his  plan  ?     I  say  I  do  not 
think  that  any  dangers  do  follow  to  tbc 
Empire ;  but,  after  all,  there  are  interest 
other  than  those  commonly  described  w 
Imperial  which  are  very  much  threatened 
by  it,  and  interests  which,  in   my  judg- 
ment, really  and  truly  in  strictness  de- 
serve the  full  epithet  of  being  as  wide  in 
their  importance  as  those  affecting  the 
whole  Empire  over  which  Parliament » 
called  upon  to  rule.     For  what  is  the 
issue  ?     It  is  the  constitution  of  Parlii- 
ment  itself.     It  is  the  constitution  of  the 
most  important  branch  of  the  Legislatnre, 
and  nothing  of  that  kind  can  l)e put  off,^ 
we  have  been  asked  to  do  to-day  by  gentle- 
men who  think  that  no  argument  ougbt 
to  be  touched  upon  in  dealing  with  this 
question    except   that    which    conceroi 
legislation  affecting  the  northern  portioj 
of  this  island.     What  is  the  prooednrerf 
the  Government  ?      Having  detenBii«d 
apj^arently    to    upset    our     immemoriii 
traditions,  they  do  so,   not   in  a  sche** 
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le  vhole  bearings  and  results  of  which 
e  can  see  and  uuderstund — not  in  a 
sheme  which  applies  to  England  and 
reland  as  well  as  to  Scotland,  but  in  a 
cheme  confined  to  one  relatively  small 
K>rtioD  of  the  35,000,000  of  population 
►ver  whom  we  directly  rule.  The 
aormous  issues  which  are  really  at  stake 
T^  deliberately  concealed  from  us  by 
be  procedure  the  Government  have 
dopted,  and  before  I  sit  down  I  shall 
love  an  Amendment  asking  the  House 
>  refuse  altogether  to  consider  these 
iccemeal  proposals,  and  to  wait  before 
ctally  approving  or,  as  I  hope,  finally 
>iulemning  any  plan  of  this  sort  until 
e  see  it,  in  broad  and  unmistakable 
itlines,  logically  extended  to  every  por- 
on  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  in  all 
s  bearings  clear  before  us  and  the 
»lintry.  I  have  complained  of  many 
Kiissions  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
sn  in  his  speech,  but  I  am  glad  he  made 
le  omission.  He  made  no  appeal  to 
^tch  national  sentiment.  He  told 
t  a  good  deal  about  Scotch 
Lsiness,  but  of  Scotch  national 
Qtiment  he  said  nothing,  and 
this,  I  think,  he  acted  well.  I, 
ir,  am  one  of  those  who  have  always 
tlieved  that  these  subordinate  patriot- 
038,  if  I  may  use  the  expression,  are  a 
ost  useful  element  in  our  public  life, 
id  I  should  be  the  last  person  in  this 
ouse  to  say  one  single  word  in  dis- 
lu^gement  of  Scotch  patriotism.  But 
^e  right  hon.  Gentleman  lias  shown 
Nearly,  by  his  own  speech,  that  this  is 
to  question  of  Scotch  patriotism  or 
^tionality.  It  is  a  question  of  carrying 
^ough  rather  more  quickly,  or  rather 
DAore  slowly,  a  certain  amount  of  Scotch 
^islation.  That  is  the  only  argument 
^Q  the  one  side,  whereas  on  the  other 
side  there  are  arguments  which  I  venture 
^  lay  before  the  £(ouse  which  ought  to 
>OAke  it  hesitate,  not  once  or  twice,  but 
loanj  times,  before  lending  itself  to  any 
^vice  of  this  description.  I  should  like 
to  know  when  the  Party  opposite  were 
converted  to  this  plan.  I  see  before  me 
one  of  the  greatest  independent  authori- 
^  upon  the  business  of  this  House,  the 
^OD.  Member  for  Bedford  City.  A 
speech  of  his  has  just  been  put  into  my 
^Dds,  delivered  a  few  years  ago — subse- 
l^eat  to  the  conversion  to  Home  Rule 
^^  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — in  which 
^  very  proposal  was  discussed,  and 


the  Member  for  Bedford,  while  advocating 
Grand  Committees  as  a  plan  for  aid- 
ing Scotch  legislation,  distinctly  laid  it 
down  that  if  the  proposal  was  that  this 
Committee  should  consist  of  Scotch 
Members  exclusively,  or  that  on  the 
Committee  the  Scotch  Members  should 
so  preponderate  in  number  as  to  over- 
bear all  other  opinions,  it  was  a 
bad  and  a  dangerous  proposal,  and 
would  only  tend  to  accentuate  the 
differences  that  might  possibly  exist 
between  the  two  countries.  These  were 
words  of  sense,  sobriety,  and  wisdom, 
and  I  quote  them  the  more  gladly  be- 
cause I  think  I  gathered  from  the  atti- 
tude taken  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  this 
afternoon  that  he  proposes  to  give  us 
some  further  observations  on  the  same 
topic  to-night.  I  trust  those  observa- 
tions will  be  in  the  same  strain.  Let  us 
consider  for  one  moment  what  this  Com- 
mittee is  to  be.  It  is  to  consist,  to  begin 
with,  of  all  the  Scotch  Members,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  quietly  assumes 
that  the  mere  fact  of  putting  all  the 
Scotch  Members  on  the  Committee  is, 
by  that  process  alone,  an  adequate 
method  of  representing  Scotch  opinion 
upon  the  details  of  local  legislation.  I 
deny  that  proposition  altogether.  I 
traverse  it  ;  I  differ  from  it  in  toto. 
Why  are  Scotch  Members  elected  by 
their  various  constituencies  ?  Are  they 
elected  simply  and  solely  because  of 
their  views  on  such  legislation  as  is 
described  in  this  Resolution — "  Resolu- 
tion solely  relating  to  Scotland  "  ?  They 
are  nothing  of  the  kind ;  they  are  elected 
as  part  of  the  general  system.  They  are 
elected  in  reference  to  an  Imperial  Par- 
liament, in  which  Parties  have  a  certain 
balance,  and  in  which  the  various 
Parties  have  a  certain  policy.  And  if 
you  were  to  grant  Home  Rule  to  Scot- 
land to-morrow,  as  some  gentlemen 
desire  ;  if  you  were  really  to  have  in  that 
country  a  separate  Legislature — which 
Heaven  forbid  ! — do  you  imagine  for  one 
moment  that  the  representation  in  that 
separate  Legislature  would  follow  the 
lines  adopted  by  the  Scotch  consti- 
tuencies when  they  are  sending  Members 
to  the  Imperial  Parliament  ?  Clearly  it 
would  not.  The  most  elementary  student 
in  Constitutional  Government  knows  that 
it  would  not.  When  I  am  told  Scotland 
thinks  this  or  that,  all  I  know  is  that 
gentlemen  have  been  sent  here  to  sup- 
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port  one  or  other  of  the  great  Parties  in 
the  State,  that  Scotland  may  be  taken  to 
uphold  these  Parties  in  proportion  as  it 
sends  Members  to  support  one  Party  or 
the  other.  In  that  sense  they  represent 
Scotch  opinion.  Bat  to  tell  me  that  they 
hold  this  or  that  opinion  upon  a  sub- 
clause in  a  Parish  Councils  Bill,  and  there- 
fore that  is  the  voice  of  Scotland  upon 
it,  is  to  talk  nonsense,  and  nonsense  to 
which  I  absolutely  decline  to  listen.  The 
truth  is,  that  upon  a  large  number  of 
these  questions  Scotch  Members  are  no 
more  experts — indeed,  are  not  so  great 
experts  as  a  large  number  of  English 
Members.  What  special  qualification  for 
dealing  with  the  details  of  a  County 
Council  Bill  applying  practically  solely 
to  the  rural  districts  has  a  gentleman 
who,  so  far  as  we  know  at  all  events, 
represents  a  strictly  urban  constituency, 
and  that  alone  ?  Why,  he  has  none. 
Again,  what  special  qualification  has 
a  Member  representing  the  High- 
lands for  dealing  with  the  problems  of 
the  Lowlands  ?  The  Lowlands  of  Scot- 
land, agriculturally  speaking,  are  incom- 
parably nearer  in  all  their  conditions  of 
life  to  the  North  of  England  than  to  the 
Highlands,  and  if  you  want  expert 
opinion  you  had  better  travel  to  North- 
umberland or  Cumberland  rather  than  to 
Inverness-shire  or  Ross-shire.  Does  any- 
body doubt  that  ?  If  so,  he  is  not 
qualified  to  talk  about  Scotland.  But, 
after  all,  I  decline  to  consider  this  ques- 
tion as  a  Scotch  question  in  the  sense 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
siders it.  To  begin  with,  is  there  such  a 
thing  as  a  Bill  relating  exclusively  to 
Scotland  ?  There  is  no  such  thing.  The 
idea  that  we  can  legislate  either  for  Ire- 
land, or  Scotland,  or  Wales,  or  England, 
and  that  that  legislation  passed  for  these 
countries  does  not  react  upon  the  other 
countries,  is  a  fantastic  absurdity.  That 
is  why  I  think  Scotchmen  as  Scotch- 
men, and  having  in  view  the  legislation 
of  their  own  country,  should  resist  this 
proposal.  It  must,  if  you  carry  it,  be 
followed  in  the  long  run  by  a  similar 
proposal  for  England  ;  and  if  Scotland  is 
to  be  excluded  from  her  share  of  legis- 
lating for  England,  the  result  will  be 
that  Scotland  will  not  have  a  greater  but 
a  lesser  power  over  the  legislation  not 
merely  of  the  United  Kingdom,  but  of 
Scotland  itself,  than  she  possesses  at  the 
present  moment.     Therefore,  in  the  in- 
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terests  of  Scotchmen  desiring  to  legi 
for  their  own  country,  I  protest  ag 
this  scheme.  But  Scotchmen  hav< 
even  deeper  interest  than  the  mere  1 
lating  for  their  own  country, 
greatest  interest  of  Scotland  is 
greatness  of  the  House  of  Comn 
The  greatest  interest  that  Scotcl 
can  have  is  the  ancient  traditions  of 
House  ;  and  if  you  destroy  them  in 
pretended  interests  of  Scotland, 
depend  upon  it  a  judicial  revenge  a 
distant  date  will  come  upon  you, 
you  will  find  Scotchmen  excluded 
their  fair  share  of  their  inheritanc 
the  legislation  for  these  Three  Kingd 
I  should  like  for  a  moment  to  ask 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  on  eartl 
means  by  saying  that  in  the  pro{ 
Grand  Committee  the  ancient  Rulef 
veming  Grand  Committees  have 
carefully  followed.  The  right  hon.  ' 
tleman  evidently  has  not  made  hii 
acquainted  with  the  method  in  ^ 
Grand  Committees  are  constituted.  1 
endeavour  to  enlighten  him.  The  i 
by  which  Grand  Committees  are  fo; 
is  this  :  An  endeavour  is  made  by  i 
responsible  for  the  selection  of  the  orij 
members  of  these  Committees  and  oJ 
added  members  to  make  the  Comm 
as  a  whole  the  most  perfect  reflex  po« 
of  the  constitution  of  this  House,  sof 
regards  the  great  Parties  into  which 
House  is  divided.  That  is  the  prin 
which  has  governed  not  merely  the 
stitution  of  Grand  Committees,  bu 
Committees,  and,  as  I  shall  show, 
not  merely  the  traditional  practice,  I 
practice  absolutely  necessary  if  we  a 
maintain  Governmental  responsibilit 
matters  oMegislation.  Now,  what  ii 
proposal  of  the  Government — a  proj 
made  without  a  word  of  explanation 
without  giving  the  House  the  sligl 
hint  that  they  were  initiating  any 
policy  ?  As  I  understand,  they  mea 
put  every  Scotch  Member  upon  the  C 
mittee.  There  are  72  Scotch  Meml 
49  or  50  of  whom  are  supporters  of 
Government,  and  22  or  23  oppose 
them.  I  may  be  allowed,  perhaps 
state  in  passing  that  that  distributio 
Members  by  no  means  represents  the 
tribution  of  opinion  politically  in  S 
land.  In  fact,  it  has  no  resemblaoc 
it  whatever,  for  whereas  the  relatioi 
Scotch  Members  in  this  House  is  a^ 
tween  22  to  50  or  23  and  4d,  I  beli 
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ihe  actual   votes  Ciist  in  favour  of  the 
iwo  Parties  respectively  ih  as  nearly  an 
possible  equal ;   and   if  these   72    were 
divided  aoeordiug  to  the  votes  of  the  con- 
stituencies, and   hoii.   Gentlemen   oppo- 
site bad  no  advantage  from  the  method 
in  wbich    the    seats    are    divided,    the 
Ifembers  on  this   side  of    the    House, 
instead  of  numbering  23,  would  number 
nearly  one-half  of  the  whole   72.     But 
I  only  make  that  Temark   in   passing, 
becauise  I  am  quite  ready  to  take  for  the 
pvpoees  of  the  argument   the   present 
npresentation  of  Scotland  in  this  House. 
Totbe72  Scotch  Members  you  propose  to 
•ddI5,makingyourtotalupto87.  And  I 
presome  the  Committee  of  Selection,  in 
^booBing    the     15,    would     follow    the 
nuDeoiorial  principle  of  giving  the  Go- 
vernment eight  and  the  Opposition  seven. 
Tbat  would  give  the  Government  67  and 
<he  Opposition  30  Meml)ers  on  the  Com- 
mittee.    Is  that  the  proportion  l>etween 
tte  two  Parties  in  the  House  ?     Can  you 
^escribe    a    Committee    in    which    the 
Parties  are  divided  in  the  proportion  of 
^7  to  30   as   having   the   slightest   re- 
semblance to  a  House  of  670  Members, 
*0  which  the  majority  of  the   Govern- 
ment is   not   so   great  as  it  would  l)e  in 
^he  Grand  Committee  ?     Why,  a  more 
slumeless    proposal    surely    was    never 
nude.     To    listen    to    the    right    hou. 
^^tleman   they  were   carrying   on   tlie 
ancient  traditions  of  Grand  Committees  ; 
^t  we   find,   when   we   look    into   the 
figures,  that  it  is  only  a  concealed  dodge 
br  giving  the  Government  in  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  Scotch   Bills  a   power 
^hlch  they  have  not  got  and  cannot  get 
in  tbe  House  of  Commons  as  at  present 
conitituted  or  as  it  is  likely,  as  far  as  I 
ttn  judge,  to  be  constituted  in  the  future. 
I  do  not  know  what  answer  the  Govern- 
neat  will  give  to  that ;  but  one  thing  is 
perfectly  clear,  that  this  circumstance  to 
vhleb   I  have  called  your  attention  is 
<^  sufficient  to  upset  the  Government 
^sbeme,  because   if  you   once  admit  it 
JOQ  will  never  again  be  able  to  apply 
"^  immemorial  principle  on  which  we 
form  our  Committees,  and  never  again 
vill  a  Committee,  Grand  or  Select,  be  a 
'Section  of  opinion  in  this  House.     But 
^t  is  not  the  conclusion  of  the  case 
^inst  the  Government  proposal.     The 
'^gbt   hon.   Creutleman  did    not   in   his 
^p^h  mention  Ireland.     He  mentioned 
^Qgland  verj  perfunctorily,  but  Ireland 


not  at  all.  After  all,  England  and  Irc^ 
land  are  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  when  you  are  introducing  a  new  and 
revolutionary  scheme  for  dealing  with 
the  legislation  of  one  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  the  least  you  can  do  is  to  tell 
us  how  your  scheme  will  operate  when 
by  an  inevitable  logical  process  it  is 
extended  to  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom 
also.  Well,  I  take  the  case  of  Ireland 
first.  Do  you  mean  to  extend  this  plan 
to  Ireland  ?  Is  that  your  intention  ? 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  have 
been  made  word  for  word  in  favour  of 
the  application  of  such  a  plan  to  the 
ease  of  Ireland,  except  that  I  suppose  he 
would  not  have  uttered  a  long  and  elo- 
quent eulogy  upon  the  brevity  of  Irish 
speaking.  With  that  single  exception 
there  is  no  argument  brought  before  us  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which  would  not 
justify  a  precisely  similar  scheme  if 
applied  to  Ireland.  Well,  then  are  you 
prepared  to  apply  it  to  Ireland  ?  I  can 
only  tell  you  that  if  you  do  a  more 
chaotic  condition  of  Irish  legislation  than 
that  into  which  you  will  undoubtedly 
plunge  can  hardly  be  conceived.  lion. 
Members  opposite  may  affect  to  think 
that  that  can  only  happen  when  a 
Unionist  Government  is  in  Office,  and  that 
if  a  Government  of  Liberal  complexion 
holds  the  reins  of  power  there  will  be 
harmony,  and  that  nothing  will  lie  done 
in  the  Grand  Committee  by  the  majority 
of  Meml)ers  representing  Irish  constitu- 
encies to  which  the  Government  could 
object.  But  everybody  knows  that  that 
is  not  the  case.  Everybody  knows  that, 
whilst  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  may  be 
{>erfeetly  prepared  to  wash  their  hands  of 
Ireland  and  to  allow  Irishmen  to  cut  their 
own  throats  in  their  own  wav  in  their  own 
country,  they  would  not  allow  Irishmen  in 
this  House  to  use  this  House  for  puri)oscs 
which  they  knew  to  be  unjust.  There- 
fore, I  believe  that  the  Government  will 
never  dare  to  extend  this  plan  to  Ireland, 
although  they  think  it  can  be  safely  ex- 
tended to  Scotland.  But,  after  all,  the 
case  of  Ireland  is  not  so  important  or  so 
serious  as  the  case  of  England.  The 
case  of  England  was  alluded  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  it  does  not 
appear  to  us  that  he  really  understood  the 
difficulty,  which  he  certainly  failed  to  sur- 
mount. I  will  take  a  concrete  case.  I 
will  take  the  case  of  the  Bill  to  which 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred,  the 
Scotch  Parish  Councils  Bill.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  band  over 
his  Parish  Councils  Bill  for  Scotland  to  his 
new  Grand  Committee,  and  in  that  Grand 
Committee  Scotchmen  as  Scotchmen  and 
Home  Rulers  as  Home  Rulers  will  have 
it  all  their  own  way  and  will  be  able  to 
do  exactly  what  they  liked  with  the  Bill. 
Now,  consider  what  happened  in  the  case 
of  England.  You  brought  forward  a 
Parish  Councils  Bill  for  England,  but 
you  did  not  send  it  to  a  Grand  Committee 
composed  of  Englishmen  with  a  small 
proportion  of  Scotchmen  and  Irishmen 
added.  If  you  had  done  so  a  very 
different  Bill  would  have  emerged  from 
the  Committee  to  the  one  which  you 
have  lately  passed  into  law,  and  I  want 
to  know  whether  you  think  that  unequal 
treatment  of  that  kind  will  be  acquiesced 
in  indefinitely  by  England?  I  speak 
upon  this  point  as  a  Scotchman,  and  I 
say  that  no  greater  danger  menaces  the 
political  interests  of  Scotland  than  the 
danger  that  by  our  insane  action  we  may 
arouse  England  to  a  sense  that  she  is  an 
oppressed  nationality,  and  compel  her  to 
use  the  power  which  she  undoubtedly 
possesses  to  exclude  from  all  share  in 
her  affairs  those  who  do  not  happen  to 
live  within  her  borders.  Then  I  should 
like  the  Government  to  consider  this 
question  of  England  from  another  point 
of  view.  The  whole  system  of  Con- 
stitutional government  as  developed  in 
modem  times  is  this  : — A  certain  number 
of  gentlemen  are  selected  by  the  Crown 
who  have  the  confidence  of  a  majority 
of  this  House,  and  upon  those  gentle- 
mep  is  thrown  the  burden  not 
merely  of  administering  the  Army, 
the  Navy,  and  all  the  Public  Offices 
from  day  to  day,  but  of  directing  and 
guiding  the  course  of  our  legislation  ; 
and  if  you  take  away  from  the  re- 
sponsible Government  of  the  day  the 
power  of  directing  our  legislation  you 
strip  them  of  half  their  functions.  What 
would  be  the  position  of  a  Government 
if  there  were  an  English  Grand  Com- 
mittee of  which  they  did  not  happen  to 
possess  the  confidence  ?  The  Govern- 
ment will  read  a  Bill  a  second  time  by 
the  aid  of  their  small  Party  majority. 
They  will  then  send  it  to  the  English 
Grand  Committee,  and  that  Committee 
will  deal  with  it  as  it  thinks  fit,  and  will 
then  send  it  back  to  the  House  very  likely 
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in  a  strangely  different  guise  from  tha 
which  it  was  originally  presented.  1 
unfortunate  Ministerial  author  of  1 
measure,  beaten  time  after  time  in  1 
Grand  Committee,  will  have  either 
drop  the  Bill,  to  accept  it  as  it  is,  or 
reverse  on  the  Report  stage  every th' 
done  in  the  Grand  Committee, 
these  three  possible  alternatives  wh 
is  the  one  the  Government  would  desii 
Would  they  like  to  have  to  fight  on 
Report  sta^ge  a  Bill  of  which  they  < 
approve  ;  would  they  prefer  to  drop  tl 
favourite  measures  rather  than  see  tl 
passed,  or  would  they  '  reverse  on 
Report  stage  everything  done  in  the  C 
raittee  stage,  having  before  them 
certain  conclusion  that  they  woul^ 
told  on  every  platform  throughout  E 
land  that  they  had  gone  against 
declared  wishes  of  the  English  peoplt 
expressed  in  the  Grand  Committee.  Jc 
their  position  would  be  intolerable^  ai 
that  Government  would  no  more  trust 
plan  by  which  they  would  hand  over  the 
English  legislation  to  a  Grand  Com 
mittee  than  they  would  dare,  for  ex 
ample,  to  carry  into  effect  many  of  i^i 
reforms  which  are  so  glibly  advocated 
on  platforms  during  bye-elections.  I 
wish  the  Government  would  explain  tons 
on  what  principle  they  mean  to  refoM 
this  boon  to  England,  and  if  they  do  doI 
mean  to  refuse  it,  how  they  mean  tc 
carry  on  the  Government  with  the  Gr»»^ 
Committee  system  applicable  to  £ng' 
land.  They  are  in  this  absolute  dilemmft 
Give  this  to  Scotland  and  refuse  it  « 
England,  and  you  will  make  every  Eng 
lishman  and  every  English  Member  fee 
that  he  is  not  allowed  to  legislate  for  hii 
own  country  as  Scotchmen  are  allowei 
to  legislate  for  their  country.  Gran 
it  to  England,  and  you  make  legislatioi 
by  a  responsible  Government  an  absunlit 
whenever  a  Government  happens  to  b 
in  Office  which  does  not  command 
majority  of  English  votes,  I  have  ofw 
thought  of  this  question,  and  haveasko 
myself  how  that  dilemma  is  to  be  avoided 
Never  have  I  found  anybody  who  conI< 
tell  me  a  method  of  avoiding  it,  uor  b»^* 
I  ever  myself  been  able  to  devise  an] 
such  method.  I  do  not  know  that  it  ^ 
necessary  for  me  to  add  anything  to  tl»< 
arguments  which  I  have  endeavoured  ^ 
address  to  the  question — in  that  re«pe^ 
breaking  away  from  the  example  set  ^ 
by   the  right   hon.   Gentleman ;  bnt  1 
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thiuk,  if    the   House  realises   that  one 
consequence  of  this  must  be  as  regards 
Scotland    that   in   every  case  in  which 
the    House    reverses    the    decision     of 
the     Scotch     Grand     Committee     jou 
will   embitter   Scotch  feeling,  and  that 
yon   will   give  occasion  for  friction  be- 
tween the  two  countries  which  does  not 
exist  at  the  present  time  ;  if  you  reflect 
on  that  in  the  first  place — if  you  reflect,  in 
the  B^ond  place,  that  this  scheme  of  ap- 
pointing a  Grand  Committee  is  nothing 
more  than  a  device  by  means  of  which 
the  Government  are  to  obtain  an  influence 
over  the  Committee  stage  of  Scotch  Bills 
outside  the  walls  of  this  Chamber  which 
they  never  could  obtain  inside  it  ;  if  you 
Inflect  that  this  is  an  absolute  departure 
^m  every   tradition   that  has  hitherto 
gQided  this  House  in  framing  these  Com- 
mittees;   if  you  reflect  that  this  is   an 
Outrage  upon  England  if  you  do  not  extend 
^is  privilege  to  her,  but  the  destruction 
in  this  House  if  you  do  extend  it  to  her 
of  Parliamentary  Government  by  a  re- 
sponsible Minister  in  this  House  ;  if  you 
reflect,  as  I  am  bound  as  a  Scotchman  to 
VQflect,  that    these    sham    gifts    to   my 
country  are   necessarily  but  the  prelude 
to  depriving  her,  as  I  think,  of  some  of 
her  most  valuable   political  privileges  ; 
^od  if,  lastly,  you  remember  that  it  is  a 
change  which  goes  to  the  very  root  of 
OQr  whole  Parliamentary  system,  which 
hag  not   been   proposed  as   an   organic 
Scheme,  has  not  been  laid  before  us  with 
^U  its  logical  consequences,  has  not  been 
ivesented  to   our  judgment   in   a   form 
in  which    we   can   finally   decide  upon 
it,    then     I     think     you      will     agree 
^th  me   that  we   ought   absolutely  to 
docliDe  to  consider  for  one  instant  a  pro- 
posal which,  if  made  at  all,  must  be  pre- 
■^ted  to  us  in  a  very  different  guise  and 
^  very  different  speech  to   that  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made.     As 
^bodying,  not  indeed  my  views   upon 
fte  broad  principles   involved — those  I 
kif  e  endeavoured  to  state  in  my  speech 
■*"hut,  as  involving  my  views  upon  the 
pi^ocednre   of   the   Government   in    tliis 
^tter,  I  beg  now  to  ask  the  House  to 
^ept  the  words  of  an  Amendment  to 
the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
^hich  I  have  placed,  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
yoQr  hands. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
^^m  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 


"This  House  declines  to  sanction,  in  rc- 
ganl  to  Bills  relating  to  one  portion  only  of 
the  United  Kingdom,  any  ])lan  by  which  the 
ancient  practice  as  to  the  conntitution  of  Com- 
mittees of  this  House  shall  be  fundamentally 
altered  until  it  has  had  an  opportunity  of  pro- 
nouncing upon  a  general  scnemc  which  shall 
extend  a  like  treatment  to  Bills  relating  to  each 
of  the  other  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom." 
— (.Vr.  A.  J,  Bal/aur.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
*  in  addition  to  the  two  Standing  Com- 
mittees appointed  under  Standing  Order, 
No.  47  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

•Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  said,  that 
in  rising  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  last  spoken,  he  did  not  for 
a  moment  suppose  that  he  could  meet 
him  on  equal  terms  in  argument,  and  his 
only  excuse  for  taking  the  course  he  had^ 
perhaps  rashly,  taken  was  because  he 
thought  it  desirable  this  question  should 
not  be  discussed  entirely  by  means  of  one 
of  those  oratorical  duels  between  the 
Front  Benches  which  were  the  subject 
of  such  general  admiration  and  instruct 
tion  to  them,  but  which  sometimes  pre- 
vented the  views  of  an  independent 
Member  being  heard.  He  wondered,  in 
listening  to  the  eloquent  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  which  he 
described  the  proposal  made  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  as  subverting  the 
ancient  traditions  of  this  House,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  his  mind 
the  remembrance  that  a  similar  proposal, 
not  applied  to  Scotland  but  Ireland,  had 
been  made  many  years  ago  by  Mr.  John 
Bright,  who  was  not  distinguished  by  a 
rash  desire  to  subvert  the  ancient 
traditions  either  of  this  House  or  of  the 
British  Constitution  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  them  that  as  a  Scotch- 
man— and  he  was  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished of  living  Scotchmen — much  as 
he  enjoyed  addressing  his  countrymen  he 
did  not  desire  to  be  confined  to  that  privi- 
lege, but  that  he  desired  a  larger  and 
more  varied  audience  than  he  would  have 
under  this  proposal.  In  the  first  place, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  number 
among  his  many  distinctions  that  of 
being  a  Scottish  Member,  therefore  hiB 
privileges  were  not  attacked  in  this 
Motion  ;  and,  in  the  second  place,  if  he 
were,  and  thought  fit  in  pursuance  of  his 
duty  to  take  part  in  the  procee<lings  of 
the  Standing  Committee,  that  would  not 
prevent  him  or  any  Member  of  that  Com- 
mittee from  afterwards  taking  part  in  the 
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proceedings  of  the  whole   House.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Scotlinh 
Members  were  not  elected  by  their  con- 
stituencies solelj  to  deal  with  Scottish 
questions.     No,  but  they  were  elected  in 
the  first  instance  to  deal  with  Scottish 
questions.       If  he  might  venture  upon  a 
general  criticism  of  the  speech   of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  he  should  point  out 
that  he  had  treated  the  whole  questiou 
as   regarded   these  Committees   from   a 
Party   point   of   view.     He   seemed    to 
assume  that  any   Scotch  Bill  sent  to  a 
Committee  of  Scottish  Members   would 
divide  them,  as  they  were  divided  now,  on 
great  principles  in  this  House.     He  (Mr. 
Paul)  did  not  believe  that  would  be  the 
result.     His   own   experience   had  l>een 
very  small,  but  he  did  sit  upon  a  Stand- 
ing   Commiltee    which     dealt    with    a 
Scottish  measure— the  Fatal   Accidents 
Inquiry    Bill.      He   and  other  Scottish 
Members  took  a  great  interest   in  that 
Bill,  and  hedid  not  find  on  the  Committee 
that  they  were  divided  in  accordance  with 
their  opinions  on  Home  Kule  for  Ireland 
or  Home  Rule  for  Scotland.     And  was 
the  Scottish  Local    Government  Bill  a 
measure  which   would    naturally   divide 
the  Scottish  Mem  I  ers  in  accordance  with 
Party  ?      No,  he  believed  they  would  be 
always  found  voting  on  it  independently, 
and  regarding  it  as  a  measure  on  which 
overy  Scottish  Member  would  endeavour 
to      do      what      was      best      for      the 
national      interests,      what      was     best 
for      Scotland      and      the     conduct     of 
local  government  in  that  country,  and  for 
this   purpose   alone.       The    right    hon. 
(lentleman    said    there    were    Highland 
Members  who  might  not  understand  the 
position  of  the  Lowlands,  and  Lowland 
Members  who  might  not  understand  the 
])Osition   of   the    Highlands.       Yes,  but 
they  would  be  all  there.       All  parts  of 
wScotland    would    be   represented,   as    all 
parts  of  the  Kingdom  were  supi)osed  to 
be  represented  on  Standing  Committees 
dealing  with  an   English   Bill.     He  was 
told  that  England  had  an  equal  right  to 
a    Standing   Committee  on   an   English 
Hill.       He  most  frankly  and   fully  ad- 
mitted it.       He  would  take  the  case  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rcferreil 
— the   case   of    the   Local    Government 
Hill.     The  right   hon.    Gentleman   said 
that  the  English  Members  were  out-voted 
))y  the  Members  from   Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, and  if  that,   in  any  case,  were  so, 
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be  (Mr.  Pan!)  must  bear  part  of  the  re 
sponsibility,  and  he  bore  it  very  cheei 
fully  ;  for  what  happene<l  when  that  Bi 
went  up  to  another  place?  Very  conside 
able  alterations   were  made  in    it,  mo 
restrictive  alterations  going  in   the  sa: 
direction — but  very  much  further — as  t 
Amendments  moved  from  the  Oppositi 
side  in  Committee.     The  House  of  Cor 
mons  rejected  all  these  alterations  of  tT. 
slightest   importance,   and    he    believ^ 
that  in  every  single  case  the   rejecti^ 
of     these   Amendments   on    a    Divisa^ 
was  supported  by  an  English  majorS^ 
because     he      knew     that     gentleTr^^  ^^* 
opposite    who     supported     the     J^**^         " 
Amendments  did  not  receive  the  ass  is 
of  the  followers  of  the  right  hon.  M 
ber  for    West   Birmingham,  who 
accustomed  to  act  with  them  in  ge 
politics.     This,  therefore,  was  not 
stance  in  which  an  Act  had  been  alt^  ^sred 
and  amended  over  the  heads  and  ag^in,^ 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  En^/i^^ 
Members.     He   did   not   believe,  in     tb^ 
case  of  Scotland,  that  that  was  a    /«■/ 
danger  at  all.     The  right  hon.  Gentj». 
man  said  that  the  Secretary  for  ScotliBd 
had   said  nothing  about  national  seoti- 
meut.     What  had  national  sentiment  (o 
do  with  it  ?     This  was  a  matter  of  busi- 
ness.    It  was  an  attempt — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  an   nnfortonate  At- 
tempt— to  get    Scottish    business  done 
with  greater  celerity,  not  in  accordance 
with  the  views  of  any  one  Party  in  Scot- 
land, but  in  accordance  with  the  geoeni. 
opinion  of  the  Scottish  public  on  matter* 
which  they  understood.     Tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  that  (the  Liberal) 
side  of  the  House  would  have  an  unfair 
preponderance   on    the  Standing   Com" 
mittee,    because     thev    would    have  a 
majority  of  27.     If  this  Committee  was 
appointed,  and  if  the  Scottish  Local  Go- 
vernment  Bill    were  sent   to    it,    there 
would  not  be  a  series  of  Partv  Divisions, 
but  a  series  of  businesslike  discnssionf. 
Why  any  English  Member  should  deaire 
the  privilege  of  taking  part  in  the  details 
of  Scottish   business  he  could  not  con- 
ceive.    He  was  sure  he  did  not  regard  it 
as  any  privilege  to  tAke  part  in  the  details 
of  a  Bill  which  purely  related  to  England, 
although  it  happened  to  be  his  own  coun- 
try, and  ho  was  quite  willing  to  leave  it 
to  the  Representatives  of  English  eoo- 
stitnencies.     He  woald  point  out,  if  tbis 
majority,  which  the   right  hon.  Gentle- 
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lan  eoosidered  nnfair,  were  used  for 
ivposes  which  he  considered  illegitimate, 
c  WIS  open  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
r  anj  Member  of  his  Party  to  raise  any 
tiestioD  again  in  this  House  upon 
l«port.  He  did  not  believe  that  would 
9  done  unreasonably  or  in  small  cases  ; 
at  if  there  were  any  reason  to  suppose 
ic  Standing  Committee  had  abused  the 
:>w6r8  entrusted  to  it,  it  would  be  open 
•  anyone  to  invite  the  House  to  reverse 
le  decision  of  the  Committee.  He  sup- 
»ited  this  proposal,  not  from  any  Party 
unt  of  view,  but  because  he  believed  it 
fts  really  a  bosiness^like  reform,  which 
■J  intended  to,  and  which  he  was  sure 
oald  conduce  to  the  despatch  of 
sottish  business,  and  he  was  persuaded 
ben  it  was  tried  it  would  be  generally 
cepted  by  public  opinion  as  being,  not 
proposal  for  subverting  the  traditions  of 
e  House,  of  Commons,  or  any  other 
aditions,  but  a  proposal  for  a  reason- 
ile,  sensible,  moderate,  and  practical 
irpoee. 

'AIr.  HOZIEB  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  said, 
mt  curiously  enough  his  right  hon. 
rmd  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Scot- 
Dd,  who  introduced  this  proposal, 
fta  an  Englishman  representing  a 
sottish  constituency  ;  his  right 
Hu  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
opposition,  who  followed  him,  was  a 
cotchmau  representing  an  English  con- 
atnency,  whilst  the  &ird  sfieaker,  the 
^ember  for  South  Edinburgh,  was  an 
^lishman  representing  a  Scottish  con- 
titnenoy.  That  showed  how  they 
forked  in  and  in,  in  regard  to  nationali* 
^  and  how  there  ought  not  to  be  any 
"^-and-fast  line  drawn  between  the 
Nitics  of  the  three  countries.  He  would 
li^e  to  ask  his  hon.  Friend  whether  he  as 
^  Engliahman  so  represented  South 
^borgh,  because  he  was  specially 
^^qoainted  with  Scottish  business? 
[Mr.  Paul  :  I  endeavour  to  learn.]  At 
^  same  time  he  did  not  think  an  ap- 
li'BDtiee,  however  willing,  was  the  sort  of 
P^n  they  ought  to  employ  as  an  expert 
^important  business.  He  congratulated 
^  Secretary  for  Scotland  upon  the  mag- 
^^i^ieeoce  of  his  courage.  He  could  imagine 
'^  courage  greater  than  for  the  right  hon. 
"^tleman  to  lay  down  the  proposition  that 
^^  was  a  non-partisan  proposal,  and  then 
^Pport  his  statement  by  proving  that  his 
^  Party  were  the  only  people  who  had 
^^  voted  for  it.     Again,  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman  said  it  was  exactly  the  same 
as  the  other  Grand  Committees,  and  its 
opinion  ought  to  have  every  possible 
weight,  beoBtuse  the  talk  in  the  Grand 
Committee  was  to  be  an  absolute  reflex 
of  what  the  talk  was  in  the  House.  But 
it  was  the  reflex  of  votes  in  the  House 
itself  that  they  ought  to  have  in  the 
Grand  Committees.  They  did  not  (!are 
much  about  the  talk,  but  it  was  because 
a  Report  which  came  from  a  Grand 
Committee  was  supported  by  votes 
.which  were  a  reflex  of  the  majority 
of  the  whole  of  this  House  that  such 
Reports  of  Standing  Grand  Committees 
had  so  much  weight  in  the  House  itself. 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  went  on  to  say 
that  this  Scottish  Grand  Committee  was 
a  charming  substitute  for  the  gag,  and  he 
appeared  to  consider  it  a  magnificent  thing 
for  the  Scottish  Members  to  be  able  to  air 
their  eloquence  in  a  Grand  Committee, 
instead  of  being  closured  and  gagged  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  Possibly  that 
might  please  some  people,  but  it  did 
not  hold  out  any  special  attractions  to 
him.  This  proposal  was  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  consist  of  the  whole 
of  the  Scottish  Members  with  15  ad- 
ditional Members  to  be  added  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection.  These  1 5  were  added 
no  doubt  for  one  of  two  reasons.  In  the 
first  place,  perhaps,  to  enable  Scotchmen 
who  sat  for  English  constituencies  to  take 
part  in  the  deliberations,  and  to  give  the 
Scotch  Members  the  benefit  of  their  advice 
and  experience,  because  many  Scotchmen 
sitting  for  English  constituencies  had 
very  great  experience  of  Scottish  busi- 
ness. But,  on  the  other  hand,  these  15 
might  be  added  so  that  a  sort  of  super- 
vision might  be  exercised  over  the 
Scotchmen,  to  see  that  they  acted  exactly 
as  thev  ought.  He  was  inclined  to  think 
that  these  15  were,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  to 
be  added  as  a  sort  of  sop  to  meet  the 
scruples  of  hon.  Members,  who  were  very 
well  represented  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  city.  That  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  pre-eminently  qualified  to 
speak  on  this  subject  from  his  long 
experience  on  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
He  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  addition  of  15  Members, 
most  of  whom  might  very  possibly  be 
Scotchmen,  to  the  Committee  of  Scottish 
Meml>ers  numbering  72,  would  prevent 
the  Scottish  Members  from  so  prepon- 
derating in  numbers  as  to  override  all  other 
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opinions  ?   Unless  it  did  prevent  them  from 
so  preponderating  it  was,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford   him- 
self,   a    bad    and    dangerous    proposal. 
From  the  time  he  first  had  the  honour  of 
entering  the  House  he  had  listened  very 
attentively  to  the  words  of  wisdom  which 
had    fallen    from   the   lips  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford.    At  first  he  used  to 
look  with  admiration  at  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  stood  up  as  a  sort  of  umpire  be- 
tween the  two  Parties.   As  time  went  on, 
however,   and    as    he  studied   the   hon. 
Gentleman's  declarations,  he  was  sorry  to 
say  he  had  been  obliged  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  self -constituted  umpire 
was  rather  too  much  like  those  extremely 
useful  umpires  at  cricket  who  invariably 
gave  their  own  side  ^'  not  out,''  and  he  was 
inclined  to  think  that  on  the  present  occa- 
sion  they   would   find  the  Member  for 
Be^lford  would  give  his  own  side  "  not  out," 
certainly  by  vote,  probably  both  by  vote 
and  voice.     But  there  was  another  body 
of   Members  whom  this  addition  of  15 
would  rather  annoy.     For  instance,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  said,  on  the 
6th  March,  1888,  that  he  would  not  for 
a  moment  ask  for  or  care  to  see  a  Com- 
mittee which  did  not  consist  exclusively 
of   Scottish    Members.     How  would  he 
like  this  Committee  to  which   15  addi- 
tional Members  were  to  be  added  ?    The 
hon.    Member    on    the    same    occasion 
further  said  that,  as  a  Scottish  Member, 
he  would   never  think  of  voting  against 
English  opinion  on  any  Bill  exclusively 
relating    to     England.       He    supposed 
the      hon.      Member      for      Dumfries 
bore      that      in      mind      during      the 
whole  of  the  proceedings  on  the  English 
Parish  Councils  Bill,  and  he  trusted  he 
would   also   bear   it   in   mind  when  the 
subject  of  Sunday  closing  for  England 
came  to  the  front.      The  Secretary  for 
Scotland  gave  no  reasons  for  this  pro- 
posal,   but    he  fancied   the   reasons    in 
the    view    of    the     Government    were, 
first,  the  neglect  of  Scottish  business  ; 
and,  second,  that  this  Committee  was  to 
be  a  sort  of  means  of  giving  effect  to  the 
Home  Rule  principle.     As  to  the  neglect 
of  Scottish  business,  no  one  realised  more 
than  he  the  lamentable  remissness  on  the 
part  of  the  present  Government  with  re- 
gard to  Scottish  business,  but  that  was 
not  always  the  case.    From  1886  to  1892 
even    the    Scottish    Gladstonian   papers 
were  perfectly  astonished  at  the  progress 
they  made  with  Scottish  business.     For 
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instance,  they  passed  the  Local  Govec^c 
ment  Act  for  Scotland,  the  Burgh  Pol  ic 
Act — about  the  biggest  Act  of  Pari  la 
ment  ever  passed — the  Criminal    L^v 
Amendment  Act,  Free  Education,  and  s( 
on,  whilst,  at  the  same  time,  Scotlimd 
was  deriving  benefit  from  such  genera] 
measures  as  the  Mines  Regulation  Act 
But  there  was  no  doubt  there  was  a  most 
lamentable  neglect  of  Scottish  business 
at  present.     As  far  as  he  knew,  the  only 
Scottish  measure  that  had  been  passed 
during  this  Parliament  was  the  Coaoty 
of  the   City  of  Glasgow  Act,  a  small, 
comparatively  unimportant,  and  entirely 
non-contentious    measure.      Two  other 
Scotch     measures    were    indeed    intro- 
duced, and  it  was  entirely  owing  to  tbe 
present  Government  that  any  time  at  all 
was  wasted  upon  them.     One  was  the 
Scottish   Sea  Fisheries  Bill,  which  was 
received  with  howls  of  execration  by  the 
people  whom  it   principally  concerned, 
and  the  other  was  the  Suspensory  Bill 
for  Scotland,  which  was  simply  laaghed 
out  of  court.     That  was  the  whole  of  the 
programme  as  regarded  Sootland,  eveiy* 
thing   else  being   indefinitely  pos^KMied 
and  deferred   by  the    present  Govern- 
ment.     Even    the   Scottish    Edocation 
Estimates    for    last    year     were    not 
brought  before  the  House  until  the  28th 
of  July,  and  even  then  they  had  to  be 
discussed  before  the   Scotch  Educatioii 
Report  was  issued.     That  showed  gro0> 
mismanagement.    Yet  never  was  a  Go* 
vernment  in  such  a  position  as  the  present 
Government  to  deal  with  Scottish  qnei- 
tions.     Six   Members    of    the  Cabinet) 
ever  since  the  formation  of  this  Groverih 
ment  had  been   closely   connected  with 
Scotland :  besides  many  subordinate  Men- 
bers  of  the  Government  were  also  Scoteh 
Members,  and  would  anybody  tell  him  that 
in  these  circumstances  they  had  not  got 
the  power  if  they  only  had  the  will  to  pot 
Scotch  questions  to  ithe  front  ?     But  ts 
the  Opposition  had  always  pointed  cot,  it 
was  perfectly  impossible  to  expect  the 
present    Government    to    proceed   with 
Scotch  and  English  measures  while  ther 
were  hampered  with  Home  Rule  and  Iotw   ; 
Irish  questions  alone.     Ireland  was,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  spoiled  darling  of  the 
present   Cabinet,   whilst    Scotland  se' 
England  got  all  the  kicks  and  nooerf 
the    halfpence.       As    he    had    saiJf  * 
second   reason    for   the   introduction  ^ 
this    proposal    was    that    it    would  ^ 
a     means     of     giving     effect    to   ^ 


1145       Standing  Committee       {2  April  1894} 


(Scotland). 


1146 


Home  Rule  principle.  He  would, 
however,  point  out  that  the  Scottish 
Home  Rule  Association,  of  which  the 
Member  for  Caithness  was  President, 
BCOQted  the  very  idea  of  this  proposal  for 
a  Grand  Committee,  and  further,  that  the 
hoD.  Baronet  who  represented  the  Col- 
lege Division  of  Glasgow,  on  March  6, 
1888.  said— 

^  Ab  for  this  peddling  and  pottering  through 
Onuid  Committees  it  was  not  want^  by  the 
pe(n)Ie  of  Sootland.  It  would  not  satisfy  them, 
ladfit  would  not  cure  the  evils  complained  of/' 

In  reality,  legislation  raised  much  more 

questions   of   community    and    identity 

of  interest  than  of  community  and 
identity  of  nationality.  The  interests  of 
Ids  nonstitnents  in  Lanarkshire  were 
iafinitely  more  bound  up  with  the  in- 
terests of  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  than 
vith  those  of  Orkney  and  Shetland,  or, 
indeed,  with  any  of  the  seaboard  coun- 
tiee  of  Scotland.  But  if  they  did  go  in 
far  this  proposal  of  a  Grand  Committee 
n  the  score  of  nationality  they  must 
W  in  mind  that  Englishmen  or  even 
Scotchmen  domiciled  in  England  were  in 
10  way  Scottish  National  Members.  As 
I  matter  of  fact  those  hon.  Members  who 
vere,  in  reality,  much  more  English  than 
Scotch,  though  they  happened  to  re- 
present Scottish  constituencies,  felt  them- 
lelves  bound,  as  Anglo-Scottish  Mem- 
bers, to  be  much  more  Scotch  than  the 
Seotch    themselves.      They    were    the 

Eple  who  were  always  talking  of 
tcb  opinion  being  overridden,  and  he 
foand  when  they  spoke  in  this  strain  they 
^ways  meant  Scottish  Gladstonian 
<^inion.  Had  this  so  called  Scottish 
opinion — which  he  called  Gladstonian 
opinion — always  proved  to  be  in  the 
nght?  In  the  last  Parliament  the 
temperance  question  was  brought 
pit>ininently  forward  in  connection 
^th  the  Local  Government  Bill  for  Scot- 
l>od.  There  was  a  proposal  made  that 
tbe  licensing  question  should  be  handed 
OTer  to  the  County  Councils,  the  Glad- 
>tonian  Party  saying  it  was  the  will  of 
Scotland  that  this  should  be  done.  He 
had  the  Circular  of  the  Inde|>endent 
Order  of  the  Good  Templars  of  Scot- 
wQ(]  in  his  hand  who,  having  considered 
^8  proposal,  said  that  nothing  could  be 
^ore  monstrous  or  lamentable,  whilst 
^  Scottish  National  Temperance  Con- 
^ntion  eaid  that  no  proposal  could  have 
*^  worse.     Therefore,    on  this  great 


I  question  of  temperance,  on  which  the 
i  Gladstonian  Members  pretended  to  be 
I  qualified  to  speak,  they  were,  in  the  last 
Parliament,  utterly  wrong  so  far  as  these 
I  two  important  Societies  were  concerned. 
.  But  even  in  this  'very  Parliament,  when 
his  right  hon.  Friend  introduced  the  first 
Edncation  Minute,  several  Gladstonian 
Members  got  up,  and  professing,  as 
always,  to  speak  for  the  whole  people 
of  Scotland,  stated  that  was  not  at 
all  what  was  desired.  The  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  withdrew  his  first 
and  introduced  his  second  Education 
Minute,  and  Circulars  were  sent  out  to 
all  the  difTerent  Committees  in  Scotland 
to  ascertain  their  views.  He  had  the 
Report  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment, which  showed  that  of  39  Educa- 
tional Committees  24  preferred  to  adhere 
to  the  first  Minute,  while  only  15 
were  in  favour  of  the  second,  showing 
that  the  Scotch  Gladstonian  Members 
were  again  utterly  wrong.  The  Report 
of  the  Education  Department  stated — 

'*  Notwithstanding  the  divergence  of  opinion 
shown,  and  the  large  sopport  which  their  origi* 
nal  proposal  has  met  with,  my  Lonls," 

that  was,  of  course,  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland — 

"feel  bound  to  attach  great  weight  to  the  strong 
expression  of  opinion  by  the  Scottitih  Repre- 
sentatives during  the  Debate  upon  the  subject, 
and  they  hesitate  in  view  of  it  to  limit  further 
than  is,  absolutely  necessary  the  freedom  of 
local  action." 

The  Scottish  Gladstonians  were  thus 
clearly  wrong  with  regard  to  temperance 
and  Scottish  education,  and  they  were 
equally  wrong  in  wishing  that  a  sus- 
pensory Bill  for  Scotland  for  that  pro- 
posal had  been  howled  out  of  court  with 
shrieks  of  execration.  With  regard  to  the 
Sea  Fisheries  Bill,  never  had  there  been 
a  measure  so  discredited  and  disgraced, 
though  it  was  praised  by  most  of  the 
Scottish  Gladstonian  Members.  With 
reference  to  the  proposal  before  the 
House,  there  were  many  objections  and 
difHculties  in  it  connected  even  with 
procedure,  not  the  least  being  the 
financial  difHculty.  He,  therefore, 
regretted  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  not  present,  but  he  could 
promise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  there 
would  be  iibsohite  unanimity  among  the 
Scottish  Members  on  this  financial 
question.  They  would  all  try  to  get  as 
large  grants  from  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer    as     possible.       If     the     Sea 
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Fisheries  (Scotland)  Bill  passed  it 
would  not  be  the  local  rates  but  the 
Imperial  funds  that  would  be  called  upon. 
But  he  would  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  great  difficulty,  which 
was  really  the  crux  of  the  whole  matter. 
It  was  embodied  in  the  familiar  proverb, 
^'  What  is  sauce  for  the  goose  is  sauce 
for  the  gander."  If  Scotch  Bills  were  ; 
sent  to  a  Committee  of  Scotch  Members 
then  Irish  Bills  must  be  committed  to 
Irish  Members,  Welsh  Bills  to  Welsh 
Members,  and,  above  all,  English 
Bills  must  be  sent  to  a  Grand 
Committee  of  English  Members. 
Just  consider  for  a  moment  how 
that  would  work  out.  How  would 
the  present  Government  like  to 
send  their  Evicted  Tenants'  Bill  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Irish  Members  ?  How 
would  they  like  to  send  their  Welsh  Dis- 
establishment Bill  to  a  Committee  com- 
posed of  Welsh  and  English  Members  ? 
Again,  how  would  they  like  to  have  sent 
their  English  Parish  Council  Bill— 
which,  by-the-bye,  as  Lord  Rosebery 
boasted  in  Edinburgh,  had  been  passed  by 
Irish  votes — to  a  Committee  composed 
of  English  Members  ?  Or,  how  would 
they  like  to  hand  over  such  a  question  as 
English  Sunday  Closing  to  a  Committee 
of  English  Members  ?  But  it  might  be 
urged  that  the  Government  would  never 
commit  so  suicidal  an  Act.  They  knew 
they  were  in  a  minority  in  England,  which 
Lord  Rosebery  called  the  "  predominant 
partner  "  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Let 
it  l)e  remembered  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment would  not  always  be  in  power. 
Before  many  months,  possibly  before 
many  weeks  were  over,  another  Govern- 
ment might  be  in  power  which  would 
have  a  majority  in  England,  "  the  pre- 
dominant partner  "  of  the  United  King- 
dom. Then  what  a  precedent  would  have 
been  set  by  the  adoption  of  this  proposal. 
Was  it  supposed  that  the  predominant 
partner  in  the  United  Kingdom  would 
consent  to  be  domineered  over  by  the 
other  partners  ?  They  would  find,  he 
thought,  that  the  preilominant  partner 
would  insist  upon  having  predominance. 
As  to  the  details  of  the  Bills,  measures  of 
all  kinds  throughout  the  United  Kingdom 
had  to  be  framed  more  or  less  in  accord- 
ance with  the  policy  of  the  Government 
of  the  day,  and  the  Government  of  the 
day  and  its  policy  were  guided  by  the 
wishes  of  the  majority  in  the  House  of 
Commons  as  a  whole.     Englishmen  who 

Mr.  Hozier 


were  good  enoug)i  to  represent  Scot-^^h 
constituencies  were  naturally  obliged       to 
talk  a  great  deal  about  Scotch  natic^D- 
ality  and  Scotch  opinion.     They  had       to 
out-Herod   Herod.     In    ordinary  iif^     Jt 
was     only     a   "/>an;c»M"     who     v^-g^ 
always    posing     as    being     a     des(^^3Q. 
dant       of     the       Plantagenets.       '^^he 
posing  patriots   from   Putney  and      th^ 
Highlanders  from  Hampstead  were  ab>oat 
as  contemptible  as  the  posing  parvaiy. 
Curiously  enough,  he  (Mr.  Hozier)  lovej 
Scotland    more    than   any    EngHsbman 
who  ever  yet  sat  for  a  Scottish  coDati- 
tuency,  and  could  afford  to  be  perfectly 
frank.     Scotland  had  always  been,  sod 
please  God  always  would  be,  a  nation— 
nnlike  Wales,  she  need  not  pretend  to  bea 
nation.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  G.  0.  Morgan),  no  doubt,  had  toM 
Scotchmen  they  had  no  language,  butoQlj 
a  dialect,  but  at  all  events  Scotland  liad 
clearly  defined  boundaries,  and  they  re- 
quired no  qualification,  as  was  necessaiy 
with  Welshmen  in  speaking  of  **  Wales 
including  Monmouthshire.**     A  Soottiflh 
King  succeeded  to  the  English  Throng 
and  Scotchmen  were  proud  to  think  tM 
England  was  therefore  part  of  Scotliod, 
and  that  London  was  the  capital  ol  tbe 
United  Kingdom. 

•Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAK(I>eii^ 
bighshire,  E.)  said,  one  very  short  answer 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
opposite,  that  Scotch  Bills  should  not  be 
sent  to  a  Scotch  Committee  withoat 
at  the  same  time  sending  English  Bills 
to  a  Standing  Committee  composed  of 
Englishmen,  was,  that  a  Committee  cosi- 
posed  of  all  the  English  Members  of  the 
House  would  be  a  practical  impossibilitj* 
There  were  about  400  English  Members 
in  the  House,  and  a  Standing  Committee 
composed  of  all  those  Members  wooU 
not  be  able  to  find  accommodation  withia 
the  precincts  of  Westminster.  A  new 
room  would  have  to  be  provided  for 
that  Committee,  as  large  as  the  Hoose 
itself.  As  Chairman  of  Grand  Cooi- 
mittees  of  six  years'  standing,  be 
could  speak  with  practical  experience  oa 
this  subject.  In  the  first  place,  the  fx** 
mation  of  a  Scotch  Committee  composed 
entirely  of  the  Scotch  Members  wooM 
practically  exclude  Scotchmen  froi* 
serving  on  any  Committees  relating  ^ 
other  matters,  for  no  man,  howeur 
eager  for  work,  could  possibly  serve 
on  two  Standing  Committees.  ^ 
there  was  another  nationality,  who  wsf* 


r« 


149       Siandmg  Committee        (2  April  1894} 


(Scotland). 


1150 


Fen  more  entitled  than  Scotchmen  to 
ftve  their  affairs  referred  to  their  own 
^epresentatiyes.  He  referred  to  Wales. 
Te  was  not  expressing  his  own  opinion 
one^  but  would  quote  the  words  of  the 
ght  hon.  Member  for  Midlothian,  whose 
>inioQ  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Member 
oald  respect,  in  one  of  the  last  speeches 
3  made  in  that  House.  Speaking  in 
uwertothe  hon.  Member  for  North 
enbighshire,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 


"I  shoald  be  yerj  glad  indeed,  after  we  have 
en  what  practical  progress  caa  be  made  with 
le  Scotch  measures,  to  see  what  better  pro- 
Won  can  be  made  for  Welsh  measures,  for 
will  be  felt  that  Wales  should  not,  I  think, 
mdin  a  worw  position.** 

[e  had  at  one  time  thought  of  putting 
own  an  Amendment  which  would  extend 
beSesolution  to  Wales,  but  unfortunately 
lodi  Amendments  were  like  red  herrings, 
A  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  from 
Ibe  issue  upon  which  it  should  be  con- 
NQtrated  to  side  issues.  When  once  the 
ttperiment  had  been  made  in  regard  to 
Scotland  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
Me  their  waj  to  extending  the  operation 
jf  the  Resolution  to  Wales.  However, 
i^was  with  Scotland  that  they  had  to  do 
•*  present.  The  hon.  Member  spoke  of 
^  as  a  dose  of  Home  Rule.  But  it 
»M  a  very  infinitesimal  dose.  What 
*oaH  happen  was  that  Scotch  Bills 
^Id,  after  being  introduced  and  read 
•second  time,  be  referred  to  a  Com- 
Jjttee  consisting  not  entirely  of  Scotch 
■embers  but  with  15  others  added — 
^7,  he  did  not  know.  For  his  own 
pert,  he  should  have  thought  it  would 
^  better  to  send  them  to  the  Scotch  Mem- 
[jttB.  The  measures  having,  in  effect, 
wen  referred  to  the  Scotch  Members 
^onld  come  back  to  the  House  itself  and 
*  discussed  finally  on  Report.  Certain 
wolts  would  follow  fiymi  adopting  that 
wirse.  In  the  first  place,  discussions 
VK>n  them  in  Committee  of  the  whole 
louse  would  be  avoided  ;iin  the  next  place, 
oeh  Committees  did  not,  as  a  general 
ttje,  act  upon  Party  lines.  It  had  been 
eid  that  there  would  be  an  enormous 
*«ponderating  majority  of  Liberals  on 
ea  Committee ;  but  he  understood  gen- 
[anen  opposite  to  say  that  the  next 
feneral  Election  would  reverse  all  that. 
Anyhow,  he  did  not  think  it  would  make 
^  elightest  difference,  because,  as  a 
*tter  of  fact,  in  nearly  every  case  when 
^  bad  sat  as  Chairman  of  a  Grand 
<^mittee  there   was    no    such    thing 


as  a  Party  vote.  During  last  Session 
he  had,  as  Chairman  of  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee, taken  a  course  which  some  con- 
sidered to  have  been  dictated  by  Party 
spirit.  After  a  discussion  had  gone  on 
for,  as  he  considered,  an  almost  inter- 
minable time,  he  had  ruled  that  the 
Question  should  be  put.  It  was  said 
he  did  so  to  prevent  an  Amendment  of 
a  political  opponent  being  discussed. 
That  was  quite  untrue,  for  he  should 
have  done  just  the  same  thing  in  the 
case  of  a  Liberal  Member.  At  the  same 
time,  he  might  say  that  although  he 
thought  his  action  was  technically  rights 
and  although  it  was  afterwards  approved 
by  the  Speaker,  he  regretted  it  uow^ 
for  it  was  impossible  for  a  Chairman 
on  these  Grand  Committees  to  be  too 
careful  to  avoid  even  the  semblance  of 
partiality.  But  really  the  great  argument 
in  favour  of  them  was  that  the  services 
were  obtained  of  men  who  understooil 
the  business  brought  before  them.  How 
many  of  the  entire  670  Members  of  the 
House  knew  anything  about  such  matters 
as  were  ordinarily  referred  to  Grand 
Committees  ?  As  a  rule,  no  one  attended 
them  but  those  who  were  interested  in 
the  question  ;  and  if  Scotch  measures 
were  referred  to  a  Scotch  Committee  it 
would  only  be  attended  by  men  who 
understood  and  were  really  competent  to 
discuss  the  matter  brought  forward.  That 
was  the  result  of  his  own  practical  ex- 
perience on  the  Bail  Bill  (Scotland) 
Committee,  when  every  English  Member 
as  soon  as  the  discussion  had  been  com- 
menced fled  from  the  room  as  if  it  was 
infected  by  the  plague.  One  of  the 
Amendments  was  proposed  on  the  ground 
that  the  Motion  did  not  go  far  enough,  but 
the  answer  to  that  had  been  given  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland.  Another  Amend- 
ment had  been  placed  on  the  Paper  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wigtownshire,  that  the 
Motion  was  contrary  to  the  usages  of 
Parliament.  But  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees themselves  were  an  innovation 
upon  the  usages  of  Parliament,  and  30 
years  ago  they  would  have  been  resented 
as  an  infraction  of  the  privileges  of 
Parliament.  Besides,  this  proposal  was 
not  quite  so  novel  an  experiment  as  had 
been  represented.  When  he  first  entered 
the  House  it  was  the  custom  for  Scotch 
measures  to|  be  referred  to  an  informal 
meeting  of  all  the  Scotch  Members. 
There  was  a  general  consensus  of  opinion 
among     sensible    men     that    measurea 
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affecting  Scotland  should  be  discussed 
by  Scotchmen,  and  at  these  Informal 
meetings  the  opinions  of  the  Scotch 
Members  were  elicited  ;  on  those  ex- 
pressions of  opinion  changes  were  made 
in  the  Bills,  and  the  result  was  that 
Scotch  measures  used  for  a  long  time  to 
be  passed  through  the  House  of  Commons 
with  the  greatest  ease  and  rapidity.  It 
was  only  by  adapting  our  old  institutions 
to  the  changed  conditions  of  the  times 
that  we  could  hope  to  preserve  the  one 
or  satisfy  the  other. 

•Mr.  G.  W.  BALFOUR  (Leeds,  Cen- 
tral)   said,  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Member  for  East  Den- 
bighshire raised  the  question  what  kind  of 
Bills   it  was  proposed  to  refer  to  this 
Scotch  Grand  Committee.  The  right  hon. 
Member  had  suggested  that  it  would  be 
unnecessary  to  appoint  a  similar  Grand 
Committee    for    England,  because    the 
Scotch  Members  Avould  have  their  whole 
time  taken  up  by  their  attendance  upon 
the  Committees  on  Scotch  Bills,  and  would 
naturally  be   unable  to  sit  upon  Com- 
mittees dealing  with  English  measures. 
But  what  of  those  English  Bills  which 
were  now  discussed  in  Committees  of  the 
whole  House  ?      He  would  ask  whether 
or  not  it  was  proposed  that  Bills  of  a  con- 
tentious character  should  be  sent  to  the 
Grand  Committee  ?  Hitherto,  only  Bills  of 
a   non-contentiou3    character  were  sup- 
posed to  be  referred  to  Grand  Committees. 
But    it    Avas  rather    difficult    to  distin- 
guish between  contentious  and  non-con- 
tentious measures.    A  very  good  illustra- 
tion   of  that  difficulty  occurred  during 
the  last  Session    of   Parliament   in  the 
case   of  the    Employers'  Liability  Bill. 
If   the  House  could  be  assured  that  it 
was    intended   to   refer   to    this   Scotch 
Committee    only    Bills    of    a    non-con- 
tentious character  much  of  the  objection 
would  be  removed  ;    but  the  House  had 
had  no  such  assurance  given,   and  the 
idea  seemed  to  be  that  Bills  of  every  kind 
should  be  so  referred.    If  it  was  intended 
to  refer  such  a  measure  as  a  Parish  Councils 
Bill  to  a  Scotch  Grand  Committee,  how 
could    it    be    maintained    that   the    two 
countries  were  receiving  equal  treatment  ? 
Unless  this  proposal  could  be  applied  to 
the  other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom 
as  well    as    to  Scotland  it    stood    con- 
demned.    If  this  Resolution  were  passed, 
and  the  Government  refused   to  extend 
it  to    England,    their   successors   would 
have  to  retrace  the  step  now  taken.  The 

Sir  G,  Osborne  Morgan 


only  alternative  would   be  to  comply  1 
it  by  extending  these  Committees,  at  e^ 
events,  to  England.     All  the  hon.  Mett.-! 
hers  who  had  spoken  in  favour  of  tLn 
Resolution  had  endeavoured  to  minimi, 
its  partisan  character.     But  its  parti 
character   could  not  be  concealed. 
1884,  when  the  extension  of  the 
chise  was  being  considered,  the  right  h  o 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlotb^i.^ 
put  forward  a  most   extraordinary   c^q 
fantastic  theory  of  representation — ^^lia 
the  number  of  Representatives  should    h( 
larger  in  proportion  to  the  distance  frozn 
the  centre,  thus  giving  to  Ireland   aod 
Scotland  a  larger  number  of  Representa- 
tives in  the  House  than  their  population 
would  strictly  entitle  them  to.  That  theoiy 
was  laughed  out  of  court  at  the  time; 
but    the    Party    opposite    were   trjlog 
to   adopt   it  in  practice.      They  acted 
upon    it     last     year     when    they   pro- 
posed  to  bring  Irish  Members  here  to 
vote  on  British  questions,  while  British 
Members   were   to   be    prevented  from 
having  a  voice  in  Irish  questions ;  and  it 
was  very  much  the  same  thing  in  this  pro- 
posal.    The  proposal  of  the  Govemmeot 
was  so  constructed  as  to  enable  a  Radical 
Government    to    pass   Radical  measures 
distasteful   to  the    majority  of  English 
Representatives  by  means  of  Scotch  aod 
Irbh  votes,   and  when  a  Unionist  Go- 
vernment came  into  power,  to  make  it 
impossible     for     them   to     introduce  * 
measure    dealing   with    Scotland   with- 
out   danger    that    that   measure  would ' 
be  fundamentally  altered  in  Grand  Com- 
mittee to  such  an  extent  as  would  mik^ 
it  no  longer  acceptable   to   its  authors. 
The  scheme   was  obviously  inequitable, 
unless   extended   to   England   and   Ire- 
land.     Yet   Jt    could    not    be    so   ex- 
tended without  danger  to  national  unitj. 
He  was  a    Scotsman,    like   the   Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  sitting  for  an  English 
constituency.      Personally,  he  regarded 
himself,    in    the    first     instance,    as  ft 
citizen  of   the  United  Kingdom,  and  ft 
Scotsman  only  in  the  second    instance. 
He  did  not  want  to  reverse  that  order,  and 
become  a  Scotsman  first.     In  both  theee 
capacities,  however,  he  objected  to  the 
Resolution,  even  if  it  were  extended  to 
England  and  Ireland.     He  felt  convinced 
that  such  a  scheme  would  weaken  their 
common  country  by  tending  to  split  it  op 
into  nationalities.  If  they  once  embarked 
upon  this  policy,  it  would  ultimately  hare 
the  effect  of  rousing  England  to  assert 
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3r  claims  as  against  other  parts  of  the 
nited  Kingdom^  and  that  could  only 
it?e  one  end — ^namely,  the  degradation 
Ireland  and  Scotland  into  the  position 
'  subordinate  provinces. 
'Mr.  CBOMBIE  (Kincardineshire) 
id,  the  Committee  must  always  repre- 
ot  the  Party  that  was  in  power  at  the 
ne.  The  Liberal  Party  was  at  present 
power,  and  the  Scottish  Members  were 
iberais.  The  Scottish  Committee  would 
erefore  have  a  Liberal  majority.  It  was 
rfectly  true  that  that  majority  would 
t  exactly  correspond  to  the  majority  in 
b  House ;  but  that,  after  all^  was  a 
litter  of  very  little  object.  If  questions 
se  on  Party  lines  in  such  a  Committee 
•which  he  did  not  think  they  often  did 
•the  Party  in  power  would  still  be  in  a 
ijority,  and  it  seemed  to  him  a  very 
lall  affair  whether  this  majority  was  a 
rge  one  or  a  small  one.  He  main- 
ined  that  the  cases  of  England 
id  Scotland  were  entirely  different. 
Gotland  required  this  scheme,  and 
nglaud  did  not.  In  this  Parliament 
Bottish  affairs  did  not  get  their  requisite 
ttention,  and  English  affairs  did.  If 
eottish  affairs  were  attended  to  as 
•iglish  affairs  were,  as  many  laws 
Mmld  be  passed  for  Scotland  as  for 
■Qgland.  Population  was  not  a  thing 
bat  f^ettled  the  legislative  demands  of  a 
OQDtry.  They  were  going  to  introduce 
•  Parish  Councils  Bill.  If  Scotland  had 
'^M^OO^OOO  of  inhabitants  instead  of  four, 
»ould  they  need  10  Bills  ?  They  might, 
Jfider  certain  circumstances — if  every 
VXX),000  additional  inhabitants  were 
B&tirely  different  from  each  other  and  the 
ht  4,000,000.  In  fact,  the  question 
^peaded  on  the  complexity  of  the  social, 
(ooimercial,  industrial,  and  political  life 
<^  the  country.  That  was  the  real  mea- 
iQre  of  the  legislative  necessities  of  a 
iouQtry.  In  this  case,  he  maintained, 
Wland  was  the  same  as  England,  and 
i^tland  offered  as  great  a  field  for  legis- 
ation  as  England  itself.  Did  Scotland 
S^  it  ?  The  Imperial  Parliament  passed 
certain  measures  which  were  applicable 
0  England  and  Scotland  both,  and  it 
Jessed  certain  measures  applicable  to 
^t^eland  and  Wales.  He  put  these  out  of 
^  question.  There  remained  the  mea- 
ivres  which  applied  to  England  and 
ieothuid  alone.  If  Scotland  got  fair 
^tment,  there  would  be  as  many 
^ores  passed  for  Scotland  as  for 
^land.    In  the  12  years  from  1880  to 


1892  there  were  three  different  Par- 
liaments and  four  different  Governments 
in  Office.  One  half  of  the  time  the 
Conservative  Government  ruled,  and  the 
other  half  the  Liberal  Government. 
During  that  time  318  measures  were 
passed  for  England  ex.clusively,  and  for 
Scotland  only  102.  That  was  to  say, 
three  times  as  many  for  the  one  as  the 
other.  That  showed  distinctly  the  in- 
equality of  legislative  treatment,  and  it 
was  in  order  to  redress  that  inequality 
that  he,  for  one,  was  willing  to  support 
the  present  proposal  for  a  Committee. 
He  did  not  regard  it  as  a  step  towards 
Federalism,  which  was  a  much  wider  and 
more  important  proposal,  but  he  regarded 
it  as  a  simple  temporary  alleviation  of 
the  block  in  Scottish  business. 

•Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  said, 
it  was  extremely  refreshing  to  one  who 
had  occupied  a  seat  in  the  House  for 
some  years  to  receive  an  assurance  from 
a  Member  who  had  sat  in  the  House  for 
as  many  months  that  they  might  accept 
this  proposal  with  every  assurance  of 
safetv.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  finished  a  most  interesting  and  too 
brief  a  speech  had  told  them  that  there 
was  no  ground  whatever  for  the  appre- 
hensions on  that  side  of  the  House 
because  of  the  proposals  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land; but  he  thought  it  would  be 
admitted  both  by  his  own  friends  and  by 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House  also 
that  he  entirely  forgot  to  adduce  any- 
thing in  the  shape  of  argument  in  support 
of  that  contention,  and  that  they  might 
therefore  be  forgiven  if  they  still  enter- 
tained a  considerable  feeling  cf  appre- 
hension as  to  the  ultimate  effect  and 
conclusion  of  the  Besolution  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  had  given  notice 
upon  the  Paper  of  an  Amendment  to 
the  Besolution  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  did  not  propose  to  move  that 
Amendment,  for  this  reason — that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  had  already  moved  an  Amend- 
ment which,  if  it  did  not  go  quite  as  far 
as  his  own,  still  embodied  the  principle 
which  he  wished  the  House  to  take  into 
consideration.  If  he  might  express  any 
preference  in  favour  of  his  own  Amend- 
ment it  was  in  this  respect — that  it 
seemed  to  him  possible  that  there  might 
be  placed  upon  the  terms  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend^s  Amendment  a  construction 
which  he  was  sure  he  had  guarded  him- 
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self  against,  and  which  the  words  them- 
selves were  not  intended  to  bear.  Under 
the  gaise  of  an  apparently  simple 
Amendment  of  the  Rules  of  Procedure 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  had  put 
before  them  an  insidious  and  far-reaching 
measure.  He  proposed  to  ask  the  House 
to  regard  it  in  two  aspects — ^first,  its 
result  on  the  character  of  the  Imperial 
Legislature;  and,  secondly,  its  re- 
sults as  affecting  the  standing  and 
convenience  of  the  Scotch  Members. 
The  second,  of  course,  was  by  far  the 
least  important.  He  proposed  to  take 
it  first.  The 'Scotch  Members  were  not 
merely  delegates  returned  to  give  voice 
upon  affairs  restricted  in  scope  to  the 
material  interests  of  limited  localities, 
but  upon  Imperial  matters  which  affected 
the  Scotch  people  just  as  much  as  they 
affected  the  people  South  of  the  Tweed. 
That  was  the  interpretation  which  he  put 
upon  their  Constitutional  function — that 
was  the  mission  on  which  they  were 
sent  from  the  last  General  Election.  What 
they  had  to  consider  was  how  far  their 
ability  to  discharge  that  function  and  to 
carry  out  that  mission  would  be  interfered 
with  by  the  pressure  of  the  additional 
duties  which  would  be  thrown  upon  them 
under  the  Resolution  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland.  He  believed  it  was  admitted 
generally  that  there  were  limits  to 
physical  endurance.  Both  Houses  of 
Parliament  had  been  largely  occupied  of 
late,  and  rightly  so,  in  consideration  of  the 
conditions  of  and  the  hours  of  labour. 
They  had  had  a  Sweating  Commission,  and 
there  had  been  legislation  also  upon  the 
hours  of  labour  of  railway  servants,  and 
it  was  only  two  or  three  nights  ago  that 
they  were  listening  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Peterborough,  who  was  urging  the 
Committee  to  take  into  consideration  the 
hours  of  attendance  of  messengers  and 
others  employed  about  the  Houses  of 
Parliament.  Members  of  Parliament 
were  made  of  the  same  material  as 
messengers  of  Parliament,  and  there  was 
a  limit  to  their  physical  endurance,  just 
as  there  was  a  limit  to  the  endurance  of 
the  messengers  of  Parliament,  and  it 
was  time  that  a  word  should  be  put  in 
upon  their  behalf  lest  their  hours  of 
labour  should  become  excessive  also.  If 
this  Resolution  was  carried  they  would 
have  the  Grand  Committee  meeting  at  12 
o^clock  in  tlie  day.  Of  course,  it  would 
be  the  desire  of  every  Scotch  Member  to 
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take  a  full  part  in  these  proceedings,  and 
he  would  be  expected  by  his  constitueocy 
to  do  so.  The  proceedings  of  the  Grand 
Committee  would  last  until  3  o^clock,  and 
then  the  Scotch  Members  were  to  be 
asked  to  comedown  to  that  House  to  take 
part  in  discussions  upon  questions  of  the 
highest  and  greatest  importance— ques- 
tions of  peace  and  war,  of  public  liberty, 
of  commerce,  agriculture  and  educatioo. 
Would  they  be,  under  those  circumstaDces, 
in  the  same  position  as  English  and  Irieb 
and  Welsh  Members  ?  Would  they  be 
as  fresh  when  they  had  to  undertake 
business  in  the  House  as  other  hoo. 
Members,  or  would  they  not  rather  find 
themselves  at  a  great  disadvantage? 
Was  it  not  conceivable  that  after  having 
their  minds  saturated  with*  the  subtleties 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ross,  or  wearied 
with  the  witticisms  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Edinburgh,  they  would  be  at  a 
disadvantage  compared  with  the  Memben 
who  came  down  to  the  House  without 
these  exhausting  preliminariee  ?  Of 
course,  it  might  be  said  that  in  thii 
respect  they  would  be  on  a  par  with  tbe  I 
Members  who  took  part  in  Con- 
mittees  and  Royal  Commissions.  But 
the  fact  was  that  at  the  present  tiae 
they  took  their  full  share  of  the  work 
done  upon  the  Royal  CommissioDS  and 
Committees.  He  himself  served  Qpoi 
one  Royal  Commission,  four  Commitleei 
of  the  House  last  year,  and  a  Depart- 
mental Committee  besides.  It  wti 
not  for  him  to  say  that  the  preseooo 
of  Scotch  Members  upon  these  Com* 
mittees  was  essential,  but  he  migkt 
say  that  Parliamentary  life  would  be 
shorn,  so  far  as  the  Scotch  Memben 
were  concerned,  of  a  great  deal  of  tbe 
interest  which  it  at  present  possessed  if 
they  had  not  an  opportunity  of  dischalf- 
ing  their  duties  upon  these  Committees 
It  was  his  desire  that  the  Scotch  llett* 
hers  should  take  their  full  share  in  thi 
proceedings  of  the  Imperial  Parliament ;  • 
and  they  were  extremely  loth  to  iH^  : 
render  any  part  which  they  now  took  il^ 
those  proceedings.  Then,  were  Scotek ' 
Members  to  be  debarred  from  so'ving  oi^ 
Private  Bill  Committees  ?  Perhaps  tkt '' 
Scotch  Members  would  not  feel  tkt 
deprivation  very  keenly  if  that  were  M^ ^ 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  would  hardly  befvr  -; 
to  English  and  Irish  Members  to  thmv  \ 
upon  them  the  entire  burden  of  tki  fl 
Private  Bill  legislation  upstairs.  Atteod*  I 
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1006  upon    Private     Bill     Committees 
ras  compulsory,  and   that    rule  would 
lebtr  the  Scotch  Members  from  taking 
Mrt  in  the  proceedings  of   the  Grand 
Committee,    and  therefore   one  of    two 
iiings  must  happen — the  Scotch  Mem- 
wr  mast  be  a  less  useful  Member  in  the 
^eipect  that  he  would  not  be  available 
^  the  purposes  of  Private  Bill  legisla- 
ioD,  or  he  would  be  obliged  to  sacrifice 
lis  duties    as    a    Scotch     Member    of 
Pitfliament.      If    that    was    the  case  in 
regard  to  private  Members,  how  did  it 
operate  with  regard  to  the  occupants  of 
the  Bench  opposite  ?     There  were  Hit- 
ting on   that   Bench    the   Members  for 
^viuy  Stirling  Burghs,  East  Fife,  the 
Bridgeton  Division   of   Glasgow,  Leith 
Burghs,  Dundee,  the  Border  Burghs,  and 
fte  County  of  Clackmannan,  all  of  whom 
VBfe  Members  of  the  present  Government. 
He  was  sure  that  Members  of  the  present 
idnuDistration    would  agree  with  their 
ndecessors   that    it   was  a  sufficiently 
m  tax  upon  a  man^s  energy  to  transact 
Ike  work  of  a  Public  Department,  and 
ilerwards  to  represent  that  Department, 
Ml  his  constituents  also,  in  this  House, 
vitliout   the   additional   duty   of   ropre- 
tttiog  the  interests  of  Scotland  at  the 
tMe  time  upon   a    Grand*  Committee. 
IvBQ   the    present     Members     of     the 
Kaistry  had  not  succeeded  in  finding  a 
nlatiou  of   Sir  Boyle  Roche's  problem. 
He  yielded  to  no  man  in  admiration  for  the 
^ties  of  the  Secretary  of   State  for 
War,  but  he  believed  that  it  was   even 
kfood  his  power  to  attend  to  his  busi- 
>eK  at  the  War  Officeand  simultaneously 
to  watch  over  the  interests  of  the  people 
if  the    Stirling  Burghs   at   the   grand 
Committee.        The     UoiHe     Secretary, 
(pO|  was   popularly   supposed  to  be  no 
BBecurist,  but  the  good  folk  in  the  East 
ifenk  o^  Fife  would  expect  him  to  have 
ttae  care   for  their  affairs  before    the 
3iiod  Committee,  and  it  must  come  to 
Us — that  either  the  business  of  a  great 
department  must  be  neglected,  and  the 
Coisters  must  attend  the  meetings  of  the 
icotch  Grand  Committee,  or  that,  upon 
he  other  hand,  the  proceedings  of  that 
iHRninittee   must  be  carried  on    in   the 
(hence  of  some  of  the  ablest  of  Scottish 
tepreseotstives.     He  should  be  told,  per- 
iBpt,  that  he  took  an  exaggerated  view 
^  the  amonot  of  business  that  would  be 
Jjkgated  to   these  Grand    Committees. 
IrHear,  hear  T]     The  hou.  Member  for 
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Caithness  said  "  Hear,  hear  !  "  Well, 
one  of  two  things  must  bo  the 
truth  —  either  this  Scottish  business 
was  so  moderate  in  amount  that*  it 
would  not  overtax  the  energies  of  the 
Scottish  Members  in  the  way  in  which 
he  had  sketched,  or  it  was  so  great  and 
pressing  that  it  was  utterly  beyond  the 
powers  of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  as 
such,  to  transact  it.  One  of  these  two 
alternatives  must  be  the  truth.  If  the  first 
was  the  truth,  then  he  submitted  there  was 
no  case  for  the  change.  If  Scottish  busi- 
ness was  so  moderate  in  amount  that  it 
would  not  overtax  the  energies  of  Scottish 
Members,  then  it  must  be  the  method 
and  not  the  machine  that  was  at  fault — 
the  administration  of  business,  and  not  the 
extent  of  it.  But  if  the  secoud  was  the 
case,  that  Scottish  business  was  so  largo 
in  bulk  as  to  have  got  beyond  all  control 
of  theHouse,  then  Scottish  Members  would 
certainly  be  under  the  disability  he  had  de- 
scribed. The  hon.  Member  who  spoke  last 
had  made  an  allusion  illustrated  by  a  pro- 
fuse amount  of  figures  which  he  (Sir  H. 
Maxwell)  confessed  he  was  not  able  to 
follow  as  to  the  amount  of  Scottish 
business  transacted  in  the  hist  12  years 
measured  by  the  number  of  Bills.  Well, 
he  would  not  go  back  12  years.  If,  as 
the  hou.  Member  said,  102  exclusively 
Scottish  measures  passed  into  law  in 
those  12  years  and  at  the  same  time  318 
exclusively  English  measures  passed  into 
law,  he  did  not  think  there  was  much  to 
complain  of.  England  was  more  than 
three  times  as  large  as  Scotland,  and  the 
calculation  of  the  hon.  Member  had  only 
given  England  three  times  as  many  Bills 
as  Scotland. 

Mr.  CROMBIE  said,  he  had  tried  to 
explain  that  population  should  not  be 
the  measure. 

Sir  H.  maxwell  said,  that  was  a 
matter  of  opinion.  England  had  nine 
times  as  many  people  as  Scotland,  and  if 
the  measure  were,  as  some  people  thought 
it  ought,  by  population  England 
should  have  nine  times  as  many  Bills  as 
Scotland  instead  of  three  times  as  many. 
He  would  go  back  no  farther  than  last 
Session.  Last  Session  was  exceptional 
in  many  respects,  though  not  exceptional 
in  the  amount  of  Scottish  business  pre- 
sented for  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
There  were  two  Bills  mentioned  in  the 
Queen^s  Speech,  and  one  of  them  was 
proceeded  with.    There  was  the  Scottish 
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Suspensory  Bill,  which  did  not  seem  to  \ 
excite  very  mach  enthusiasm  either 
within  the  walls  of  the  House  or  without 
them,  and  there  was  the  Scottish  Fishery 
Bill.  The  latter  measure  he  would  not 
say  was  an  average  example,  but  it  was 
a  very  striking  example  of  the  manage- 
ment of  Scottish  business  in  the  House. 
They  should  scrutinise  it  a  little  closely 
in  order  to  find  out  where  the  flaw  really 
existed.  Was  it  in  the  method,  or  was 
it  it  in  the  machine — was  it  in  the  Legis- 
lature itself,  or  was  it  in  the  Executive  ? 
The  Scottish  Fishery  Bill  was  a  measure 
which  Scottish  Members  in  all  parts  of 
the  House  were  anxious  to  see  passed 
into  law.  They  were  willing  to  make 
sacrifices  of  their  own  views ;  they  were 
willing,  even,  to  accept  a  measure  less 
perfect  in  many  respects  than,  in  their 
opinion,  it  might  have  been,  in  order  that 
the  important  interests  to  be  affected  by 
that  Bill  might  receive  the  attention  which 
was  undoubtedly  their  due.  But  no  sooner 
was  the  Bill  introduced  to  the  House  than 
it  was  seen  to  be  an  infant  that  could  not 
live.  It  lingered  on  during  the  summer 
months.  By  heroic  measures  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  was  able  to  get  it 
through  Committee  as  a  non-contentious 
measure,  and  it  went  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  No  sooner  did  it  go  there  than 
the  monstrous  deformity  of  the  produc- 
tion was  recognised  in  the  land  that  was 
to  be  affected  by  it.  Numerous  deputa- 
tions came  up  from  most  influential 
towns  in  Scotland,  and  implored  Parlia- 
ment to  reject  the  measure  which  was 
going  to  do  them  such  an  injustice.  It 
was  well  known  that  the  measure  was 
not  rejected,  but  returned  to  the  House 
for  consideration — consideration  which 
the  Government  refused  to  give  it,  and 
they  dropped  the  measure.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  surely  would  not  have  the 
hardihood  to  mention  the  Scottish 
Fisheries  Bill  as  an  example  of  the 
neglect  of  Scottish  business  in  the 
House.  There  was  nothing  to  prevent 
the  measure  passing  last  Session  except 
its  inherent  imperfections  —  except  its 
inherently  unworkable  nature.  The  next 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  left  his  native 
country  and  crossed  the  border  to  go  to 
Scotland  he  would  find  that  it  was 
notorious  there,  amongst  all  the  persons 
who  might  be  affected  by  the  Bill,  and 
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who  were  interested  in  its  passing,  th 
it  was  lost,  not  on  account  of  proceedin, 
in  the  House,  not  on  account  of  obstru 
tion  or  delays  in  the  other  House,  b 
on  account  of  the  imperfection  of  t\ 
measure  and  of  the  obstinacy  ar 
he  was  bound  to  add,  the  incoi 
petency,  of  the  Minister  in  char 
of  it.  He  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentj 
man  would  understand  that  he  did  n 
use  the  word  "incompetence"  in  ai 
but  the  most  limited  sense.  The  rig 
hon.  Gentleman's  reputation  in  other  fieJi 
was  far  too  high  for  him  (Sir  H.  MaxweL 
to  wish  to  attempt  to  put  any  sligh 
upon  it.  He  wished  to  bo  understood  a 
restricting  the  observation  entirely  to  th 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  administration  o 
aflairs  at  the  Scotch  Office,  on  which  he 
at  least,  was  unable  to  compliment  thi 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  This  seemed  t( 
him  (Sir  H.  Maxwell)  to  be  an  instanci 
of  a  Scottish  Bill  which,  by  the  ca 
operation  of  the  Scottish  Members  amon^ 
themselves,  might  at  this  moment  have 
been  an  Act  of  Parliament  had  it  been 
workable.  It  was  the  defects  of  the 
measure,  and  not  the  opposition  in  either 
House,  that  put  an  end  to  it.  Bnthedid 
not  see,  for  his  part,  how  the  Bill  could 
have  proceeded  any  further,  even  if  it  bad 
been  referred  to  the  Grand  Committee. 
The  same  obstacles  would  have  arisen; 
the  same  defects  would  have  been  fatal 
to  its  existence,  and  the  only  result  would 
have  been  that  the  Scottish  Membert 
would  have  been  asked  to  do  double  th6 
work  of  the  English  and  Irish  MemberS) 
with  nothing  to  show  for  it  in  the  end. 
They  protested  against  the  proposed 
increase  of  their  labours  when,  as  thej 
maintained,  there  was  no  cause  foi 
it.  They  did  not  grudge  their  labour 
They  had  put  their  hands  to  the  ploughj 
and  were  not  to  be  blamed  if  theJ 
demurred  to  the  demand  to  put  tfaeii 
feet  on  the  treadmill.  As  to  the  othei 
and  larger  consideration,  the  bea^ 
ing  of  this  proposal  upon  the  charactfl 
of  the  Imperial  Parliament,  the  HouK 
was  asked  to  assent  to  a  compromii^ 
couched  in  the  modest  and  unobtrusive 
garb  of  an  amendment  of  procedure,  bat 
it  was,  in  fact,  a  vital  and  serious  chang* 
in  the  constitution  of  the  House.  ^ 
very  similar  proposal  was  made  in  tkt 
year  1882  when  the  Grand  Coromittel 
were  first  set  up.  Mr.  O'Donnell  ]^ 
pesed  that  an  Irish    Grand  Commit^ 
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should  deal  with  exclusively  Irish  affairs,  ]  instance  of  what  grammarians  termed  a 
and  that  proposal  was  dealt  with  by  the  '  husieron   proteron  —  putting    the    cart 


then  Prime  Minister  (Mr.  Gladstone)  in 
the  following  words  : — 


before  the  horse.      So  far  from  carrying 
out,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 


The  bon.  Member  invited  the  Government  I  the  system  upon  which  Grand  Cora- 
to  sanction  at  this  moment  the  principle  that  i  mittees  had  always  been  appointed,  it 
certain  Imperial  powers— the  powers  of  the  !  ^^s  an  exact  reversal  and  a  sharp  de- 
^^t^  P^liament-should  be  exercisecl  by  1  ^  ^j  U  rpj^^  ^^^^^ 

Members  taken  exclusively  from  one  part  of  the  i  ll  .    *.  v"*  ye 

Unitftl  Kingdom.     I  jrreatly  dcubt  whether  I  Committee   had   been    spoken   ot    as    a 

microcosm  reflecting  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. How  could  it  reflect  the  House 
faithfully,  or  how  could  it  in  any  degree 
be  a  microcosm  reflecting  the  House 
I  when  the  balance  of  Parties  in  it  would 
we  proposing  to  the  house,  and  we  are  bound  j  i^^  go   absolutely  dissimilar   and   dispro- 

»l^^  ^''^^^''^ ''''''  ^'^'^^^'^^^"^."'''''k''^' portioned?  The  very  structure  and 
mutual  practical  convenience.    Therefore,  how  li.  -^,      ^i        x       -         u-u-^i 

CMi  we  possibly  accede  to  the  Amendment—  furniture  of  the  Chamber  m  which  tliey 
which,  to  say  nothing  else,  involves  an  enormous  were  assembled,  and  of  the  Chamber  in 
Coogtitutional  innovation."  j  which  the   Grand  Committee  would  sit. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  '  were  designed  to  carry  out  the  idea  of 


Kingdom.  I  greatly 
Parliament  would  ever  sanction  anything  of 
the  kind.  For  this  House  to  divide  itself  in 
the  manner  proposed  would  be  an  extraonlinary 
tnd  unnecessary  innovation,  and  an  innovation 
which  the  House  will  not,  I  think,  un  ler  any 
drcmnstances  be  prepare<l  to  entertain.    We 


for  Scotland  had  used  almost  identical 
words  in  proposing  the  Resolution.  The 
kte  Sir  George  Campbell  in  1888  pro- 

Sd  the  establishment  of  a  Scotch 
nd  Committee  for  the  same  purpose 
«i  that  of  the  Committee  which 
118  now  proposed  to  the  House.  The 
Glidstonian  Party  had  at  that  time 
iecepted  the  policy  of  Home  Rule  for 
balaod,  and  therefore  it  was  not  sur- 
frisiog  to  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Midlothian,  being 
itill  in  opposition,  yielded  to  the  tempta- 
tk>Q  to  give  his  verbal  sanction  to  the 
proposal,  which  was  opposed  by  the 
Government  of  the  day.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,   did    not   vote  in 


government  by  Party.  Ho  could  quite 
well  understand  the  desire  of  the  English 
Members  to  escape  discussion  upon 
Scottish  affairs.  He  could,  however,  tell 
them  how  this  had  been  done  in  the  past 
and  how  it  might,  with  perfect  ease,  be 
done  in  the  future.  Almost  his  first  ex- 
perience in  the  House  of  Commons,  14 
years  ago,  was  that  of  being  placed  on  a 
Select  Committee,  presided  over  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir  C.  Cameron). 
It  was  a  Committee  on  a  subject  in  which 
he  thought  most  English  Members  did 
not  take  an  ardent  interest.  The  subject 
was  the  herring  brand.  The  Committee 
despatched  its  business  upstairs  in  three 


fcvottr  of  the  proposal.  His  right  hon.  i  or  four  days,  and  subsequently  the  Bill 
Friend  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  shown  passed  through  tlie  House  without  a 
what  a  wide  departure  from  the  imme-  i  single  Amendment  in  Committee.     That 


ttorial  custom  of  the  House  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  Committees  was  involved 
in  the  proposal  of   the  Government  in 


was  the  way  in  which  they  were  accus- 
tomed to  transact  Scottish  business,  and 
it  was  the  way  in  which  it  seemed   they 


•ne  respect,  but  had  not  touched  upon    might  transact  it  now.  It  was  very  often 


t 

■_ 

t 

» 

i 

r 


fte  departure  from  the  principle  upon 
^ch  Grand  Committees  were  originally 
^Btablisbed.  Grand  Committees  were 
tUHudly  composed  of  60  Members  selected 
from  all  parts  of  the  House  impartially 
Vj  a  Committee  of  Selection,  and  to 
^kem  were  added  15  Members  in  the 
^racter  of  experts.  Under  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  the  system 
^ald  be  exactly  reversed.  The  Com- 
tuttee  would  consist  of  72  Scotch  Mem- 
Wn  to  deal  with  Scotch  affairs,  with  15 
liondescript  Mehabers  added  in  order  to 
^ute  the  too  cccclusively  Scotch  nature 
^  the  proceediii^s.    This  was  an  extreme 


boasted  that  we  were  a  businesslike 
people,  but  it  seemed  to  him  that  they 
would  be  adopting  a  very  curious  method 
of  dealing  with  business  if  they  accepted 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
There  were,  of  course,  numerous  dif- 
ferences between  the  procedure  and  the 
character  of  the  Scotch  and  English 
peoples.  Their  laws  were  different,  their 
churches  were  different,  their  agricultural 
tenure  in  many  respects  was  different,  and 
there  were  many  other  points  of  differ- 
ence, but  they  were  perfectly  capable, 
acting  as  reasonable  men,  to  settle  their 
own  affairs  among  themselves  in  the  way 
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they  had  been  accustomed  to.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Hunter),  who 
shook  his  head,  would  recollect  one  of 
the  most  portentious  measures,  in  point 
of  size,  ever  brought  into  the  House — 
the  Scottish  Burgh  Police  Bill — a  mea- 
sure of  upwards  of  600  clauses.  How 
was  that  Bill  dealt  with  ? 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  :  How  long  did  it 
take  ? 

Sir  H.  maxwell  said,  the  hon. 
Member  asked  him  how  long  it  took. 
He  would  reply  by  asking  why  did  it 
take  so  long  ?  It  passed  through  the 
mill  of  a  Select  Committee  of  Scotch 
Members  upstairs,  and  that  was  a  kind 
of  mill  which,  though  it  ground  small, 
did  not  grind  as  slowly  as  might  be  sup- 
posed. It  came  down  to  the  House  in  a 
perfectly  workable  form.  It  was  then 
opposed  by  Mr.  Caldwell,  who  put  down 
an  impossible  number  of  Amendments. 
Of  course,  Mr.  Caldwell  might  have  done 
just  the  same  in  a  Grand  Committee. 

An  hon.  Member  :  He  was  a 
Unionist. 

•Sir  H.  maxwell  said,  he  failed  to 
see  the  relevancy  of  the  interruption.  He 
was  endeavouring  to  speak  of  this  matter 
in  no  Party  spirit,  and  he  had  merely 
referred  to  Mr.  Caldwell  as  a  Scotch 
Member.  At  all  events,  the  tactics  Mr. 
Caldwell  pursued  were  successful,  as  he 
prevented  the  Bill  passing  that  Session. 
Next  year  the  Bill  went  through  the 
Committee  stage  in  all  its  enormous  pro- 
portions, and  passed  through  the  House 
ultimately  with  perfect  ease  and  with 
almost  perfect  satisfaction  to  the  towns 
and  burghs  affected.  Why  were  they  to 
give  up  proceedings  of  this  reasonable 
and  friendly  nature  ?  What  had  come 
upon  Scotch  Members  that  they  could  no 
longer  meet  the  Lord  Advocate  in  friendly 
discussion  ?  He  was  sure  there  was 
nothing  in  the  demeanour  or  the  charac- 
ter of  the  present  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  B.  Balfour)  to  render  him  unapproach- 
able in  a  greater  degree  than  his  imme- 
diate predecessor,  and  he  (Sir  H.  Max- 
well) was  quite  willing  to  testify  to  the 
admirable  results  which  had  been  ob- 
tained by  the  consultations  which  had 
been  referred  to.  Of  course,  what  really 
commended  this  proposal  to  the  House 
was  that  it  was  a  kind  of  half  measure 
of  Home  Rule  —  a  kind  of  halfway 
house.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
G.    Trevelyan)    was   not  very  long  ago 

Sir  H,  Maxwell 


somewhat  an  authority  on  halfw 
houses.  He  denounced  them  in 
ambiguous  language  as  undesirable  a 
dangerous  tenements,  and  declared, 
phraseology  which  Members  were  i 
likely  to  forget,  that  for  his  part  he  woi 
never  consent  to  be  a  tenant  of  o 
of  them.  The  times  had  changed,  a 
here  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oflR 
ing  for  the  occupation  of  hon.  Membc 
a  halfway  house  between  the  presc 
system  of  Imperial  legislation  in  Scotia 
and  Home  Rule.  The  proposal,  ho 
ever,  did  not  find  very  cordial  acceptao( 
The  Secretary  of  the  Scotch  Hon 
Rule  Association  had  written  a  letter  i 
The  Times  and  other  public  joumn 
couched  in  terms  not  very  amiable  c 
very  respectful  towards  Her  Majestj' 
Government.  He  evidently  objected  * 
this  halfway  house,  and  did  not  thin) 
that  half  a  loaf  was  better  than  no  bread 
He  talked  of  this  proposal  as  an  extn 
time  job  which  Her  Majesty's  Goveni 
ment  were  seeking  to  impose  npoi 
Scottish  Members.     He  said — 

**The  Government  either  believe  in  Hon* 
Rule  or  they  do  not.  If  they  do  not  belicTC  in 
it  they  are  playing  a  hypocritical,  base  part.  ^ 
they  do  believe  in  it  they  are  playing  a  owo, 
base,  cowardly  part." 

This  was  rather  an  unfortunate  alterna- 
tive, and  for  his  (Sir  H.  Maxwell's) 
part  he  preferred  not  to  apply  socb 
terms  to  the  present  occupants  ol 
such  exalted  positions.  It  was  ob- 
vious, however,  from  this  letter  aiwi 
from  the  harsh  expressions  contained  iii 
it  that  the  present  proposal  would  nol 
satisfy  the  Home  Rulers  in  Scotland 
The  only  reason  which  the  right  bon 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothiai 
gave  for  accepting  Sir  George  Camp 
bell's  proposal  for  a  Scotch  Gran< 
Committee  in  1888  was  that  i 
anticipated  larger  demands.  If  tb 
proposal  was  not  to  do  that,  wba 
reason  was  there  for  it  ?  Why  sboul 
they  waste  time  upon  a  proposal  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  had  give 
them  to  understand,  was  already  un 
acceptable  in  lieu  of  a  full  measure 
Scottish  Members  on  his  side  of  th 
House,  for  their  part,  objected  to  tbi 
"  extra  time  job  "  altogether.  Thej  ba« 
no  stomach  for  it.  They  did  not  desir 
to  be  relegated  to  a  oc^e-horse  P»rli» 
ment  upstairs,  turned  into  a  kind  ol 
garret  legislators,  Parlianientary  pariabs 
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in  order  that  they  might  grasp  a  barren 
chimera  of  make-believe  autonom  j.  They 
had  been  returned  to  this  House  as  Im- 
perial Members,  and  Imperial  Members 
they  intended  to  remain,  in  act  as  well  as 
m  name,  until  the  people  of  Scotland 
decreed  it  otherwise  ;  and  he  called 
upon— should  he  say  the  hospitality,  the 
generosity,  or  the  public  spirit  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  to  make  suitable 
•nd  decorous  arrangements  for  the  trans- 
tttioD  of  their  national  business. 

Mk.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c.) 
»id,  the  only  objection  he  had  to 
the  hon.  Baronet's  speech  was  that 
he  had  made  precisely  the  same 
•peecb  against  the  proposal  of  Home 
Bole  for  Scotland.  He  thought  he  even 
iBcogoised  some  of  the  extremely  well- 
tomed  phrases  as  having  been  used  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  denounce  the  de- 
Uttiooalisation  of  his  country  ;  and  such 
^weches  had  been  made  by  gentlemen 
fie  the  hon.  Baronet  against  every  pro- 
posal to  facilitate  the  passing  of  Scotch 
Bills  and  the  transaction  of  Scotch 
Winess.  There  was  not  a  gentleman 
^hohad  regard  for  his  own  character 
for  candour  who  would  deny  that  during 
the  past  18  months  the  business  of  Scot- 
Iwd  had  been  disgracefully  neglected, 
«nd  any  candid  man  would  admit  that 
tbat  neglect  had  been  continuing  for  the 
■IX  years  which  preceded  the  present 
^^arliament.  As  an  illustration  he  would 
Jttention  the  Burgh  Police  Act  of  1891, 
containing  about  700  clauses,  which  had 
"Wn  brought  in  for  10  successive  years 
l^y  the  Government  of  the  day,  and, 
Wiving  reached  a  certain  point,  had  been 
*handoned.  Was  that  the  pace  at  which 
the  hon.  Baronet  desired  to  see  legisla- 
tion progress  ?  He  would  take  another 
«8e,  that  of  Mr.  M*Lagan's  Bill  refer- 
^%  to  liquor.  He  voted  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  that  Bill  in  1884, 
l*t  he  had  never  had  another 
^portanity  of  doing  so,  although  in 
tlie  interval  Scotch  Members  had 
"^n  diligently  endeavouring,  by  com- 
bination and  otherwise,  to  bring  that 
Bill  forward  again,  so  that  they  might 
we  an  opportunity  of  voting  upon  it. 
Scotch  Members  did  not  succeed  in  get- 
^g  Bills  through  because  their  measures 
^ere  objected  to,  thwarted,  and  blocked 
Jt  every  stage  by  English  Conservative 
Members,   who    thought     they    had     a 


prescriptive  right  to  do  so.  The  fresh 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  due 
to  the  pressure  of  Scotch  Members. 
Nearly  every  unofficial  Member  for 
Scotland,  in  August,  1892,  presented,  in 
deferential  terms,  a  request  to  the  late 
Prime  Minister  for  this  Committee,  but 
that  representation  was  treated  with 
complete  indifference — he  was  almost 
going  to  say  contempt.  Then  at  the  be- 
ginning of  this  year  they  unanimously 
passed  other  Resolutions,  but  the  note  of 
deference  was  absent.  They  said  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  press 
forward  Scotch  business,  and  that 
unless  the  Committee  were  granted  all 
prospects  of  Scotch  legislation  were 
illusory.  To  that  language  they  adhered. 
He  was  satisfied  with  the  Commit- 
tee proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  who  had 
always  been  most  sympathetic  and  most 
desirous  to  push  forward  Scotch 
business  ;  and  he  must  say  that 
although  his  right  lion.  Friend  did 
not  care  for  it,  he,  himself, 
with  other  hon.  Members,  was  pained 
by  the  expression  by  the  hon.  Baronet, 
in  a  tone  not  often  heard  from  him 
in  the  House,  towards  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 
At  the  same  time,  he  thought  the  pro- 
posal might  have  been  better.  It  might 
have  provided  for  the  Second  Reading 
also,  and  it  might  have  omitted  the  16 
additional  Members.  What  objection 
was  there  to  the  proposal  as  made  ?  The 
Resolution  retained  the  absolute  control 
of  the  House  over  all  Scotch  business, 
and  admittedly  Scotch  Bills  would  be 
committed  to  the  most  qualified  people 
that  could  be  imagined,  for  their  con- 
sideration. Only  one  stage  out  of  five  was 
to  be  relegated  to  the  Scotch  Committee. 
Undoubtedly,  the  Committee  stage  was 
committed  under  this  Resolution  to  the 
most  qualified  people.  It  was  absurd  to 
suppose  that  an  ordinary  Grand  Com- 
mittee was  satisfactory  in  dealing  with 
special  matters  relating  to  Scotch 
business.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ob- 
jected to  Home  Rule,  and  to  this  Grand 
Committee ;  what  did  they  propose 
themselves  for  the  purpose  of  furthering 
Scotch  business  ?  It  was  notoriously 
the  case  that  throughout  the  different 
constituencies  in  Scotland  hon.  Members 
opposite  went  about  and  complained  of 
the  inability  of  the  Liberal  Government 
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to  pass  measures.     That  was  the  theme 
that  had  been  harped  upon    In  his   own 
constituency    and    elsewhere.      Was   it 
generous  or  manlj  to  adopt  that  course, 
when  every  attempt  was  being  made  to 
relieve   Parliament   of   a   congestion   of 
business  ?      It   was   unworthy   of   hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  would  not  have 
been  done  except  under  stress  of  Party 
politics.     He  had  observed  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  London;  he  did  not  know 
whether  it  was   intended   to   destroy    or 
merely  to  supplement  the   terms   of  the 
Resolution,  but  the  hon.  Baronet  raised 
the     question      whether      this      Com- 
mittee   would   apply   to  Scotland  alone, 
or    whether    it    was    also     to     bo    ex- 
tended to    England    and    Ireland.      He 
would  like   to  know,  in  the  first  place, 
whether    it    was  the  case  that   English 
Members  desired  it  ?      If  they  did    not 
desire  it,  they  surely  could  not  complain 
if  it  was  not  extended  to  them.     If  they 
did  desire  it,  for  his  part  he  thought  it 
would  be  the  grossest  possible  unfairness  to 
refuse  it  to  them.    The  fact  was,  that  the 
House  was  a  composite  body,  represent- 
ing   various    countries, .  and    the     hon. 
Baronet  was  not  alone  in  regarding  him 
self  from  a  cosmopolitan  point  of  view  as 
regarded  the  constituencies  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  but  there  were  special  interests, 
and   Members  from    Scotland    protested 
against  being  constantly  overridden  by 
a  majority  of  gentlemen   who  really  did 
not  know  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
and  who  did  not  listen   to  the  Debates. 
What  they  really  wanted  was  not,  at  the 
present  moment,  any  interference  at  all 
with  the  constitution  of  the  House,  but 
merely  machinery  by  which,  in  one  stage 
alone,  the  business  of  a  particular  part 
of  the    House,    which    had    been    sadly 
neglected    for    many    years,    should    be 
accelerated   and  put  into   proper  shape. 
There  was  authority  of  a  very  high  order 
for   the  proposal  the    Government    had 
made.     The  late  Sir  T.  Erskine  May, 
whom  many  hon.  Members  would  remem- 
ber, wrote   an  article  in   1854  strongly 
recommending    the    Grand    Committees, 
and  exposing  the  great  evils  which  had 
arisen    from    the   congestion  of   Parlia- 
mentary business.     He  reprinted  in  1881 
this  most  interesting  article,  with  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Car- 
narvonshire (Mr.  Rathbone),  in  which  he 
said — 


(Scotland), 


IK 


"  I  have  long  been  persuailed   that  usei 
results  cannot  be  obtained  from  the  aboundii 
talents,    industry,    and    public    spirit    of 
numerous   a  body  as  the  House  of  Commo 
without  a  careful  division  of  lalx)ur  amongst 
Members.    To  this  principle  I  first  advertel 
1854.  and  I  have  since  enforced  it  on  numero 
occasions  before  Committees  of  Inquiry.  Shou 
this  principle  be  carried  out,  the  House  won 
relieve  itself  from  that  exhausting  pi-cssure 
public  affairs  which  tends  to  impair  its  crec 
and  efficiency,  while  its  Members,  insteail 
being  weighted  with  tedious  Oebates  and  ir 
some    walks    through    the    Division    Lobbi< 
would    find  scope  for  their  special  talents 
labour  more  congenial  to  their  tastes,  and  mo 
conducive  to  the  public  good." 

Then  he  quoted  a  sentence  from  the  laf 
Lord  Ossington,  saying  that  what  ha 
been   most   honourable   service  had  be 
come  intolerable  slavery.     That  wa5.  In 
thought,  the  position  of  hon.  GentlemeE 
in  this  House  now,  who  were  expected 
to  spend  their  time  in  cheering  Miuisters 
or  ex-Ministers,  and  in  marching  through 
the   Lobbies   when   their  own   business 
was    pressing,   which    he    regarded  ss 
useless  and  most  irksome  labour.    This 
was  a  mere  business  proposal  which  ww, 
however,  most  important  to  enable  them 
to  get  their  work  done.     It  was  not  a 
Constitutional  question   of   anv  import- 
ance at  all.     iCries  of  "  Oh  V'']    Hon. 
Gentlemen    were   very    sensitive  aboot 
Constitutional    questions  —  he   referred 
particularly  to   the    Liberal    Unionists; 
but   did    they   rememl)er   the    readiness 
with  which  they  offered  self-governmeni 
to  Ireland   in  any  form  except  that  ol 
Home   Rule — that  extreme  anxiety  foi 
the   supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parlia 
ment  ?      Scotchmen    did    not    ask  fo 
Home  Rule  at  present  ;  they  were  goini 
to  ask  for    that   to-morrow  ;   they  onl 
asked    now   for   an   amendment   of  th 
proceedings      in      one      of      the     fi^ 
stages     in    the     House     of     Common 
But  the   truth  was,  anv   stick  was  goc 

__■  • 

enough  to  beat  a  dog  with.  The  Uuionis' 
opposed  the  proposal  because  they  wish* 
to  be  able  to  say  at  the  next  Genen 
Election  that  the  Liberals  were  able  l 
do  nothing  for  Scotland.  Many  Membei 
opposite  were,  no  doubt,  sincere  in  the 
opposition,  but  he  believed  that  geDtt 
men  on  the  Liberal  Unionist  Bench< 
were  cheering  with  their  tongues  in  the 
cheeks.  They  knew  very  well  that  tl 
dangers  to  be  apprehended  from  the  pn 
posal  were  extremely  small,  and  the 
desire  was  to  stop  legislation  in  order  ( 
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Bttnafactare    not  quite   candidly  a   cry 
throughoat  the  country. 

•Mr.  a.  cross  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
ttid,  that  there  were  certain  considera- 
tions apon  which  this  proposal  was  based 
that  he,  for  one,  could  not  pass  by   as 
trivial  or  unimportant.     It  was  said  that 
the  business  of  the  House  was  congested, 
that  the  House  was  overwhelmed  with 
bD£ioess,and  it  was  also  said  that  Scotch 
basioess  had  been  neglected.     He  did  not 
deny  that  there  was  some  force  in  these 
considerations,  but  they  had  been  exagge- 
rated.    In   one   sense   Parliament    had 
more  time,  because  the  great  Party  con- 
trorersial  questions  had  been  settled,  but 
there  were  social  questions  of  equal  im- 
portance to  those  great  controversial  ques- 
tions, and  in  respect  of  those  questions 
progress  had  not   been  so  rapid   as   he 
Would  like  to  see  it.     To  assist  progress, 
therefore,  he  did  not  think  the  present  pro- 
posal should  be  passed  by  without  serious 
^nsideratiou.     If  he  were  asked  what 
^tch  busiuesfi  was  neglected  he  should 
iijthat  it  was  Private  Bills.  Tbe  proposal 
luid  much  to  recommend  it — it  would  not 
iiTolve  any  revolution,  or  even  a  General 
Election,  and  he  was,  therefore,  not  pre- 
pared to  pass  it  by  without  careful  con- 
sideration. It  had  been  objected  to  by  tbe 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  but  though  he 
proposed  to  vote  with  that   right  hon. 
Grentlcman  he  did  not  take  that  course  for 
i)Qite  the  same  reasons.     It  was  not  so 
Qiuch  against  the  traditional  custom  of  the 
Boose  as  it  at  first  might  appear,  because 
»t present  Scotch  business  was  practically 
kft  to  the  discussion  of  Scotch  Members  ; 
»t  present  they  practically  had  as  much 
18  they  would  have  under  the  Regulation 
they  were  now  discussing.     He  would  re- 
•ttind  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
^igtonshire    that     the    traditions    and 
customs  of  the  House,  as  a  whole,  would 
iiot  be  interfered  with,  for  there  would 
^  the  introduction  stage,  the  Second  and 
Third  Reading  and    Report   stages,  on 
"^hich  the  House  would  be  able  to  discuss 
^e  subject-matter  of  Scotch  Bills.     The 
^ost  serious  objection  he  had  to  the  pro- 
P^'sal  was  the   fact  that  it  was  confined 
'•itirely  to  Scotland.     It  was  the  essence 
^'  his  position  that  the  treatment  to  be 
horded  to  the  legislation  of   the  four 
^untries  should  be  the  same  all  round,  and 
'^  could  not  assent  to  any  plan  which  did 
'^t  place  all  the  countries  on  the  same 
'^tlng  in  that  respect.     He  also  objected 


to  the  proposal  on  the  ground  that  the 
Scotch  Committee  would  show  a  com- 
plexion  of   Parties  different   from   that 
existing  in  the  whole  House,  for  there 
would  be  an  overwhelming  majority  of 
Gladstonians  in  it.    He  also  objected  to  it, 
because  in  the  present  Parliament  Scotch 
Members  had  not  been  returned  upon  any 
local  questions,  but   upon  broad  general 
issues.  He  did  not  say  that  Scotch  business 
was  not  neglected  in  tbe  House.     He  did 
not  justify  the  Amendment  on  that  ground, 
or  on  the  ground  that  the  House    was 
overcrowded  with  business.     He  did  not 
argue  that  Scotchmen   knew  their  own 
business  better  than  other  sections  of  the 
House.      The  theory  he  maintained  was 
that  in  this  House  they  were  not  Scotch- 
men governing  Scotchmen,  or  English- 
men governing  Englishmen,  but  English- 
men, Irishmen,  lud  Scotchmen  legislating 
for  the  United  Kingdom.     Much  legisla- 
tion had  been   passed  for  Scotland  with 
the  aid  of  English  votes  which  had  been 
greatly  to  the  advantage  of  that  country, 
and  which,  in  some  cases,  had  been  far 
ahead    of    sentiment    in   En^i^land.     He 
might  refer,  for  example,  to  the  question 
of  Church  patronage.  Scotland  was  placed 
in  a  satisfactory  position  in  regard  to  that 
subject  long  before  English  opinion  was 
ripe  on  the  subject.  The  Law  of  Hypothec 
had  been  abolished  in  Scotland,  whilst  the 
Law  of  Distress  still  existed  in  England. 
These  examples  were  enough  to  illustrate 
his  point,  although,  if  necessary,  he  could 
adduce  many  others.    He  would  also  point 
out  to  the  House  that  English  legislation — 
the   legislation    which  had  marked    the 
course  of  the  history  of  England  for  40 
or  50  years — had  been  markedly  influenced 
by   the    presence   in  the  House   of  the 
Scotch   element.     They    had    all    been 
individually  and   collectively  associated 
with  that  legislation,  and  it  was  his  belief 
that  the  legislation  bearing  the  marks  of 
all  sections  of  Members  had  been  legis- 
lation which  had   greatly  benefitted   by 
the  process.       After  giving  the  matter 
careful   consideration  he  had  been   con- 
strained to  oppose  the  Resolution  in  its 
present  form,  in  the  hope  that  the  matter 
might  again   come  up   in   a  form   that 
might   be  acceptable    to  the  majority  of 
the    Members  of  the   House,  as  he  be- 
lieved it  would   be  to  the  country.     It 
contained   the   germ  of  an  idea  which, 
properly  presented,  might  take  the  place 
of  other  ideas  which  had  no  chance  of 
becoming  law,  and  which,  if  they  did 
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would  in  their  nature  involve  great  perils 
and  dangers  to  the  Empire. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
it  would  be  difficult  to  overrate  the  im- 
portance of  this  subject,  which  so  closely 
affected  not  only  the  procedure  but  also 
the  constitution  and  policy  of  the  House 
of  Commons.      For  his  part,  he  would 
have  been  glad   if  the  proposal  of  the 
Government  presented  a  solution  of  some 
of  those  Parliamentary  problems  which 
many  hon.  Members  must  feel  to  be  so 
perplexing,  and  he  should  have  welcomed 
any    practical    alternative    to    some   of 
those  difficult  constitutional  suggestions 
which  had  been  made,  having  for  their 
object   the  elucidation   and,  consistently 
with  Imperial  feeling,  the  enforcement  of 
local  views  and  opinions.     Personally,  he 
had  strong  prepossessions  in  favour  both 
of  local  government  and  local  legislation. 
He    did  not  entertain  the    fears  which 
possessed  many  on  this  subject.     On  the 
contrary,  he  thought  that  much  of  our 
lost  legislation,  and  certainly  a  very  large 
portion     of     our     public     liberty,    had 
emanated  from  that  local  action  of  our 
Municipalities,  which  was  one  of  the  most 
characteristic  features  of  the  history  of 
this  country.     Under  the  influence  of  this 
feeling  some   years  ago,  and  before  the 
adoption  of  the  new  Parliamentary  system 
of  Grand  Committees,  he  proposed,  at  a 
meeting  of  his  own  Party  in  the  Foreign 
Office,  a  resolution  in  favour  of  devolu- 
tion of  that  character,  and  he  was  con- 
vinced by  experience  that  what  was  then 
needful    was    much    more    needful   now 
owing  to  the  great  pressure  of  Parliamen- 
tary work,  and  also   that  such  necessity 
was  one  that  would  probably  greatly  grow. 
He   might   be   allowed   to  say   that   he 
practised   the  principles  which   he  advo- 
cated because  he  had  taken  part  in  the 
administration  of  the  Grand  Committees 
of  both  Trade  and  Law.     He  had  taken 
charge  of  a  Bill  through  the  latter,  and 
when  many  of  his  Party  thought  it  their 
duty    to    withdraw    on    the    Employers' 
Liability  Bill  he  had  not  done  so.     So  he 
spoke  from  some  experience.    The  result 
of  that  experience  had  been  to  convince 
him  that   the  Standing  Committees  were 
useful  and  successful,  and  he  looked  for- 
ward  almost  as   a  matter    of    necessity 
to    the   development    of    that    class    of 
work      in      conducting      Parliamentary 
affairs.      In    fact,    he    believed    it    was 
absolutely  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
transacting      Parliamentary       business. 

Mr.  A.  Cross 


Parliamentary  work  was  not  always  wel 
done,  and  it  was  frequently  not  done  a 
all ;  and  though  the  hon.  Baronet  thi 
Member  for  Wigton  laid  some  stress  on  th< 
difficulty  of  reconciling  Party  feeling  witl 
the  procedure  of  Standing  Committees 
one  of  the  things  which  recommended 
those  Committees  to  him  was  that  the^ 

• 

generally  dealt  more  with   business  ant 
with  practical  details  and  less  with  Partj 
politics  than  imarked  the  House,  or  th< 
Committees  of  the  House.      He  also  de 
sired   to   ascertain   and   give  weight   t< 
local    and  even   to   national  feeling    ii 
legislation.     The  basis  of  good  legisla 
tion,  he  thought,  was  to  ascertain  wha 
were  the  national  or  the  local  require 
ments  and  then  to  adapt  them  to  legisli 
tion  in  the  Imperial  Parliament.     Thera 
fore,  he  was  of  opinion  that  the  system « 
Standing    Committees    not    merely    T 
Scotland,  but  for  the  whole  of  the  Unit^ 
Kingdom,  and  for  the  purpose  of  faci  I: 
tating   the   business   of  the  House  ^^^ 
absolutely  necessary.     He  was  not  mim. 
overcome   by  the  argument  of  the  he: 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Wigton,   tb 
Members  who  had  served  on  Grand  C<^j 
mittees  or  Select  Committees  during  fc 
day  would  be  completely  exhausted  a.j 
unfit  for  further  legislative  work.     Ti 
conclusion  he  drew  was  that  the  basiaes 
at  any  rate  of  Private  Bills,  ought  not  t 
be  transacted  at  Westminster  at  all,  bai 
ought   to   be  relegated    either  to  Com- 
missions or  to  the  County  Councils,  or 
partly  to  one  and  partly  to  the  other,  and 
at  a  recent  meeting  of  the  Chamber  of 
Commerce  that  view  was  strongly  and 
widely  expressed  by  unanimous  resolu- 
tions— supported  by  all  parts  and  parties 
of  the  Irish  nation,  Belfast,  Cork,  and 
Dublin,  by  Scotland,  and  by  every  part  or 
England — in  favour  of  that  form  of  Parlia- 
mentary devolution.  He  thought  also  that 
there  was  something  to  be  said  for  eliciting 
national  and  local  feeling  through  a  sjS" 
tem  of  Standing  Committees.     It  might 
be  that  such  a  proposal  might  at  one  tim€ 
have   been — indeed,  it   might  be  yet-^ 
an  alternative  to  more  drastic  and  les^ 
Constitutional  proposals.     He  saw  th»< 
the  Attorney  General    shook   his  head' 
Well,  the  Scotch  Home  Rule  Association 
had  addressed  the  Members  of  the  House 
urging  that  this  Motion  should  be  resisted, 
mainly  on  the  ground   that  it  was  an- 
tagonistic to  the  proposal  of  Home  Rul^ 
for  Scotland.     He  thought  there  was  » 
great  deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  legis* 
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la.t;ioD  of  this  kind  being  transacted   in 
Grr»nd  Committees,   because  the  Grand 
Coinmittecs  were  subject  to  the  imme-» 
diate  check  of  the  Imperial  Parliament : 
thej  were  able  to  be  controlled  by  the 
House  if  they  deriated  from  their  proper 
lines,  and  their  Bills  could  be  subjected 
at  ODce  to  the  influence  of  reason  instead 
of     to     agitation     outside     Parliament. 
Therefore,  he  was  strongly  in  favour  of 
the  greater  adoption  of  the  principle  of 
devolution    through    Standing  Commit- 
tees ;  and  of  referring  to  these  Commit- 
tees Bills,  whether  relating  to  England, 
Scotland,  or  Ireland,  in  order  that  the 
details  might  be  thoroughly  thrashed  out 
and  practically  dealt  with.     But  to  deter- 
mine otherwise  than  that  Bills  referring  to 
lUl  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  should 
be  80  dealt  with  indiscriminately  would 
be,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  had 
•aid,  a  gross  unfairness.     If  they  did  it 
for  one  part  of  the  United  Kingdom  they 
iwwt  inevitably  and  justly  do  it  for  all. 
-And  at   this   point  arose   the  practical 
^fficulty  of  this  proposal  which,  as  he 
bid  candidly  said,  commended  itself  to 
toa  in  some  respects.     He  very  much 
Aubted  whether  there  could  be  practically 
A  geographical  classification  of  Bills.  He 
^nld  take  as  an  illustration  of  the  difR- 
colty  the  Scotch  Sea  Fisheries  Bill  of 
^•8t  Session.     He  had  personally  a  very 
*>fge  interest  in  the  fishing  industry.  He 
">d  devoted   years   to  its  practical  and 
scientific   aspects  ;     but    he  was  bound 
*o    say     from     his     experience     that 
^t  Bill  could  not  be  limited  to  Scot- 
*nd.    It  had  a   more  widely   reaching 
*ct;     it    affected    the    food    of     the 
immunity  of  all  those  islands.     He  had 
^n  surprised    to   hear    the   brand    of 
"^ngs      referred     to    in     the     course 
^the  Debate  as  a  local  matter.     Why, 
tuis  question   of    brand   had    been   the 
^eans  of  either  closing  or  opening  up  to 
^  the  markets  of  the  world.     Take  the 
y^ttstration  of  the  Baltimore  fisheries  in 
^land,  in  which,  owing  to  a  better  and 
'"^re  scientific    system    of    curing,    the 
-^Baerican   markets  which  had  been  for- 
'J^ly  closed  were  uoW  open  to  fish  from 
"**t  locality.     Surely,  then,  the    brand 
J*s  a  matter  of  even  world-wide  interest. 
/Whatever  might  be  said  of  local  fishing 
^^dastries  along  the  coasts,  the  seas  were 
^^Hmited    geographically,   and   English 
^hing  vessels  constantly  intermixed  in 
Northern     Seas    with     Scotch     fishing 
Vessels.    Again,  in   the  application   of 


science,  which  was  so  essential  to  the 
fishing  industry,  in  which  such  admir- 
able work  had  been  done  by  the  Scotch 
Fishery  Board,  who  had  set  a  great 
example  to  the  district  fisheries  committees 
in  England,  it  was  not  a  matter  limited  to 
Scotland  only,  but  touched  the  fishing 
industry  of  the  British  Isles.  Therefore, 
there  was  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
drawing  up  a  geographical  classification 
of  Bills.  He  granted  that  the  Scotch 
Fishery  Bill  had  been  practically  con- 
sidered in  a  Scotch  Standing  Committee. 
He  had  been  present  in  the  House 
during  the  discijssion  ;  he  had  been 
greatly  interested  in  the  discussion  ;  and 
had  not  found  it  Scotch  business  forbidding 
as  was  supposed,  but  had  received  a  great 
deal  of  information.  Notwithstanding  that, 
he  felt  that  if  he  had  taken  part  in  the 
discussion  it  would  have  been  an  intru- 
sion, and  practically  the  subject  was 
limited  in  discussion  to  the  Scotch 
Members,  though  it  certainly  affected  Eng- 
lish and  Irish  fishing  interests  to  a  very 
great  degree.  He  granted,  too,  that  discus- 
sion on  Scotch  Bills  had  been  unduly 
pushed  into  corners  of  the  House ;  many 
times  towards  the  close  of  the  Session, 
sometimes  between  stages  of  the  Appro- 
priation Bill,  there  had  been  a  Scotch  dis- 
cussion, and  too  frequently  the  House  had 
been  deserted  except  by  Scotch  Members, 
though  the  Bills  under  discussion 
affected  the  commercial  and  even  the 
political  arrangements  of  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  In  the  able 
speech  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
there  was  one  consideration  urged  whicb 
should  at  least  make  them  think  before  they 
too  readily  adopted  this  proposal,  and 
that  was  the  tendency  it  might  have  to 
emphasise  separate  national  considera- 
tions. He  had  been  sorry  to  hear  the  other 
day,  and  he  was  sure  they  all  had  been  sorry 
to  hear,  an  expression  like  that  of  "  pre- 
dominant partner."  The  very  basis  of  the 
continuity  of  a  United  Kingdom  was  the 
principle  of  equality ;  and  if  they  were  to 
establish  a  Scotch  Grand  Committee  to 
look  after  Scotch  business,  a  claim  wonld 
irresistibly  be  made  on  the  part  of  Eng- 
land for  a  like  privilege  and  advantage, 
so  that,  in  order  to  cope  with  this  difficulty 
of  the  moment,  they  might  bring  forward 
antagonistic  interests,  which  it  should  be 
their  duty  to  suppress.  Besides  that, 
they  would  have  the  difficulty  of  recon- 
ciling this  deviation  with  the  system  of 
Party  government,  which,  for  good  or 
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evil,  had  been  set  up  in  this  country. 
Therefore,  from  these  observations,  he 
drew  the  conclusion  that  the  very  best 
measure  of  this  character  that  could  be 
proposed  to  the  House  was  a  plan  appli- 
cable to  each  division  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  refused,  if  he  could  help 
it,  to  make  any  new  departure  in  favour 
of  one  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
to  the  comparative  disadvantage,  or  even 
the  appearance  of  comparative  disadvan- 
tage, of  another.  He  had  learned  a  lesson  in 
that  respect  from  Irish  local  government 
— a  lesson  which  he  recalled  with  very 
great  regret.  Ireland  was  told — and  the 
co-operation  of  Irish  Members  was  ob- 
tained on  the  faith  of  the  promise — that 
as  soon  as  Englaud  had  been  provided 
with  local  government,  Scotland  and 
Ireland  should  follow.  The  words  that 
were  used  from  the  Conservative  Trea- 
sury Bench  on  the  subject — words  which 
he  had  constantly  reiterated  on  public  plat- 
forms with  approval — were  "  simul- 
taniety  and  similarity" ;  but  though  Eng- 
laud had  received  local  Government  in 
its  fulness,  though  Scotland  had  received 
it  in  part,  and  it  was  now  proposed  to 
give  it  to  her  completely  in  the  present 
Session,  yet  Ireland,  where  the  existing 
system  of  local  government  could  not  be 
defended,  had  been  kept  at  a  constitu- 
tional disadvantage  compared  with  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  Believing, 
as  he  did,  that  in  treating  with  our 
various  nationalities  the  only  possible 
standing-ground  was  the  standing- 
ground  of  equality,  he  thought  that 
to  make  any  new  departure  in  favour  of 
one  branch  which  might  possibly  be  re- 
sented by  the  other  branches  was  a  mis- 
take, except  it  formed  part  of  one  con- 
sistent and  complete  plan,  and  it  would 
lead  to  greater  disadvantages  than  those 
which  now  undoubtedly  existed  in  rela- 
tion to  Scotch  business  in  the  House. 
Those  were  reasons  that  influenced 
him  to  vote  against  the  proposal  of 
the  Government,  in  which,  as  he  had  ex- 
plained, he  saw  some  good.  The  pro- 
posal was  not  a  complete  solution  of  the 
difficulty,  but  it  might  be,  nothwith- 
standiug,  some  solution  of  the  existing 
evils.  On  the  other  hand,  he  was  con- 
vinced that  in  its  present  form  it  con- 
tained elements  of  danger  and  would 
lead  to  considerable  disadvantages.  If 
hereafter  some  joint,  equal,  and  con- 
sistent plan  of  the  character  he  had 
sketched,    based    on     national    feeling. 
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and  giving  national  machinery  to  work 
out,  should  be  proposed,  then,  if  it  did  n 
jmpair  the  relations  between  the  differe 
branches  of  the  United  Kingdom,  if 
gave  facilities  for  the  transaction  of  Pc 
liamentary  business,  for  which  there  w 
so  much  need,  and  was  conducive  to  us 
ful  legislation,  it  would  have  from  hi 
at  any  time,  and  from  whatever  quart 
or  Party  it  came,  the  most  ready  co 
sideratiou  aud  such  support  as  he  con 
possibly  give  to  it. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  (Lanarkshin 
N.E.)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  wh 
had  just  spoken  gave  in  the  early  portioi 
of  his  speech  extremely  strong  argu 
ments  in  favour  of  the  Motion  before  th( 
House ;  but  later  on  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man adduced  various  considerations 
which  would  lead  him  to  vote  against 
the  Motion.  It  was  the  latter  part  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  which  in- 
duced him  to  offer  a  few  observations  on 
the  Motion  which  he  had  not  other- 
wise intended  to  do.  The  lion.  Gentle- 
man had  said  he  was  in  favour  of  devolu- 
tion in  the  particular  form  of  Grand 
Committees,  but  dissented  from  the  pre- 
sent application  of  the  principle,  because 
it  was  not  possible  to  proceed  on 
geographical  lines.  He  ventured  to 
differ  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
observation.  He  insisted  that  geo- 
graphical classification  of  Bills  was 
possible,  and  that  in  the  case  of  Scot- 
land it  was  desirable,  because  the  laws 
and  local  institutions  of  Scotland  were 
totally  different  from  those  of  England; 
and  accordingly  to  deal  with  Scotch 
legislation  in  detail — that  was,  in  Com* 
mittee — Members  should  be  conversant 
with  the  laws  and  institutions  of  Scot- 
laud.  That  was  a  very  good  reason  for 
a  geographical  derivation.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  expression 
which  was  used  by  the  Prime  Minister 
about  the  "predominant  partner,"  and 
said  it  was  an  expression  which  they  all 
regretted.  He  certainly  did  not  regret 
the  use  of  the  phrase  referring  to  the 
"predominant  partner."  It  was  an  ex- 
pression which  he  entirely  ondorseu. 
The  reason  why  a  Committee  for  Scotch 
affairs  was  necessary  was  because 
England  was  the  predominant  partoer. 
It  was  mere  cant  to  deny  that  she  is  *<^ 
How  was  she  the  "  predominant  partner? 
In  votes.  As  the  French  said,  "  Victory 
is  given  to  big  battalions,*'  and  accord- 
ingly the  time  of  the  House  was  allotted 
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to  those  who  had  an  euorinous  prepon- 
derance in  votes,  the  others  being  squeezed 
out.  That  was  the  reason  why  they  had 
to  complain  of  the  preponderance  of  the 
great  partner — it  was  not  because  of  any 
ill  will  exhibited  towards  Scotland  by 
the  English  Members.  The  Scotch 
Members  co-operated  with  the  English 
Members  in  the  most  cordial  manner, 
but  they  found  that  the  result  was  one 
amved  at  on  arithmetical  principles. 
Where  there  were  six  or  seven  Members 
to  one,  the  latter  got  proportionately 
ouij  about  one-seventh  part  of  the  time. 
The  time  at  the  disposal  of  the  House 
was  not  sufficient  for  its  present  business, 
•nd  that  practically  meant  that  Scotch 
business  was  squeezed  out  altogether. 
Doubtless,  no  one  could  shut  his  eyes  to 
the  fact  to  what  was  candidly  stated  by 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  in  moving 
his  Motion — ^namely,  that  the  Motion 
proposed  to  a  certain  extent  what  was 
»n  anomalv — that  was  to  say,  it  proposed 
to  establish*  a  Standing  Committee  for 
Scotch  business,  but  did  not  propose  to 
«et  up  similar  Committees  for  English 
*nd  Irish  business.  So  far  as  Ireland 
was  concerned,  it  stood  on  a  very  different 
Wing  to  Scotland.  But  so  far  as 
England  was  concerned  he  would  ask 
the  House  and  the  country  to  look  at 
this  question  in  a  practical  manner.  If 
the  proposal  were  likely  to  damage  the 
English  Members  of  the  House  in  the 
smallest  degree  it  could  not  possibly  be 
carried,  and,  indeed,  would  not  have 
been  proposed.  It  could  not,  however, 
<Umage  the  English  Members.  No  one 
could  say  that  it  would  reduce  their 
chances  of  getting  their  business  trans- 
acted. When  the  Members  from  one 
part  of  the  Kingdom  were  in  the  pro- 
portion of  six  or  seven  to  one  in  regard 
to  those  from  another  part  of  the  King- 
dom, whereas  the  larger  body  could  out- 
vote and  impose  their  will  upon  the 
smaller  body,  whether  these  liked  it  or 
fiot,  the  reverse  process  was  not  possible. 
The  English  Members  had  nothing  to 
W  from  the  influence  of  the  Scotch 
Members.  No  instance  could  be  adduced 
IQ  which  English  opinion  had  been  out- 
voted by  the  force  of  Scottish  votes.  He, 
therefore,  asked  the  House  to  treat  this  as 
a  practical  matter.  While  the  Scotch 
Members  asked  for  it,  and  claimed  it  as 
ft  necessary  means  of  getting  their  work 
done,   he    would    even    on    a   separate 


ground  ask  the  House  to  assent  to  the 
Motion — namely,  as  a  further  step  in  the 
process  of  devolution,  and  as  a  practical 
experiment  which  could  l)e  taken  with- 
out risk  to  any  section  of  the  House. 

•Sir  M.  J.  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright) said,  he  could  have  wished  that 
the  precedent  set  by  the  late  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  had  not  been  followed  on 
this  occasion — namely,  that  of  bringing 
on  very  important  Scotch  matters  on  a 
Monday— on  what  was  practically  the 
opening  day  after  the  Easter  Recess.  It 
was  rather  hard  to  expect  all  Scotch 
Members  to  be  in  their  places  early  on 
Monday  afternoon.  He  himself  had 
been  unfortunate  enough  not  to  have 
heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  There- 
fore, he  spoke  under  some  disadvantage, 
not  having  heard  the  initial  part  of  the 
Debate.  But  there  were  questions  con- 
nected with  the  proposed  Grand  Com- 
mittee which  must  strike  an  humble 
Member  like  himself  as  being  most  im- 
portant to  be  thoroughly  considered  in 
the  House  before  being  passeil.  In  the 
first  place,  he  could  not  see  what  real 
object  was  to  be  gained  by  carry- 
ing on  the  Grand  Committee.  Speaking 
from  a  Unionist  point  of  view,  in  this  Par- 
liament there  would  be,  with  the  addition  of 
the  15  English  Members  to  be  added  to 
the  Committee,  a  majority  of  57  against 
30,  and  discussion  would,  therefore,  pro- 
ceed in  Grand  Committee  on  a  Party 
basis.  Downstairs  in  the  House  they 
were,  however,  able  to  take  a  less 
partisan  view.  The  Government  must 
not  imagine  that  they  had  got  the  whole 
mind  of  Scotland  in  their  favour  be- 
cause their  supporters  wore  pledged  up 
to  the  hilt  to  vote  in  certain  directions. 
The  minority  were  not  so  pledged,  and 
upstairs,  in  this  proposed  Grand  Com- 
mittee, they  would  have  little  chance  of 
shaping  matters  in  the  way  they  desired. 
The  result  would  be  that  there  would  be 
in  the  House  longer  Debates  on  Report 
and  Third  Reading  stages.  There  would, 
therefore,  be  no  economy  of  time  effected. 
He  had  been  a  Member  of  the  House  for 
some  years,  and  his  experience  had  been 
that  when  it  was  sought  to  curtail  dis- 
cussion by  methods  which  were  not  con- 
sidered fair,  discussion  was  not  curtailed, 
but  extended,  for  they  derived  less  advan- 
tage from  the  views  of  gentlemen  whoso 
minds  were  unprejudiced.  If  the  Resolu- 
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tion  were  carried,  he  predicted  that 
instead  of  their  having  amicahle  re- 
lations upstairs,  there  would  oftentimes 
he  extreme  hitterness,  and  that  was  not 
the  way  to  provide  for  good  legislation 
on  any  given  subject.  It  was  said  that 
the  law  of  Scotland  was  so  essentially 
different  from  that  of  England  that  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  explain  it  and 
carry  measures  in  the  House  where  they 
had  so  little  room  for  discussion.  But 
whose  fault  was  it  that  they  had  so  little 
room  for  discussion  in  the  House  ?  The 
Scotch  Members  opposite  practically 
controlled  the  Government,  and  if  they 
insisted  they  could  get  Scotch  business 
taken  ;  but  they  preferred  to  sit  mute 
and  acquiesce  in  whatever  the  Front 
Bench  chose  to  propose.  Then  they 
came  down  and  said,  "  We  want 
all  the  Scotch  Members  to  discuss 
Scotch  measures  upstairs."  That  was 
not  what  Scotch  Members  came 
to  this  Imperial  Parliament  to  do. 
They  came  here  because  they  were 
still  a  United  Parliament,  and  were  de- 
termined to  discuss  from  an  Imperial 
point  of  view  all  measures  brought 
before  them.  They  dreaded  anything 
which  would  prevent  that  discussion. 
Though  they  might  be  told  that  that 
opportunity  would  still  be  afforded  them 
on  the  floor  of  the  House,  his  reply  was 
that  the  discussion  to  which  he  referred 
should  take  place  on  initial  stages  of 
measures  before  men's  minds  were  pre- 
judiced. In  the  Committee  Room  up- 
stairs men's  minds  would  be  fixed  upon 
the  carrying  out  of  a  certain  policy 
as  defined  at  the  polls.  It  was 
before  the  minds  of  the  majority  were 
fixed  that  it  was  desirable  to  endea- 
vour to  persuade  them  to  take  the 
right  view  before  they  gave  their  cast- 
ing vote.  The  hou.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  referred  to  the  French  saying 
that  "  victory  was  given  to  big  battalions  " ; 
then  why  did  not  the  big  battalions  of 
Scotch  Members  sitting  behind  the  Go- 
vernment insist  on  victory  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  ?  Why  were  they  afraid 
to  meet  their  opponents  in  the  open  ? 
Why  did  they  want  to  go  upstairs  to  a 
Committee  Room  ?  Did  they  really 
expect  that  the  Unionist  Members  were 
going  to  fall  into  this  trap  ?  Did  they 
think  they  were  going  into  a  Grand 
Committee  Room  to  be  out-voted  upon 
every  question  ?  Were  they,  for  instance, 
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going  to  consent  to  a  measure  for  Scotr— ^h 
Disestablishment  being  discussed  in  tk=3e 
Grand  Committee  which  the  Motion  p 
posed  to  establish  without  the  count 
having  a  chance  to  express  an  opini 
upon  it  ?     The  votes  of  English  Memb^^j^ 
were  overridden  every  day  by  the  Scot^^jj 
Members  behind  the  Government.      T  ^^ 
latter    overruled,   for    example,    alm«:^]^^ 
every  important  vote  that  was  given    ^^ 
English  Members  upon  the  Parish  Co%^  q. 
cils  Bill  and   the   Employers'   Liabilt^j 
Bill.     They  followed  their  Leaders  ;   'ba^ 
now  they  turned  round  and  insisted    oo 
having  it  their  own  way  in  Scotch  le^^. 
lation  as  well.      The  Amendment  of  the 
Member  for  the   City   of  London  was 
more  to  the  point  than  the  proposal  of 
the  Government.      If  they  were  to  be 
treated     in      this     way      in     ScotlaDd, 
England    should    be   treated    similarly; 
also    Ireland.      To     single     out    Scot- 
land for  exceptional  treatment  would  not 
expedite     business,     nor     would    it  be 
for  the  good  of  the  country.      The  p«H 
posal   would    be    most    unfair   for  the 
House,  for  the  country,  and  for  the  Go- 
vernment.   The  Front  Bench  men  would 
have  to  attend  to  business  in  the  HooM 
and  be  absent,  so  the  Grand  Committee 
would'  suffer.       If,  on  the   other  li«A 
they    stuck    to    their    duties   in   Com* 
mittee,    would    not    Imperial     intereets 
suffer  ?       He   could    not    see  that  any 
considerable   amount  of   time  would  1* 
gained   by    its   adoption.     It   would  oe 
opposed  to  the  spirit  of  our  Constitution, 
while   the   amount  of  bitterness   which 
would  be  engendered  in  the  Committee 
Room  upstairs  was  not  likely  to  facili- 
tate business  there,  nor  smooth  the  cottr99 
of   legislation.     On    these    grounds  he 
should  record  his  protest  by  opposing^ 
Resolution,  and  he  trusted  that  all  Scotch 
Members  who  loved  their    country  and 
wished  to    see    its    interests    advanced 
would  do  the  same. 

•Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  said,  the 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  spoken  bad 
drawn  a  very  gloomy  picture  of  the 
results  of  the  discussion  and  considera- 
tion of  Scotch  business  by  the  Member* 
for  Scotland.  In  this  he  followed  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wigton,  who  seemed 
to  think  it  should  be  a  matter  for  com- 
plaint that  there  should  be  so  manj  ee 
72  gentlemen  whom  he  designated  •» 
experts  on  Scotch  questions.  In  the 
appointment  of  Members  to  the  Stand- 
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g  Committee  on  Trade,  and  also  to 
e  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  it  had 
ways  been  understood  tiiat  the  gentle- 
en  were  selected  on  account  of  their 
lowledge  of  trade,  or  legal  ques- 
>n8 ;  at  all  events,  the  predominating 
imber  of  the  Members  of  such  Com- 
ittees  were  placed  on  them,  because 
ley  were  considered  specially  qualified 
•  deal  with  these  questions,  and  it  cer- 
inlj  seemed  remarkable  that  the  hon. 
aronetthe  Member  for  Wigton  should 
»  so  much  that  was  objectionable  in 
)ferring  questions  to  be  considered  b)* 
lembers  who  specially  understood  them, 
n  the  course  of  the  Debate  reference 
lad  been  made  to  the  great  differences 
here  were,  not  only  in  the  laws  of  Scotland, 
mt  ID  the  legal  phraseology  and  in  the 
»8toms  and  habits  of  the  country. 
V^ell,  Scotch  Members  should  be,  and  no 
ioubt  generally  were,  specially  versed  in 
tbeee  differences,  and  able  to  deal  with 
them.  The  hon.  Baronet  who  bad  just 
ipoken  had  also  referred  to  the  mis- 
Aief  likely  to  arise  from  these  discus- 
ib&s  on  Scotch  Bills  upstairs.  One  of 
tk  great  complaints  on  the  Liberal  side 
^  the  House  was  that  they  might  in- 
froduce  Bills  year  after  year,  but  never 
bre  an  opportunity  of  having  them  dis- 
eased. He  was  a  comparatively  new 
Xember  of  the  House,  but  he  had  brought 
•n»  Bill  now  for  four  successiveiSessions. 
His  misfortune  in  the  Ballot  was  such 
that  he  had  never  been  able  to  obtain  a 
^J  when  there  was  the  least  likelihood 
rfthe  Bill  coming  on  for  discussion.  He 
^ould  just  refer  for  a  moment  to  the 
tustory  of  that  Bill.  It  was  one  which 
proposed  to  abolish  grocers*  licences  in 
Scotland.  Years  ago,  between  the  '70's 
Ukd  the  '80*s,  great  complaint  was  made  on 
^^  subject,  and  in  the  year  1878  a 
^jal  Commission  was  appointed  when 
fe  Party  opposite  was  in  power,  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  J.  Fergus- 
ion)  as  its  Chairman.  It  made  a  very 
Ul  and  minute  inquiry,  and  a  more 
^ble  Report  could  not  have  been  made 
^D  that  which  was  drawn  up  by  the 
Chairman,  but  from  1878  to  1890  no 
teps  whatever  were  taken  to  carry  out 
he  recommendations  made  in  that  Re- 
K>rt.  He  brought  in  a  Bill  largely  with 
hat  purpose.  There  were  two  altcrna- 
>^e  proposals-— one  to  abolish  the  licence 
Qtirely,  and  the  other  to  carry  out  sim- 
'^tciYer    the    recommendations    of    the 


Commission.  This  was  the  fifth  year  in 
which  the  Bill  had  been  before  the 
House,  and  there  was  not  the  least 
chance  of  it  being  brought  on  for  discus- 
sion, hence  his  desire  that  some  facility 
should  be  given  for  the  discussion  of 
such  measures.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  about  immemorial  usage  and  ancient 
traditions,  but  he  feared  that  other 
meanings  were  likely  to  be  given  to  these 
phrases.  They  were  in  danger  of  drift- 
ing into  immemorial  uselessness,  and,  in- 
stead of  perpetual  talking  about  ancient 
traditions,  he  should  like  to  see  more  of 
the  modern  transaction  of  business  in  a 
businesslike  way.  This  continual  t^lk, 
talk,  talking,  accomplishing  nothing,  was 
beginning  to  excite  a  strong  feeling  on 
the  part  of  many  of  their  constituents. 
They  had  heard  that  this  was  a  new 
departure.  Well,  they  needed  a  groat 
many  new  departures.  Times  had 
changed,  and  the  House  must  change 
with  them.  It  must  adapt  itself  to  the 
changed  circumstances  in  which  they 
were  placed.  He  was  glad  to  observe 
that  the  noble  Lord  now  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  referring  to  the  phrase 
which  had  been  frequently  used  with 
regard  to  another  House,  that  the  time 
had  come  when  it  must  either  be  ended 
or  mended,  said  that  that  phrase  had  its 
application  to  the  House  of  Commons  as 
well,  and  it  was  true.  There  were  many 
things  in  the  House  that  needed  to  be 
ended.  They  must  set  themselves  to 
ending  some  things  and  mending  many 
others.  At  present  the  forces  of  obstruc- 
tion were  allowed  much  freer  play  in 
that  House,  owing  to  its  ancient  Rules 
and  Regulations,  than  were  the  forces  of 
construction.  They  needed  more  con- 
structive ability,  and  less  of  this  per- 
petual obstruction  of  every  useful  pro- 
posal. He  had  referred  to  one  measure. 
There  were  many  others.  He  would 
only  name  one.  The  people  of  Scotland 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the 
land  had  been  interested  for  years  in  an 
amendment  of  the  law  with  regard  to 
rights  of  way,  and  Bills  for  amending  the 
law  had  been  before  the  House  for  the 
last  dozen  years.  Just  as  an  illustration 
of  how  much  talk  they  had  had,  and  how 
little  work  they  had  accomplished,  he 
mentioned  that  in  the  last  Session  49 
Scotch  Bills  were  introduced — not  a  few 
of  them  by  Members  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.     Out  of    the    49,   41  were 
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dropped  or  withdrawn,  and  only  eight 
received  the  Royal  Assent.     He  was  not 
60  foolish  as  to  say  that  the  whole  of  the 
41  were  measures  that  ought  to  he  passed, 
but  he  did  say  that  there  were  amongst 
the  Bills  which  were  obstructed  and  with 
which  no  progress  could  be  made  a  con- 
siderable number  which,  if   they  could 
have  been  referred  to  a  Committee  con- 
sisting mainly  of  Scotch  Members,  would 
have  been  passed  to  the  advantage  of  the 
countrv.      The  time  had  come  when  a 
change    should    be    made.     They   were 
continually  told  that   proposals  of   this 
kind  were  calculated  to  affect  the  useful 
character   of    the   Imperial   Parliament. 
The  greater  number  of  the  measures  to 
which  he  referred  were  measures  many 
of  them  of  purely  Scottish  interest,  some 
of  them  of  comparatively  local  interest, 
the  dealing  with  which  outside  the  House 
would  leave  the  House  much  more  time 
for  the  consideration  and  discussion  of 
great  Imperial  questions.     The  true  way 
to  aggrandise  the  Imperial  character  of 
Parliament  was  to  devolve  upon  Com- 
mittees    or     local     Legislatures     those 
sectional  measures  which   only  affected 
one  part  of  the  country.     He  hoped  that 
they    would   really   look    to   the   trans- 
action of  business,  and  that  they  would 
have     less     and      less     talk     and     less 
and  less  obstruction.     For  that  reason  he 
would   support   this    experimental    pro- 
posal.    Let  them  try  it,  and  see  whether 
it  was  not  an  improvement  on  the  present 
state  of  things.     His  own  belief  was  that 
it  would  be  greatly  to  their  advantage, 
and  for  that  reason  he  would  support  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  said,  that  the  in- 
tricacies  of  Scottish  law  had  been  referred 
to,  and  it  had  been  stated  that  one  of  the 
advantages  of  the  proposed  Committee 
would  be  that  hon.  Members  who  com- 
posed it  wottJd  be  conversant  with  these 
intricacies.  Well,  he  himself  had  had  a 
great  deal  to  do^ith  Scottish  law,  to  the 
great  advantageVf  the  Legal  Profession 
in  that  country.  \  But  as  a  Scotchman, 
and  as  represent!^  a  Scottish  consti- 
tuency, and  as  otI^  who  had  had  this 
opportunity  of  whifeh  he  spoke,  he  could 
not  pretend  to  a  knowledge  of  any  branch 
of  Scottish  law.  Th^efore,  if  this  Grand 
Committee  was  to  be  composed  of  Mem- 
bers who  had  any  knowledge  of  Scottish 
law  it  would  become  necessary  ior  the 
hon.  Baronet   to  move  aD^  Amendment 

^t>  J.  Leng 


that  there  should  be  a  technical  examina 
tiou   to   qualify    Members    before    the 
could  be  permitted  to   take   part  in    i 
Once  or  twice  reference  had  been  mad 
to  the  Scotch  Fisheries  Bill.  It  had  bee 
suggested  that  that  Bill  was  an  ilhistrs 
tion  of  a  Scotch  measure   which  migl 
be  submitted  with  advantage  to  a  Gran 
Committee.      He   was   not   prepared  t 
dispute  that,  but  he  did  not  see  why  sue 
a  measure    could   not  have    been   sul 
mitted  to  one  of  the  ordinary   Standin 
Committees.       It   had   been    said    ver 
justly  that  that  Bill  did  not  receive  tha 
amount  of  discussion  when  it  came  u 
for  Second  Reading  to  which  a  Bill  c 
that  importance  was  entitled.     He  quit 
agreed  with  that.     The  Bill  came  up  a 
a  late  hour  in  the  evening,  and  man 
Members  who  were  interested  in  itwoul 
have  liked  to  have  had  an  opportunity  fc 
more  discussion  upon  it.       The  remar 
which  was  made  to  him  in  the  Lobby  ■ 
the  House  was,  that  if  he  agreed  with  tk 
principle  of  the  Bill  it  was  not  necessa. 
to  discuss  it,   as  the   details   had   be^ 
thoroughly  considered  by  the  GovemmeK 
but  he  thought  they  were  all  astonish* 
that   these    remarks    should    have  be< 
made  by  the  hon.  Members  who  supports 
the  Bill,  when  they  found  that  the  mei 
sure  when   it  came  to  be  discussed   i 
another  place  was  full  of  the  most  absun 
and  ridiculous  provisions.     He  tboughi 
this  Bill  might  quite  as  well  have  been 
discussed  in  an  ordinary  Sta.nding  Com- 
mittee, and  that  any  advantage  "t^bicfa 
would    have    been     derived    from   tbif 
Grand  Committee  would  have  been  jugi 
as  well  derived  from  an  ordinarv  Com 
mittee  of  the  House.     They  had  beei 
told,  and  he  believed  properly  so,  tbatn« 
Member  could  possibly  attend  the  meet 
ings  of  this  Grand  Committee  and  at  th 
same  time  look  after  his  business  in  tb 
House  of  Commons.     As  a  Scotch  Mem 
her  he  protested  against  the  making  c 
such  a  fundamental  change  in  their  dutic 
as  would   practically   take  place  if  tb 
Scotch    Members   were  relegated    to 
Scotch  Grand  Committee.      The  Scotc 
Members  were  in  that  House  to  deal  m 
only    with    Scotch    matters,    but    wit 
English  and  Irish  and   Scotch  question 
They  were  not  sent  there  merely  to  d« 
with  Scotch  parochial  matters,  or  witban 
Scotch  question  by  themselves,  but  wei 
entitled  to  be  assisted  by  other  intellects  i 
the  House,  coming  from  every  quarts 
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of     the    United  Kingdom.     He  did  not 
believe  they  had  any  mandate  from  their 
constituents  to  remove  their  affairs  from 
the  cognisance  of  the  House  and  to  take 
them  to  a  Committee  Room.     It  was  an 
extraordinary  Committee  that  was  pro- 
posed under  this  Resohition.     It  was  not 
in  any  sense  a  Committee  such  as  they 
bad  seen  before  in  that  House.     It  was 
not  a  reflex  of  the  opinion  of  that  House; 
it  was,  in  fact,  neither  fish,  flesh,  fowl, 
nor  good  red  herring.    The  Scotch  Mem- 
bers would  not  have  the  entire  control 
of  the  Committee  ;  but  15  Englishmen, 
or  Welshmen,  or  Irishmen,  were  to  be  put 
in  to  see,  he  8upj)osed,  that  they  did  not 
misbehave    themselves     in     Committee 
Hooni  15.     Some  speakers  had  said  that 
these  15  Members  would  have  but  little 
influence   upon   their   deliberations    and 
Debates ;  but  it  had  been  said,  also,  that 
there  were  a  great  many  questions  upon 
"Which   the   Scotch  Members  would  not 
be  divided  in   the  Grand   Committee  as 
in  that  House  ;  but   if   they  were  very 
Dearly  divided,  was  it  not  a  monstrous 
thing  that  these  15  other  Members  should 
be  brought  in  to  decide  their  questions  ? 
K  they  were  to  have  a  kind  of  Home 
Bnle,  let  them  have  Home  Rule,  and  not 
»  kind   of   watered   down    Home   Rule 
imder  which  their  opinions  were  to  be 
*t  at  nought  by  a  small  packed  body  of 
English,   Welsh,    and    Irish    Members. 
Another  point  which  had  been  alluded 
^  and   one  which  ought   to   weigh   a 
great  deal  with  them,  was  that  if  these 
Grand  Committees   were    set  up    they 
^ould  lose  the  support,  and  advice,  and 
opinion  of  those  who  were  most  qualified 
<o  assist  them  in  their  deliberations.     In 
^he  Cabinet   there   were   some    of    the 
•blest  of  the  Scottish  Representatives, 
•ttd  there  was  no  doubt  they  would  not 
oe  able  to  give  to  the  Standing  Com- 
'"^ittee  that   attention  which  they  were 
^^  able   to   give   to    Scottish   affairs. 
The  Grand  Committee  would  be  sitting 
•t  hoars  which  would  be  inconvenient  for 
them — say,  from  12  to  4 — ^when  Ministers 
▼oold  be  busy  in  their  Offices,  and  they 
^Qstcither  neglect  business  at  their  Offices 
y  the  work  of  the  Grand  Committee. 
They  would  not  only  lose  the  advice  and 
•^sistance   of   these   gentlemen,   but   of 
^6    Scottish     Members     representing 
^oglish  constituencies — the  Leader  of  the 
opposition,  and  many  others  who  were 
^  folly   qaalified    to  deal  with  these 


matters  as  Scotch  Representatives  them- 
!?elves.  Then  there  was  the  question  of 
the  influence  exercised  by  Scotch 
Members  upon  Imperial  matters.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  they  exercised  a 
great  deal  of  influence,  and,  he  hoped, 
in  the  right  direction,  but  they  would  be 
withdrawn  from  much  of  that  if  they 
were  to  be  sent  into  this  Grand  Com- 
mittee. Ho  believed  there  was  a  stronger 
Liberal  feeling  in  Scotland  than  in 
England,  even  among  the  Unionists,  and 
that  their  votes  upon  English  questions 
had  had  a  good  effect,  such  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Parish  Councils  Bill,  where 
votes  were  given  by  Scottish  Members 
upon  a  matter  of  principle.  This  was  a 
great  privilege  that  Scotland  possessed, 
and  one  which  ought  not  to  be  taken 
away  from  it.  No  doubt  if  they  went 
away  the  English  Members  would  say 
they  were  glad  to  get  rid  of  them,  and 
ask  why  they  should  take  an  active  part 
in  English  affairs  at  all.  Why  the  number 
of  15  English  Members  was  selected  it 
seemed  difficult  to  account  for.  The 
Secretary  for  Scotland  never  gave 
them  any  reasons  why  he  selected  15 
in  preference  to  any  other  number, 
and  ho  thought  they  were  entitled  to 
some  explanation  from  him.  As  to  the 
measures  being  principally  for  the  relief 
of  Scotland,  it  was  difficult  to  see  how 
they  could  determine  that  certain 
measures  should  only  refer  to  Scotland. 
They  might  have  a  Registration  Bill 
before  the  Committee,  and  they  might 
have  an   Amendment   moved  exteudinc: 

CI? 

the  suffrage  to  females.  They  might 
say  that  it  only  affected  Scotland  directly, 
but  it  would  indirectly  affect  the  policy 
of  the  whole  country.  He  did  not  see 
how  the  fact  that  they  were  going  to 
deal  with  Scottish  affairs  in  this  Grand 
Committee  would  place  more  time  at  the 
disposal  of  the  English  Members.  They 
were  told  bv  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
her  for  Dumfries  that  onlv  one-fifth  of 
the  Scotch  Bills  would  be  dealt  with  by 
the  Standing  Committee.  If  four-fifths 
of  the  time  was  still  to  be  occupied  in 
the  Honse  very  little  would  be  gained. 
It  was  his  opinion  that  if  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  had  approached  the  Go- 
vernment, backed  up  as  he  would  have 
been  by  72  Scottish  Members,  all 
anxious  to  pass  measures  of  a  non-conten- 
tious character,  that  he  would  get  more- 
attention  from  the  Cabinet  than  at  the  pre- 
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sent  time,  and  that  they  would  accomplish 
their  business  more  satisfactorily  than 
under  this  proposal  for  a  Grand  Committee. 
Mr.  J.  WILSON  (Govan)  said,  that 
if  they  were  to  have  a  mandate  from 
their  constituents  for  everything  done  in 
that  House  they  would  never  be  done 
with  matters,  and  he  thought  the  less 
they  heard  about  mandates  from  their 
constituents  the  better.  They  were  sent 
there  by  their  constituents  to  do  the  best 
they  could,  and  to  lend  their  minds  to 
the  consideration  of  the  subjects  that 
came  before  them  in  the  best  interests  of 
the  country.  The  Member  for  Kirkcud- 
bright twitted  them  that,  now  that  they 
had  a  Liberal  Government  in  power,  they 
did  not  trust  that  Government.  He  (Mr. 
Wilson)  was  reminded  that  the  Member 
for  the  College  Division  (Sir  C.  Cameron) 
had  had  on  the  Paper  for  the  last  seven 
or  eight  years  a  Bill  that  had  passed  the 
Second  Reading  in  this  House,  for  the 
purpose  of  the  early  closing  of  public- 
houses.  Such  a  Bill  was  passed  in  this 
House,  but  the  other  House  took  out  of 
the  Bill  all  towns  above  50,000  inhabi- 
tants. His  hon.  Friend  had  endeavoured 
year  after  year  to  get  his  Bill  passed, 
and  every  Municipality  had  petitioned 
in  favour  of  the  Bill  ;  but  this  House, 
so  far  as  the  Opposition  were  concerned, 
had  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  these  represen- 
tations. So  long  as  Scottish  Members 
were  there  they  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
pass  their  own  social  legislation.  He 
hoped  that,  whatever  was  done,  the  House 
would  see  the  propriety  of  giving  some- 
thing to  the  Scottish  Members.  He  hoped 
their  backbones  would  always  stiffen, 
and,  if  the  House  did  not  give  th^m 
what  they  wanted,  that  they  would  go  a 
step  further,  and,  like  their  Irish  friends, 
maintain  that  they  must  settle  their  own 
affairs  in  their  own  country.  His  con- 
stituents and  the  great  body  of  the  people 
of  Scotland  said  that  the  Scottish  Mem- 
bers were  not  carrying  out  the  purpose 
for  which  they  were  sent  there,  because 
there  had  been  no  legislation  for  Scot- 
land worth  speaking  of. 

•Mr.  ANSTRUTHER  (St.  Andrew's, 
^c.)  said,  it  appeared  to  him  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dum- 
fries (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  was  guilty  of 
something  like  misrepresentation  when 
he  charged  those  who  sat  in  that  quarter  of 
the  House  with  performing  at  one  time 
the  difficult  physical  function  of  cheering 

Mr.  Cochrane 


with  their  tongues  in  their  cheeks,  a; 
opposing  measures  of  this  kind  in  ord 
that  they  might,  from  insidious  motive 
be  enabled  at  some  later  period  to  que 
the  neglect  of  Scottish  business  agaii 
the  Government  of  the  day.  He  entire 
disclaimed  any  such  intention  in  opposii 
the  Resolution  of  the  Secretary  for  Sc( 
land,  and  he  did  not  think  it  lay  in  t 
mouth  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
charge  those  who  took  the  course  th 
did  on  the  Sea  Fisheries  Regulation  £ 
of  last  year — a  course  acknowledged 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  as  being  o 
of  great  forbearance — it  did  not  lie  wi 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  to  make 
unfounded  and  unwarrantable  a  char 
against  them.  It  appeared  that  most 
his  hon.  Friends  representing  Scotti 
constituencies,  and  especially  those  of  thi 
who,  with  some  lack  of  enthusiasm,  b 
supported  this  heroic  remedy,  entire 
ignored  the  magnitude  of  the  ConstL 
tional  change  which  was  proposed  by  ' 
Resolution.  It  seemed  most  anomaU 
that  that  Resolution  should  have  Ix 
advocated,  in  the  first  place,  by  the  p 
sent  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and,  in  i 
second  place,  by  the  right  hon.  Baron 
the  Member  for  East  Denbighshire,  hoi 
of  whom  were  Members  of  the  Gorera 
ment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  th( 
Member  for  Midlothian,  which  was  re 
sponsible  for  the  initiation  of  the  principl< 
of  devolution  to  Standing  Committees 
In  the  Debate  which  followed  upon  th( 
Resolution  of  the  late  Prime  Minister,  ii 
1882,  Sir  Richard  Cross  challenged  tin 
Prime  Minister  as  to  whether  he  meani 
that  his  system  should  apply  to  measure 
relating  to  parts  of  the  United  KingdoD 
such  as  was  now  proposed  by  the  Secrc 
tary  for  Scotland.  The  right  hon 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Midlothiac 
interrupting  Sir  R.  Cross,  said  withsom 
vehemence — 

"  I  never  used  such  an  expression,  or  int 
mated  such  an  idea,  that  Scotland  should  b 
allowed  to  discuss  its  affairs  by  itself.'* 

Later  on,  in  reply  to  another  interruptioi 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  wouli 
be  absurd  to  make  any  connection  be 
tween  these  local  matters  and  the  Gran 
Committees.  He  (Mr.  Anstruther),  there 
fore,  understood  that  the  Grand  Commil 
tees  were  advocated,  in  the  first  place,  t 
devolve  upon  a  section  of  the  Member 
of  the  House  the  duty  of  considering  i 
detail  measures  which  were  non-conteo 
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tioua,  and  which,  it  might  be  fairlj  ex- 
pected, would  be  dealt  with  solely  with 
reference  to   their  merits,  and,    in   the 
second  place,  that  these  measures  should 
be  general  in  their  application,  although 
special  in  their  character.  The  hou.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate  on  the  Kesoliition 
of  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian,  said  be  would   advocate 
the  divislou   of   the   whole   House   into 
panels,  on  the  condition  that  each  should 
be  a  perfectly  true  miniature  of  tbe  House 
itself.    Did  the  Kesolution  of  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  comply'    with   any  of 
thttse  three  conditions  which   had   been 
niUTersally   accepted  ?      The   Secretary 
for  Scotland   hud   not   mentioned,  with 
"tlie  exception  of  the  Local  Government 
£ill,  what  were  the  measures  which  it 
^was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
Tfkr  to   the    Standing    Committee    of 
Scottish  Members.     The  proposal  of  the 
light  hon.   Gentleman   was   entirely   at 
'ViriftQce  with  the  principles  laid  down  by 
tk  late  Prime  Minister,  and   they   had 
'Virj  high  authority   for   condemning   a 
proposal  which  should  compel  the  Mem- 
ben  for  any  Division   of    the    United 
Kngdom  to  sit  upon  a  Grand  Committee 
by  themselves.      His   hon.   and   learned 
Kieiid  the  Member  for   Dumfries   had 
footed  the  authority  of  Sir  Erskiue  May; 
but  he  should  be  very  much  surprised  to 
fiod  that  Sir  Erskiue  May  ever  advocated 
^proposal  which  vitiated  in  three  essen- 
w  the  principles  upon  which  Standing 
Committees  had  always  been  advocated 
^appointed.     The  late  Mr.  Forster,  in 
U82,  only  gave  his  consent  to  the  Resolu- 
tioQof  the  Government  on   the  under- 
'taodiog   that   the    constitution   of    the 
^ad  Committee  should  be  fairly  ropre- 
^tative  of  the  House.     Was  the  Grand 
Committee  proposed  by  the  Secretary  for 
^land   a  fair  Committee  ?      If    this 

Cposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
n  in  operation  in  the  last  Parliament, 
(^y  would  have  had  n  Committee  cou- 
^istiQg  of  38  support-ers  and  49  opponents 
[^  the    Government ;      while     a    fair 
^0Q8titation     of     such     a     Committee 
^   the    lines    laid     down    for    Grand 
Committees    would     have     given     the 
Govenuneot      a      majority      of       15. 
*^tt  this  a  fair  Committee?     He  sub- 
^tted  to  the  House  that  the  plan  now 
^poeed  by  the  Government  was  not  a 
Hie.    Bat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
have  gone  furwer.  It  so  happened 
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that  this  Parliament  was  most  favourable 
to  the  proposed  plan,  and  it  had  a  semblance 
of  fairness  about  it.  In  the  last  Parliament 
the  balance  of  the  Parties  in  the  House 
presented   a   somewhat  different   aspect 
than  they  did  now,  for  the  majority  of 
the  Scotch  Members  who  would  then  have 
voted  for  the  proposal  would  have  been  1 4. 
The  majority  for  the  Government  at  the 
General  Election  of  1886  was  118  (394 
against  277),  the  Scotch  Members  being 
43  against  29,  a  majority  of  14  against 
the   Government   of   the   day.      If  this 
remedy  which  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
expected  to  work  so  smoothly  and  from 
which   he   anticipated   so   little   friction 
had  been  adopted  in  the  last  Parliament, 
the  Scotch  Committee  would  have  con- 
sisted  of    38    Members    supporting   the 
Government  and  49  against — a  majority 
of  11  against  the  Government,  while  the 
fair  constitution  under  the  Rules  of  the 
House  (Standing  Order  48)  of  the  Grand 
Committee    in    1887    would    have   been 
a  majority  of  15  in  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment, so   that   the  difference   in  reality 
would    have    been    26    in    the    whole. 
They    had    a    still    further    means    of 
testing  how  the   principles   proposed  to 
be    adopted    by    the    Government   were 
likely  to  prove  fair  in  their  application. 
Lord      Rosebery     had,    in     forecasting 
what    the    next   Parliament   would   be, 
anticipated  that  he  would  have  385  sup- 
porters against  285   of    the  Opposition, 
and  that  the  Scotch  Members  would  be 
divided  in  the  proportion  of  62   to   10. 
According  to  that  forecast  there  would 
be  a  difference  of  no  less    than  42  votes 
between  the  constitution  of  the  Scotch 
Gr^nd  Committee,   and  a   Grand  Com- 
mittee appointed  under  the  present  Stand- 
ing Order.     He  thought  he   had  shown 
conclusively   that   the   proposal    of    the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  fulfilled  the 
three    main     conditions     under     which 
Standing  Committees  had  been  on  former 
occasions    sanctioned    by    this    House. 
They  had  been  told  that  the  proposal 
would  commend  itself  to  hon.  Members 
on   several   grounds.     It  was  said  that 
there  was  no  time  given  for  the  proper 
discussion   of  Scotch  business.     So  far 
as  his  experience  had  gone  during  the 
time  he  had  had  the  honour  of  sitting  in 
the  House,  he  had  noticed  that  whenever 
Scotch  Members  had  really  a  bona  fide 
reform  to  bring  forward  they  were  met 
by  the  greatest  consideration,  and  every 
facility  for  fully  discussing  the  Bill  was 
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given  them.  When,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  measure  put  forward  waa  merely  a 
"  log-rolling  "  affair,  the  Scotch  Members 
competing  with  a  number  of  other  sec- 
tions, the  Government  very  justly  and  pro- 
perly ignored  it.  In  the  last  Parliament  the 
Scotch  Members  supporting  the  Govern- 
ment represented  a  proportion  of  one- 
thirteenth  of  the  whole  Party  ;  the  pro- 
portion was  in  the  present  Session 
one-seventh,  so  that  if  they  were 
unable  now  to  induce  the  Government  to 
give  adequate  time  to  the  consideration 
of  Scotch  business,  he  could  only  say  that 
either  their  influence  or  their  importunity 
varied  in  an  inverse  ratio  to  their  num- 
bers. They  had  been  told  that 
evening  with  considerable  hardihood  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Edinburgh — 
who  certainly  had  spoken  with  very  con- 
siderable authority  on  Scotch  matters — 
that  he  had  been  elected  to  represent  a 
Scotch  burgh  for  Scotch  considerations 
first  and  Imperial  considerations  after- 
wards. He  had  seen  also  that  another 
Englishman  and  Scotch  Member,  the 
Home  Secretary,  had  thought  it  worth 
his  while  to  go  down  to  Berwick- 
shire to  influence  Scottish  affairs. 
It  was  noticeable  that  in  his  speech  at 
Duns  he  referred  to  the  fact  that  he  had 
no  local  connection  with  the  county  he 
represented.  He  made  no  charge  against 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  was  quite 
willing  to  agree  that  for  the  purposes  of 
representing  the  political  views  of  the 
majority  of  East  Fife  on  Imperial  ques- 
tions the  right  hon.  Gentleman*s  opinion 
and  vote  was  not  only  as  good  as  any 
other  man's,  but  better  than  many  might 
be.  But  how  did  that  square  with  the 
argument  that  the  Scottish  Members 
were  specially  qualified  by  the  fact  of  re- 
presenting Scottish  constituencies  to  deal 
with  the  details  of  Scottish  business  ? 
For  example,  what  had  he  as  a  con- 
stituent of  the  Home  Secretary  to  thank 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  since  the 
Election  of  1892  ?  There  had  been  sent 
him  a  pamphlet  containing  reports  of  two 
speeches  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  constituency  between  6 
p.m.  on  one  Friday  in  October  last  and  1 1 
p.m.  on  the  following  night,  with  a  note 
regretting  that  the  official  duties  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  prevented  him  from 
visiting  other  portions  of  the  division  of 
East  Fife  which  he  had  the  honour  of 
representing  in  Parliament,  and  presen<r 
ing   his   constituents  with  copies  of  his 
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speeches.  It  was  almost  surprising  he  hi 
not  added  "price  Id."  He  made  r 
charge  whatever  against  the  right  hoi 
Gentleman,  nor  did  he  allege  that  he  wf 
disqualified  for  that  reason  to  represei 
the  political  opinions  of  the  majority  < 
the  electors  of  East  Fife  in  the  Imperii 
Parliament ;  but  such  a  position  of  affaii 
destroyed  the  argument  that  the  Scottis 
Members  elected  as  at  present  had  speeii 
qualifications  for  dealing  in  a  Standin 
Committee  with  the  details  of  Scottis 
business.  One  other  consideration  onl 
had  been  put  forward  in  support  of  th 
proposal.  It  was  urged  that  the  decisioi 
of  such  a  body  would  come  before  tli 
House  when  Bills  came  back  from  th 
Grand  Committee  backed  by  such  auth< 
rity  that  they  would  at  once  be  endorse 
without  a  word  of  comment  or  criticisn 
If  that  were  the  case,  then  there  was  c 
necessity  for  the  proposed  devolution  ;  i 
however,  it  was  not  the  case,  the  minor! ' 
of  the  Committee  holding  strong  opinioj 
might  choose  to  raise  the  whole  issue  i 
the  House  upon  the  Report  stage,  perhap 
overruling  the  decision  of  the  Committee 
and  leading  to  greater  delay  not  only  in 
reference  to  Scotch  measures,  but  in  th» 
general  business  of  the  House,  thao  ^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  aatici- 
pate.  He  was  opposed  to  the  propoaal 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished 
to  thrust  upon  them,  because  he  belieTed 
that  it  fundamentally  touched  the  prin* 
ciples  upon  which  any  system  of  devolD* 
tion  had  hitherto  been  advocated.  It 
would  be  really  forced  upon  them  by  • 
majority  who  did  not  pretend  to 
have  any  interest  in  Scotch  affaint 
which  they  would  rather  prefer  to 
manage  for  themselves  in  ScotUod* 
If  that  should  be  necessary  they  would 
prefer  to  work  under  the  aegis  of  Sfc 
Andrew,  and  not  to  have  St.  Georg€ 
wandering  across  the  Border  to  interfere 
with  them  when  they  were  perfectly  com- 
petent to  take  care  of  themselves.  li 
they  were  to  shift  -  for  themselvei 
under  their  own  national  emblem  tiie| 
should  not  be  asked  to  provide  poll' 
tical  provender  for  others  as  well.  Th< 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might  search  to  the 
bottom  every  system  of  devolution,  tod 
he  would  find  that  so  far  from  condoeiitf 
to  the  smooth  conduct  of  Scottish  blle^' 
ness,  this  proposal  would  lead  to  gre*^ 
friction  and  to  even  greater  delay  tW 
that  which  the  Scottish  Membert  hee 
now  so  much  reason  to  deplore. 
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Sir  J.    CARMICIIAEL   (Glasgow, 
£>t.  Roliox)  Bald,  he  would  make  uo  com- 
znents  upou  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
l3cr  for  St.  Andrews,  but  would  say  at 
osce  that  he  would  vote  for  the  proposal 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  with  unalloyed 
satisfaction.     He   had  listened  carefully 
%€>  the  Debate,  and  there  was  no  single 
result  anticipated  from  this  proposal  by 
sunj  hon.  Member  on  either  side  which  he 
sbould  not  embrace   with   gratification. 
"Xhe  Leader  of  the  Opposition  said  that 
t;lie  proposal  would  revolutionise  the  pro- 
oedure  of  the  House  of  Commons.     As 
far  as  Scotch  business   was   concerned, 
tbst  was  a  consummation  devoutly  to  be 
"wighed,  and  if  the  necessary  consequence  I 
of  the  Motion  must  be  that  a  similar 
Committee  should  be  granted  to  England, 
be  was  prepared  to  accept  that  result. 
The  sooner  their  procedure  was  revolu- 
ticoised  the  better.     But  they  were  told 
in  the  same  breath  that  England  would 
torn  and  refuse  the  boon  of  an  English 
Gand  Committee  for  English  measures. 
Sir  a.  ROLLIT  :  Who  said  so  ? 
SiB  J.  CARMICHAEL  said,    they 
bsd  been  told  that  it  would  be  regarded 
•■  %  most  pernicious  measure.     He  could 
Qoderstand  that  position,  because  English 
Ifambers   were  in  so  large  a  majority 
tbit  they  already  could  be  sure  of  con- 
Mlmg  their  own  business  if  they  felt 
•trongly  on  any  subject ;  but  it  would  be 
iwher  acting  like  the  dog-in*the-inanger 
torafase  wluit  was  asked  by  the  majority 
4  Scotch  Members  on  the  ground  that 
^did  not  want  it  themselves.     The 
Wo.  Member  for  Central  Leeds  pointed 
^  that  if  these  Committees  were  esta- 
Uihed  no  Unionist  Government  would 
Mer  be  able  to   legislate  for  Scotland, 
^no  Radical  Government  could  ever 
hgiakte  for  England,  because  in  both 
CMes  the  measures  would  be  mutilated  in 
|he  Grand  Committee.     That  argument 
uiTidved  an  admission  that   legislation 
VI8  DOW  forced  on  Scotland  and  England 

tHMDst  the  wishes  of  those  countries,  and 
«irely  it  would  be  better  that  each 
soontiy  should  wait  for  a  sympathetic 


i.  ^  f 


? 


Gofemment  to  legislate  for  it  than  to 
^tiDue  the  present  system.  The  House 
^ttalso  told  that  this  Grand  Committee 
^tt  only  the  half-way  house  to  Home 
I^ole.  If  that  were  the  case,  again  he 
^otld  hail  the  result  with  great  gratifica- 
^  He  would  give  his  vote  now  in 
bronr  of  Scotch  Members  managing 
^^^  own  bnsinesSi  and  to-morrow  for 


their  managing  it  in   Scotland.     Home 
Rule  was,  no  doubt,  looked  upon  by  their 
Unionist  Members  with  no  great  favour 
as  l)eing  a  disintegration  of  the  Empire, 
but  that  fear  reminded  him  very  much 
of  what  happened   in  the   days  of  Eli, 
who  used  to  tremble  for  the  ark  of  God. 
•Mr.  a.   G.   MURRAY   (Buteshire) 
said,   it  had   been   suggested    that  this 
Motion  was  constituted  on  the  same  lines 
as  the  Standing  Committee  which  were 
provided  for  under  Standing  Order,  2^0. 
47,  but  he  denied  that  there  was  any  re- 
semblance in  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment    to    a    Standing    Committee    as 
hitherto   understood.      It   differed    from 
them  in  three  essential  particulars.     The 
principle    now    proposed    was     one    of 
nationality,  and  tlie  Committee  was  not 
kept  primarily  for  non-contentious  mat- 
ters.    Further,  the  Committee  would  not 
be  like  previous  Committees  with  which 
they   were  acquainted.     Again,   unlike 
every  other  Committee,  Grand  or  other- 
wise, with  which  they  had  been  hitherto 
acquainted,  it  would  not  be  in  its  com* 
position  like    the    rest    of   the    Hoose^ 
divided     between    the     Parties    in    the 
same     proportion    as     in     the    House- 
Further  than  that,  there  was  the  point 
that   this   Committee  was   to  apply  to 
Scotland  alone,  and  that  so  far  as  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  had  been 
indicated  there  were  not  to  be  similar 
Committees  for  either  England,  Wales^ 
or  Scotland.     That  point  had,  however, 
been  very  admirably  dealt  with  by  the 
hon.   Member  for    St.    Andrews.      He 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  extraor- 
dinary proceeding  of  the  Government  iu 
the  conduct  of  the  Debate.   The  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  at  a  very  early  period  of 
the   Debate  called   attention  to  several 
very  important    principles    which   were 
violated  by  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  showed  that,  either  by  accident 
or  design,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
proposed  the  Motion  kept  out  of  view 
entirely  the  great  Parliamentary  dbange 
which  it  entailed  and  the   far-reaching 
effect  which  would  flow  from  that  change. 
That  speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 


delivered  at  5  o'clock,  and  having  lis- 
tened to  every  speech  since  delivered,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  there  had 
not  in  the  interval  been  the  faintest 
shadow  of  an  attempt  to  answer  any  one 
of  the  arguments  of  his  right  hon.  Friend* 
He  thought  that  the  cat  had  been  let  out 
of  the  bag   by   the   hon.   Member    for 
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Dumfries,  when  he  said  that  the  pro- 
posal originated,  not  in  the  views  of 
the  Government,  but  in  the  fact  that 
the  Scotch  Members  had  been  for 
some  time  making  themselves  somewhat 
unpleasant.  Although  thej  had  a  Cabinet 
bristling  with  Scotchmen,  they  had  seen 
few  of  them  that  night.  Thej  had  had 
a  few  transient  visits  from  the  Secretary 
for  War,  but  where  was  the  Leader  of  the 
House  ?  He  was,  perhaps,  closeted  with 
his  convictions  and  sympathies  which  in 
a  gentleman  like  him,  with  his  respect  for 
Parliamentary  traditions,  were  far  away 
indeed  from  the  Motion  before  the  House. 
The  points  made  with  such  clearness  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  were,  first, 
that  the  Members  of  Scotch  constituencies 
were  not  specially  qualified  above  all 
other  Members  to  deal  with  the  details  of 
Scotch  measures,  because  they  were 
elected  not  upon  local  but  upon  Imperial 
considerations  ;  secondly,  that  the  point 
of  demarcation  between  measures  was 
more  often  one  between  burgh  and  county 
rather  than  between  England  and  Scot- 
land ;  thirdly,  that  the  definition  of  a 
purely  Scotch  question  was  impossible ; 
fourthly,  that  the  effect  of  passing  this 
measure  would  be  that  you  would  inflict 
an  insult  upon  England  if  you  denied  a 
similar  measure  to  her ;  and,  finally,  that  it 
would  become  quite  impossible  to  carry 
on  Government  on  the  true  and  old  Party 
lines,  unless  they  had  by  accident  that 
which  they  never  had  had — a  general 
majority  in  Parliament  represented  by  a 
majority  of  each  of  the  four  nations.  He 
ventured  to  assert,  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction, that  these  arguments  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  been  left 
unanswered.  The  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh,  who  was  eminently  qualified 
to  give  an  answer,  if  it  could  be  given, 
had  only  shown  that  the  case  for  the 
Government  was  poor  indeed.  He  had 
suggested  the  possibility  of  the  Govern- 
ment being  out-voted,  and  of  finding 
himself  fighting  alongside  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Lanarkshire,  but  the  picture 
of  the  Ethiopian  changing  his  skin  and 
the  leopard  its  spots  would  only  apply 
where  they  were  dealing  with  measures 
which  were  truly  non-contentious.  His 
very  argument  was  destructive  of  the  pro- 
position of  the  genera]  plan.  The  only 
other  argument  he  advanced  was  that 
they  ought  not  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  proportion,  as  that  was  an  arithmetical 
fallacy.     A  majority  was  a  majority,  and 
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it  did  not  matter  whether  it  was  p 
portionately  large  or  small.  He  doubted 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merionethsh 
would  have  subscribed  to  that  theory 
the  previous  Tuesday  week.  They  a! 
had  a  speech  from  the  Member  for  Ei 
Denbighshire,  who,  referring  to  \ 
Gaelic  and  Welsh  tongnes,  talked  ab( 
the  brogue  of  Burns.  He  would  like 
say  in  reference  to  that — although 
feared  the  observation  might  fall  flat 
that  they  might  depend  upon  it  tt 
if  Burns  had  a  brogue,  he  wore  it 
his  foot  and  not  upon  his  tongi 
The  only  argument  that  had  been  f 
vanced  on  the  Government  side  that  ni^ 
was  that  Scotch  legislation  in  the  ps 
had  not  gone  on  so  quickly  as  could  he 
been  desired,  and  that,  therefore,  a  Gra 
Committee  was  necessary.  But  if  quic 
ness  alone  was  desired,  why  have  a  Cot 
mittee  at  all  ?  Why  not  appoint  a  Con 
mittee  of  five  of  the  Government's  ow 
supporters,  or  why  not  settle  the  busines 
at  a  caucus  at  Dover  House  ?  The  men 
question  of  quickness  did  not  gnpp|< 
with  the  difficulties  put  forward  by  W 
right  hon.  Friend.  He  had  pointed 
out  that  it  was  not  proposed  to  form  a 
similar  Committee  for  England,  bat  I» 
would  point  out  how  English  opinion 
had  been  borne  down  by  Scotch  opinion. 
The  Secretary  for  Scotland  said  th»t  » 
proper  subject  for  consideration  of  the 
Grand  Committee  would  be  the  Local 
Government  Bill  for  Scotland.  They 
had  had  the  English  Parish  Councils  Bill 
last  Session,  and  he  supposed  that  eveij' 
body  would  agree  that  one  of  the  crocial 
points  in  Committee  on  that  Bill  wai 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  ff^ 
Rugby.  He  had  analysed  the  first  Di^' 
sion  on  that  Amendment,  and  he  fonp 
that,  whereas  the  Government  had  « 
majority  of  46,  if  they  deducted  th< 
Scotch  and  Irish  Members  from  botli 
sides,  the  Government  would  have  bed 
placed  in  a  minority  of  10.  No  doaW 
some  hon.  Members  had  had  the  coaragf 
of  their  opinions.  The  hon.  Member  ft* 
Dumfries  had  told  them  that  he  was 
willing,  if  necessary,  to  vote  for  eqi* 
treatment  to  England.  But  what  did  the 
Government  say  ?  The  Govemmeirf 
knew  perfectly  well  that  if  they  grantrf 
such  a  Committee  for  England  the  con- 
duet  of  business  in  that  House  would,  a* 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  pointer 
out,  be  impossible.  Then,  as  to  tha 
argument    that    Scotch   Members  w^ 
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sp^ciallj  qualified  to  deal  with  Scotch 

matters,  he  ventured  to  suggest  that  ou 

legal  questions  the  uumher  so  qualified 

'vroold  be  very  few.     It   was  supposed 

that  the    House   at   large    would    have 

some    control     oyer    Scotch    measures, 

because   under   this   proposal    it   would 

be  master  of  the  Second  Reading  stage. 

The  Secretary  for  Scotland  said  he  could 

not   understand    any   apprehensions    of 

direct  interference  by  the  Scotch  Grand 

Committee  with  any  English  points  or 

English  principles.     Direct  interference  I 

No.     But   surely   he  must   know   that 

there  was  an  indirect  action — that  where 

a  measure  was  passed  for  one  country  it 

HA  likely  to  repeat  itself  in  another. 

Tbe   right    hon.    Gentleman    convicted 

huuelf  even   on  this  point  out  of  his 

own  mouth,  because  he  said   there  was 

a  debt  due  to  Scotland,  and  that  debt 

*M  a    Parish    Councils   Bill.      Why? 

Because   they   had    passed   an  English 

Bttish  Councils  Bill.     Whenever  legis- 

htioD  embodying   new   principles   were 

aeoessfully    passed   for   one  Kingdom, 

iMner  or   later  it   would,   he  ventured 

1(  assert,  have  an  influence  on  the  other. 

Iigland  obtained  free  education  sooner 

Aid   it    would    otherwise    have    done 

ittply  because  Scotland  got  it  a  year  or 

,    10  before.     He  could  point  to  countless 

iBitances    where    the    really   important 

principle  of    a   measure  was   raised   in 

Committee     and    not    on    the    Second 

attding.     For    instance,   important    as 

vere  the  principles  raised  on  the  Second 

Beading  of  the    Home    Rule    Bill,  he 

^tured  to  say  that  far  more  important 

Eits  were  raised  in  Conmiittee  ou  that 
.     That   was   proved   by   the   very 
^  of  the  Bill  itself.     It  was  not  even 
CkUed  the  Home  Rule  Bill ;  it  was  called 
^a  Bill  to  amend  the  Provisions  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland,^^  and  that  might 
bave  meant  anything.     The  really  im- 
portant points  involving  changes  of  Cou- 
^tional  law  were  raised  in  Committee. 
Be    might     mention    other     instances. 
Tkere  was  the  dissociation  of  taxation 
^  representation,  which  would  be  in- 
^hred   in  some    Bills   to   come   before 
dMo,  but  that  point  would  have  to  be 
Raised  in  Committee,  especially  in  con- 
*tation    with    the    Registration    Bills. 
Jbe  same  applied  to  questions  of  the 
^^ence  of  taxation   as  regarded  real 
^  personal  property.    Let  them  take 
^vear*a  Billa.     He  found  that  there 
^cre  altogether  11  Scotch  Bills,  and  out 


of  these  he  could  find  only  one,  or  at 
most  two,  which  did  not  seem  to  raise  a 
perfectly  general  principle — a  priuciple 
as  applicable  to  England  as  to  Scotland, 
and  it  would  be  out  of  the  question  to 
say  that  these  principles  would  not  be, 
and  ought  not  to  be,  debated  in  the  full 
House.     Let  them  take,  for  instance,  the 
Church  of  Scotland  Reference  Bill.  That 
measure    obviously    raised    a   very   im- 
portant   Constitutional    question — whe- 
ther there  should  be  a  referendum  to  the 
people  of  Scotland  on  the  question   of 
Establishment  or  not.    Next  came  a  Bill 
which  was  not  general,  inasmuch  as  it 
simply  raised  a  question  as  to  the  ex- 
penses  of  County   Councils  ;   but   then 
there  was  the  Crofters^  Holdings  Amend- 
ment Act,   which   proposed   to   extend 
crofter  legislation  to  all  leaseholds  under 
£30.     Was  not  that  a  general  question 
which  would  have  a  far-reaching  effect 
from  one  country  to  the  other  ?     There 
were  also,  among  other  Bills,  the  Bill  for 
the  abolition  of  grocers'  certificates  and 
the  Local  Veto  (Scotland)  Bill.     Surely 
these  were  not  merely  Scotch  questions, 
but  questions  for  the  consideration  of  the 
entire  Kingdom.     Then  there  were  the 
Mining  Accidents  Bill  and  the  Bill  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  road  subven- 
tions.    Ou  each  of  these  Bills,  if  they 
were  sent  to  a  Grand  Committee,  ques- 
tions of  principle  would  arise  proper  for 
the  discussion  of  the  House  in  its  full 
strength,  and  it  would  be  a  great  pity  if 
they   were   not  debated  by   the  whole 
House.    The  personal  question  could  not 
entirely  be  left  out  of  view.    It  had  been 
conceded   by   some    hon.    Members  op- 
posite  that   the  result   of   passing   this 
Motion  would  be  that  some  of  the  Scotch 
Members  should  not  serve  on  any  other 
Grand  Committee.   Speaking  personally, 
however,    he    might    say   that   he   felt 
that     if     there      was      any      way      in 
which   he   could   be   of   use   on    Grand 
Committees    it    would   specially    be  in 
assisting  the  English  Attorney  General 
in  amending  the  law  of  this  country,  by 
making  to  him  suggestions  for  improve- 
ments borrowed  from  the  more  excellent 
law  of  Scotland.     But  under  this  plan  he 
would  not  be  able  to  do  that.      It  would 
be  a  very  great  misfortune  if  they  were 
deprived   of   the  assistance,   on    Grand 
Committees,  of  several  Scotch  Members 
who  now  served  most  usefully  and  effi- 
ciently on  them.  There  were,  for  instance, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
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Opposition,  also  one  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  Ipswich,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  North-£ast  Manchester. 
It  might  be  suggested  that  they  could 
ho  included  in  the  15  added  Members, 
but  it  was  not  to  be  supposed  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  composed  exclusively  of 
Scotchmen.  It  was,  furthermore,  said 
that  there  would  be  a  certain  amount  of 
check  in  discussing  matters  upon  Report; 
but,  after  the  experience  of  last  Session 
on  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill,  he 
would  have  thought  that  nobody  would 
be  very  much  enamoured  of  discussing, 
upon  Keport,  matters  which  had  not  been 
raised  on  previous  stages.  What  was 
the  proposed  Scotch  Committee  going  to 
do  upstairs  ?  If  their  decisions  were 
going  to  be  discussed  at  length  and  re- 
vised in  the  House  afterwards,  it  would 
raise  a  truly  national  grievance,  and  he 
would  object  to  go  upstairs  to  take  part 
in  a  mere  Debating  Society,  instead  of 
as  at  present  conducting,  with  others, 
the  Imperial  business  of  that  Imperial 
House  of  Commons.  It  might  be  said 
that  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
delay  in  passing  Scotch  Bills,  but  during 
the  late  Government  they  managed  to 
get  through  a  good  deal  of  Scotch  legis- 
lation, and  if  so  much  had  not  been 
managed  lately,  he  suggested  that  Scotch 
Members  on  the  other  side  might  make 
themselves  a  little  more  unpleasant. 
Some  people  liked  to  be  wooed  with 
blandishments  rather  than  by  rougher 
wooing.  The  experience  of  the  Irish 
Members  seemed  to  show  that  the  Go- 
vernment preferred  the  latter  kind.  He 
Teally  thought  some  way  might  be  found 
for  getting  through  Scotch  business 
without  adopting  a  measure  which  would 
work  badly  in  itself  and  would  certainly 
effect  a  dislocation  of  all  their  old  ideas 
of  Parliamentarv  procedure. 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  :  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  began  by  stating  that 
the  Standing  Committee  proposed  to  be 
constituted  was  one  in  name,  but  not  in 
nature.  He  spoke  as  if  such  Committees 
were  in  some  sense  sacred,  and  as  if  they 
had  the  advantage  of  great  antiquity. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Standing 
Committees  of  the  past  12  years 
were  themselves  an  experiment,  and  in 
the  discussions  which  took  place  in  1881 
or  1882  many  of  the  objections  which  we 
have  heard  to-night  were  raised.  It  was, 
however,    quite    the    intention    of    the 

Mr,  A,  G,  Murray 


House,  unless  my  membry  deceives  me, 
that,  if  these  Grand  Committees  proved 
successful,    their  range,    operation,  and 
utility  should  be  extended,  and  the  mere 
fact   that   this  would   be    an   additioDal 
Grand  Committee  is  no  reason  against 
establishing  it.  I,  therefore,  cannot  admit 
that  argument  of  my  hon.  Friend.  If  the 
experiment  is  one  that  seems  fit  for  ex- 
tension  there  is  no  Parliamentary  Rule 
or  law  why  it  should  not  be  extended. 
In  this  case  it  may  well  be  that  nation- 
ality will    form    a  guide   for   giving  a 
range  of  subjects  to  be  so  dealt  with. 
One     of   the    ntiatters    which    we  bad 
in  view  when  these  Grand  Committees 
were  first  set  up  was  that  there  should  be 
a  certain  fitness,  or  assumed  fitness,  on 
the  part  of  those  who  were  invited  to 
serve  upon  them  for  the  particular  sub- 
jects to  which  their  attention  was  to  be 
addressed.      Accordingly,  in  setting  up 
the   Grand  Committee  on  Law,  a  pre- 
ponderating    number    of     lawyers  w»^ 
placed  upon  it,  and  in  the  same  way  i^ 
connection  with  the  Grand   Committee 
on  Trade,  a  large  number  of  Member^ 
were   selected   who   were    supposed  to 
have  wide  experience  in  trade  and  ooni' 
merce.     That  principle  at  once  oomti^ 
tutes     a    guide    in    forming    a  Grao*'^ 
Committee    to  •  deal    with    the  v^fW^X 
and  peculiar  affairs  of  particular  natioi^'' 
alities.       That  is  what  we  propose 
do  in  this  case,  and  therefore  it 
to     me     that     the    argument   of 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  so  far  as  it   ^ 
founded  on  precedent  and  Parliameuta^T^ 
practice,  is  not  valid,  seeing  that  ail  i^^ 
propose  to  do  is   to  make   a   moder^^ 
extension     of     a    principle     which   ^ 
not    in    itself   many  years    old.      Th^ 
next  point  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Frieiv 
was     that     the    original     intention    oi 
appointing  Grand  Committees  was  that 
they  should   deal  with    uon-contentioas 
matters,  by  which  I  suppose  he  meaot 
matters  non-contentious  in  a  political  or 
Party  sense.     I  suppose  there  never  bis 
been  any  Bill  sent  to  these  Grand  Cov* 
mittees  which  has  not   raised  very  fiir 
subjects  of  contention — contention,  hov* 
ever,  of  a  kind  which  I  hope  may  be 
solved,  and  which  often  has  been  solved 
by  friendly  and  full  and  fair  discussioofc 
There  are  a  great  many  such  Bills  a(h 
plicable  to  Scotland,  and  I  hope  we  are  not 
so  contentious  that  we  fight  politicallf 
about  everything.     I  can  hardly  imagiie 
a    matter   in  which   there  Is  a    bettff 
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pect  of  the  more  satisfactorj  cou- 
ns  which  my  bon.  and  learned  Friend 
'OS  than  the  very  example  which  has 

mentioned  to-night  of  the  Parish 
icils  Bill.  That  is  a  measure  on 
;h  the  immense  majority  of  the  ques- 
I  likely  to  arise  are  not,  as  far  as  I 
eive  or  know,  in  the  least  likely  to 
3ntentious  in  a  Party  sense.  But  I 
lot  prepared  to  admit  that  when  a 
has  been  read  a  second  time,  and  the 
se  as  a  whole  has  affirmed  its  general 
ciple,  the  fact  that  some  contentious 
bers  may  remain  is  a  reason  against 
ling  it  to  a  Grand  Committee.  If  a  Bill 
involve  matters  of  a  character  which 
Q  not  fit  for  such  a  Committee  the  House 
1  not  send  it  to  the  Committee.  I  must 
iDd  the  House  that  the  proposal  of  the 
emraent  is  not  to  require  that  all  Bills 
lid  be  sent  to  a  Grand  Committee.  The 
xysal  will  leave  it  to  the  House  to  select 
1  Bills  as  are  fit  in  its  judgment  to  be 
;  to  such  a  Committee.  These  were 
principal  points  my  hon.  and  learned 
md  stated  as  against  the  proposal  to 
ly  this  very  useful  principle  of  Grand 
Qmittees  to  Scotch  questions.  I  do 
admit  in  the  least  that  nationality, 
ely   forming   a   guide  or  indication, 

not  be  very  useful  as  pointing  the 
'  to  the  Committee  stage.  If  we 
at  this  matter  in  a  mere  practical  way, 
Q  sure  that  all  who  have  had  the  honour 
arrying  Scotch  Bills  through  Com- 
6es  of  the  whole  House  know  that 
D  a  Scotch  Bill  gets  into  Committee, 
solves  itself  as  a  matter  of  fact  into 
rand  Committee  of  Scotch  Members, 

the  discussion  is  conducted  solely 
scotch  Members.  Some  English  and 
I  Members  have  told  me  that  they 
t quite  unable  to  understand  the  phrase- 
y  of  the  Bills  we  were  dealing  with, 
for  that  and  other  reasons  they  left 
»  ourselves.  It  is  quite  plain  that 
}  are  very  many  Bills  relating  to 
land,  and  to  other  parts  of  the  coun- 
ts well,  with  respect  to  which  it  is 
ssary  that  there  should  be  a  great 
of  somewhat  conversational  discus- 

and  I  do  not  at  all  share  the  feeling 
y  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  or  it  may 

been  some  previous  speaker,  that  if 
:h  Bills  were  sent  to  a  Grand 
mittee,  instead  of  being  left  in 
lore  peaceful  atmosphere,  such 
le  said  reigns  usually  with  the 
se,  they  would  he  in  a  more  stormy 
•sphere^  such  as  he  said  reigns  usually 


in   Grand  Committees.     My  experience 
of  Grand    Committees    is    exactly    the 
opposite.     I  do  not  profess  to  inquire  into 
the  reasons  for  it,  but  it  does  seem  as  if 
a  Grand  Committee  is  much  more  of  a  busi- 
ness body  than  the  House  itself.  Therefore, 
that  argument  is  not  one  which  should 
deter  the  House  from  adopting  this  pro- 
posal  If    it   otherwise    commends  itself 
My  hon.   and   learned    Friend   said  the 
Government  had  not  answered  some   of 
the   arguments   advanced   by   the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    the    Leader     of     the 
Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour).     I  am 
quite  sure  that  no  one  in  this  part  of  the 
House  intended  any  discourtesy  by  that, 
and,  of  course,  the  answer  will  come  in 
good  time.     I  have  tabulated  the  points 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said 
were  made  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
Ho  said,  in  the  first  place,  that  Memhers 
were  elected  not  for  local  but  for  national 
purposes.     Of  course,  I  quite  admit  that 
Members   are   elected    for    national    or 
Imperial   purposes,   but   I   utterly  deny 
that  they  are  not  elected  also  for  local 
purposes.     They   are    elected   for    both 
purposes,  and  accordingly  if  a  Member  is 
going   to   fulfil  the  full  measure  of  his 
functions   he   will    take  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  Imperial  matters  in  the  House 
as  a  whole,  and  he  will,  in  dealing  with 
local  matters,  at  least  as  appropriately 
take  part  in  tlie  discussion,  and  will  do  so 
more  effectively,  I  think,  in  a  body  smaller 
than  the  House,  and  one  which  will  give 
more    attention   to  local  interests.       It 
would   be   quite   a  mistake  to  say  that 
either  class  of  interest  was  exclusive  of 
the    other.     They    both    exist,    and    a 
Member    would    not    fulfil    his     duties 
rightly     unless     he     attended   to    both. 
The  fact  that  a  Member  is  elected  for 
Imperial  as  well  as  local  purposes  is  no 
argument  against  this  method  of  devolu- 
tion of  the  latter  to  a  Grand  Committee. 
Another  point  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
raised  was  as  to  the  distinction  between 
burgh   and   county  Members.      I   must 
confess   that   I   do    not  quite   see  what 
bearing  that  has  upon  the  question.    One 
of  the  great  values  of  either  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee or  the  House  as  a  whole  is  that  they 
contain  Representatives  not  of  one  type  of 
constituency  only,  but  of  all  types.     The 
proposal  is  not  to  elect  the  burgh  Members 
alone,  or  the  county  Members  alone,  but  to 
elect  them  all.     They  would,  therefore, 
be  qualified  to  represent  the  country  in 
all  its  aspects  and  all  its  interests.     The 
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third  point  which  my  hoo.  and  learned 
Friend  said  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
had  taken  was  that  there  was  no  defini- 
tion of  what  were  Scotch  subjects.  The 
language  used  in  the  Resohition  is  "  all 
Bills  relating  exclusively  to  Scotland."  I 
do  not  think  that  is  difficult  to  understand. 
You  have  only  to  read  a  Bill  to  see  whe- 
ther it  relates  exclusively  to  Scotland. 
If  it  does,  it  may  be  sent  to  the  Grand 
Committee,  and  if  it  does  not,  it  will  not 
be  so  sent.  But  surely  there  is  nothing 
in  the  definition  to  make  it  impossible, 
either  by  a  ruling  of  the  Chair,  or — what 
is  left  quite  open  by  this  proposal — the 
determination  of  the  House,  to  decide 
whether  a  Bill  is  fitted  to  be  referred  to 
such  a  Committee  or  not.  The  House  is 
left  the  master  of  the  reference,  and  if  the 
House  should,  in  its  wisdom,  think  that 
a  Bill  does  not  relate  exclusively  to  Scot- 
land, it  has  the  power  to  keep  it. 
Another  point  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  that  jthis  would  be  adding 
insult  to  injury.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
no  one  from  Scotland  has  the  least  desire 
to  speak  with  the  least  disrespect  of 
England,  but  I  do  not  in  the  least  see 
how  by  offering  to  withdraw  our  presence 

or 

•Mr.  a.  G.  MURRAY  :  What  was 
referred  to  was  non-concession  to  Eng- 
land of  the  same  provision. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUR  :  If  England 
wants  it,  and  gives  the  same  evidence  of 
a  desire  for  it  that  Scotland  does,  Eng- 
land will  be  able  to  take  it.  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  is  any  reason  why,  if 
England  wants  it,  she  should  not  have 
it.  But  I  ask  how  can  it  be  an  insult  to 
England,  or  to  anybody  else,  to  allow 
Scotland  to  settle  the  details  of  her  own 
domestic  affairs,  and  prepare  them  for  the 
ultimate  judgment  of  the  House  ?  Then 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  said  that 
discussions  in  Committee  would  be 
carried  on  upon  Party  lines,  unless  you 
have  corresponding  proportions  of  Re- 
presentatives of  each  of  the  four  nations. 
There,  again,  I  could  quite  understand  the 
objection  if  the  proposal  was  to  begin 
and  end  Bills  by  the  decision  of  the 
Scot<jh  Members,  because  it  might  be 
said  that  you  would  have  inconsistent 
legislation  with  respect  to  the  different 
counties.  But  surely  if  the  House  is 
the  master  of  the  Second  Reading,  and  of 
the  Report  stage  and  Third  Reading,  it 
has  in  its  own  hands  the  power  of  pre- 
serving  consistency   and    continuity    of 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour 


legislation.       I  cannot  doubt  that,  so  fi 
from  our  adding  insult  to  injury,  the  pre 
valeut  feeling-  in  England  will  be  one  o 
amity  and  generosity  to  Scotland,  and  tha 
there  will  be  a  desire  to  allow  the  smalle 
country,  which  has -certain  peciiliaritie 
or,  rather,  differences  of  law  and  cnsto 
to  deal  with  one  stage  of  its  own  Bill 
and  to  save  the  House  the  time  and  troub 
of  dealing  with  that  stage.     The  Lead 
of  the  Opposition  said  this  was  a  chan 
that  would  revolutionise  the 
of  this  House.     That  sounds  remarkab  .^ 
like  what  one  heard  said  for  days  a 
weeks  in  1882.     I  do  not  think  it  wo 
revolutionise     the    proceedings    of 
House  at  all ;   but  suppose  it  did,  i 
was  reasonably  necessary  for  carrying 
the  purposes  for  which  this  House  exi 
some  change  should  plainly  be  alloiv^ct/. 
I  would  just  put  it  to  hon.  Members  oo 
both  sides  of  the  House  who  object  to 
this  proposal,  are  they  satisfied  with  the 
existing   provisions  for  the   conduct  of 
Scotch  business  ?      If  they  are  satisfied, 
I  understand  their  opposition  ;  if  not,  I 
do   not    understand    why    they    should 
oppose    our     scheme     without    tabfioj^ 
some  alternative   scheme.     I   have  do* 
heard  anyone  go  the  length  of  saying  tint 
there  is  no  necessity  for  some  change.  ^^ 
all  know  very  well  that  the  increase  of 
what  may   be   called    the    Imperial  or 
general  business  of  this  House  is  go  great 
that  the    House   has    not   been  in  later 
times    so  able   to   devote  itself  to  local 
questions  and  local  interests  as  it  was 
before.      It    has    become    a    matter  of 
almost   universal   admission   that    there 
must  be  some  devolution.     Many  gentle- 
men opposite  I  know  object  very  strongly 
to  the  idea  of  anything  in  the  nature  of 
Home  Rule  for  Scotland.     I  »honWliave 
thought   that  was  exactly  the  state  of 
mind  that  would  have  led   them  to  wel- 
come this  moderate  and  temperate  pro- 
posal.     It  is  a  proposal  which  will  keep 
under  the  absolute  control  of  Parliament 
all  Scotch  measures,  while,  at  the  sam* 
time,  it  will  enable  Scotch  Members  a^ 
one  particular  stage  to  shape  after  foU 
discussion  of  a  Bill  its  details,  and  to  briog 
it  back  to  the  House  in  a  form  approved 
by  the  prevalent  sense  of  Scotland.    3ly 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  said  that  someof 
the  enactments  of  the  Parish  Councils  Bill 
were  carried  by  Scotch  and  Irish  vote** 
Be  it  so.    Even  if  this  proposal  is  assented 
to,  it  will  be  quite  open  to  English  Meia- 
bers,  if  they  desire,  after  the  Committoo 
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ige,  to  over-rnle  what  has  beeo  done  by 
9  Scotch  Members.  I  do  not  think 
ij  would  exercise  that  power ;  I 
ve  ttiT  too  high  an  opinion  of  their 
nerositj  to  believe  it,  but  they 
►old  have  the  power  ;  and,  therefore, 
sre  is  no  inequality  in  that  treatment. 
lere  is  one  other  point  upon  which  I 
>uld  like  to  say  a  word.  It  has  been 
er  and  over  again  said  to-night,  "Why 
Q*t  you  ask  for  more  time  from  the 
)vemment  ?  "  There  has  been  a 
ries  of  appeals  to  my  hon.  Friends  on 
is  side  asking  why  they  do  not  press 
B  Grovernment  for  more  time.  That 
raid  be  a  most  excellent  argument  if 
ne  was  an  unlimited  commodity,  and  if 
e  Grovernment  had  the  whole  time  of 
e  Honse  to  deal  with  and  give  away.  But 
e  Government  have  only  a  limited  time 
work  upon.  There  are  some  things  to 
>  done  which  will  not  brook  delay  or 
)6tponement,  and  any  Government  must 
Jcessarily,  in  disposing  of  its  limited 
umtity  of  time,  have  regard  to  the 
ressing  character  of  the  necessities  of 
le  case,  and  sometimes,  perhaps,  to  the 
Qinber  of  those  who  are  making  claims 
poo  them.  That  being  so,  the  smallest 
oantry  is  almost  certain  to  go  to  the 
^  and  that,  again,  is  a  -reason, 
'ken  time  is  so  necessarily  limited,  why 
^  is  difficult  to  give  to  Scotland  as 
<^ch  of  the  time  of  Parliament  as  she 
ewonably  requires.  ["Why?"]  I  have 
'^^y  stated  that  time  being  of  limited 
loantity,  and  matters  of  Imperial  con- 
^  having  the  first  claim,  and  thei^ 
*ing  a  larger  number  of  claims  from 
'^^er  quarters,  there  is  a  tendency  for 
Scotland  not  to  get  what  she  requires. 
( is  not  intended  by  this  proposal  to 
f^^de  any  claims  which  belong  to  the 
tf^ter  and  more  pressing  questions,  but 
i^e  by  side  we  desire  to  advance  and 
■^tnre  the  Committee  stage  of  certain 
^iUs,  and,  therefore,  the  suggestion  that 
demand  should  be  made  upon  the  time 
I  the  House  which  the  House  has  not  to 
i^e,  and  that  hon.  Members  for  Eng- 
^nd  should  be  kept  hanging  about  the 
^bbies  outside — ^because  I  am  afraid 
l^ej  are  not  much  interested  in  the 
'Ommittee  stages  of  these  Bills — is  not 
good  reason  for  opposing  this  moderate 
^  temporary  devolution,  and  by  which 
^  gain  a  remedy  greatly  needed.  My 
i>Q.  Friend  seemed  to  dread  the  effect 
'  what  I  may  call  the  reaction  of 
^  decisions    by   the    Scotch     Grand 
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Committee  upon  English  legislation. 
He  said  that  though  the  decisions  of 
the  Grand  Committee  might  have  no 
direct  effect,  they  would  have  an  indirect 
effect.  I  am  very  much  flattered  by  that 
suggestion,  because  the  only  indirect 
effect  they  could  have  would  be  by  reason 
of  their  reasonableness  and  propriety,  and 
I  should  not  have  expected  that  my  hon. 
Friend,  as  a  Scotchman,  would  have  used 
the  argument  that  the  decisions  of  the 
Committee  would  have  an  indirect  effect 
on  English  legislation  as  an  argument 
against  this  proposal.  These  are  the  main 
points  which  were  touched  upon  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.  He  gave  as  an  in- 
stance of  subjects  which  could  not  be  left 
to  such  a  Committee  the  difference  in  the 
two  systems  in  regard  to  land  tenure.  I 
could  not  imagine  a  better  example  of 
what  might  with  propriety  be  left  to  be 
dealt  with  by  a  Scotch  Committee  than 
the  one  which  relates  to  the  highly 
technical  and  special  relations  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  and  of  land  tenure 
generally  in  Scotland.  The  Crofters  Act 
might  be  given  as  an  instance  of  that. 
It  has  been  a  great  benefit  to  the 
country,  and  it  is  the  kind  of  measure 
which  might  usefully  go  to  a  Scotch 
Committee.  Mv  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
referred  to  the  Referendum,  to  Disestab- 
lishment, and  various  other  Bills,  but 
every  one  of  these  Bills  would  be 
dealt  with  as  regards  its  principle  upon 
the  Second  Reading.  The  question  as 
to  whether  there  should  be  a  Refer- 
endum, or  Disestablishment,  would  be 
decided  by  the  House  as  a  whole,  and 
only  in  the  event  of  the  House  as  a 
whole  deciding  that  they  were  matters 
to  be  dealt  with  in  Committee,  would 
they  make  this  reference  to  the  Grand 
Committee  of  Scotch  Members.  If  they 
decided  in  favour  of  such  a  reference, 
then  I  submit  to  the  House  it  would  be 
only  reasonable  it  should  be  made  to  a 
Committee  composed  in  the  way  proposed 
in  this  Resolution. 

•Mr.  THORBURN  (Peebles  and 
Selkirk)  remarked  that  during  the  time 
he  had  sat  in  this  House  he  had 
never  heard  a  measure  proposed 
with  loss  argument  in  its  favour 
to  the  House  than  the  one  now 
under  discussion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  submitting  it  stated  three 
propositions  :  first  of  all,  that  the  existing 
btate  of  matters  required  a  remedy ; 
secondly,    that  .the    scheme     must    be 
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efficacious  ;  aod,  thirdly,  that  those  best 
able  to  judge  of  the  matter  were  in 
favour  of  this  proposal.  He  thought  that 
no  one  would  dispute  that  the  existing 
business  conditions  ought  to  be  remedied, 
but  he  doubted  whether  the  remedy 
proposed  by  the  Government  would  be 
efficacious.  As  regarded  the  remark 
that  those  best  able  to  judge  were  in  its 
favour,  he  thought  it  very  likely  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  himself  took 
different  views  as  to  the  capacity  of  gen- 
tlemen to  form  an  opinion  on  this  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  it 
would  give  more  time  to  the  business  of 
the  House.  He  was  directly  at  issue 
with  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that 
point.  He  believed  if  this  proposal  were 
carried  out  that  the  discussions  upon 
Scotch  questions  in  this  House  would 
not  be  materially  lessened,  because  each 
Bill  would  be  discussed  to  the  fullest 
degree  when  it  came  to  the  Report  stage 
and  Third  Reading.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  also  complained  that  tbe  con- 
gested state  of  the  business  of  the  House 
was  such  that  as  constituted  it  was  not 
able  to  overtake  Scotch  business.  He 
thought  the  present  Government  to  a 
great  extent — at  all  events,  in  this 
Parliament — were  to  blame  for  that, 
because  they  had  got  the  mill- 
stone of  the  Irish  question  about 
their  neck,  together  with  the  Newcastle 
Programme,  and  no  doubt  these  two 
formidable  items  blocked  the  way.  This 
Committee,  they  were  told,  was  to  be 
composed  of  all  Scotch  Members,  plus 
15  added  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 
Unless  these  16  to  be  added  were  all 
Unionists,  then  the  Grand  Committee 
upstairs  would  not  reflect  the  political 
complexion  of  this  House,  and  that,  to 
his  mind,  was  a  fatal  objection  to  this 
proposal.  Even  if  all  the  15  added 
Members  were  Unionists,  the  political 
complexion  of  the  House  would  still  not 
be  represented.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  when  Scotch  business 
was  being  discussed  in  this  House  it 
was  left  entirely  to  Scotch  Members, 
and  English  Members  did  not  put  in  an 
appearance  to  hear  the  arguments.  But 
the  very  same  thing  might  be  said  of 
English  questions  which  Scotch  Mem- 
l>ers  voted  upon.  He  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  did  not  wish 
for  the  support  of  his  Irish  allies  that 
night  who  had  been  conspicuous  by  their 
absence  throughout   the   whole   of   this 
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Debate  ?     The    right    hon.    Gentlemaa 
had  described  his  proposal  as  a  usefoX 
and  workmanlike  scheme.     For  his  part, 
he  was  inclined  to  adopt  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  College  Division  o^i 
Glasgow,  when,  speaking  some  two  o: 
three  years  ago  on  a  similar  proposal  ia 
this  House,  he  described  it  as  a  peddling 
proposal.     He  would  describe  this  pio> 
posal  as  not  only  peddling  but  parochial 
It  was  said  that  Members  would  be  abl- 
to  speak  at  length  in  this  Grand  Cook 
mittee    and    that    there    would    be    n- 
Closure,  but  he  found  from  the  Reports 
that  the  Closure  had  again  and  agai 
been  applied  in  Grand  Committees.   TYm 
hon.  Member  for  South  Edinburgh  hi^ 
made  a  very  remarkable  speech.    Thes 
was  no  argument  in  it  in  favour  of  thL 
proposal,  but  he  supposed  the  hon.  Mens 
ber   wished    to   appear   before  his  co  j 
stituents  as  more  Scotch  than  Scotchm^ 
themselves.      The  hon.  Gentleman  8fla.i 
he  took  little  interest  in  any  question  whic 
was  not   Scotch.       [Mr.  Paul  :   No. 
If  the  hon.  Member  denied  it  he  ira 
quite  prepared  to  accept  his  deniaL    H 
could  only  say  for  himself  that  while  li* 
was  a  Scotchman  he  took  a  great  iDteres: 
in  many  English  questions,  and  he  wwa 
an  Imperialist  out  and  out.       He  was 
proud  of  being  a  Scotchman,  but  he  was 
still  prouder  of  being  a  citizen  of  this 
great  Empire,  and  he  protested  against 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  as  dero- 
gating from  the  power  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament.      If  this    Committee  were 
given  to  Scotland,  the  same  treatment 
could  not  logically  be  refused  to  Engluid 
and  Ireland,  and  possibly  also  to  Wales- 
The  result  of  such  an  arrangement  would 
be    to    give  a    Radical   complexion  to 
Scotch   questions  referred  to  the  Coot- 
mittee,   a   Conservative  complexion  to 
English    questions,   a   possibly    reTola- 
tionary  complexion  to  Irish  questions, anl 
a  Radical  complexion  to  Welsh  questions. 
When   the   Gladstonian   Party  were  in 
power  Scotch  questions  which  went  to 
the  Grand  Committee  might  also  pass 
through  this  House.     English  questioDS, 
however,  would  not  in  all  probability  1* 
passed  as  they  left  the  Grand  Committee^ 
and  as  to  Irish  questions,  it  would  depeod 
very  much  upon  the  necessities  of  tlie 
Government  whether  they  were  alloirrf 
to  pass  them  or  not.     When  a  Unionist 
Government  was  in  power  Scotch  qnei* 
tions  would  not  go  through  this  Honsa 
in  the  state  they  passed  the  Grand  CoB' 
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mittee  ;  English  questions  would,  in  all 
probability,  pass  through  the  House,  but 
Irish  questions  certaiulj  would  not.     If 
the  Government  said  thej   would   pass 
simihir  Committees  for  England,  Ireland, 
and  Wales  their  position  would  be  logical, 
but  not  otherwise.     The  late  Mr.  Bright, 
speaking  at   Birmingham   in   1886,  did 
niake  a  suggestion  similar  to  this,  but  he 
did  so  as  an  alternative  to  Home  Rule. 
Did  the  Government  mean  this  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  Home  Rule,  not  only  as  re- 
garded Scotland,  but  as  regarded  Ireland 
and   the   other  portions   of   the    United 
Kingdom  ?     If  so,  while  strongly  object- 
ing to  the  principle,  he  would  consider 
whether  he  could  not  look  upon  it  in  a 
more  favourable  light  than  he  did  at  the 
present  moment.  But  would  hon.  Gentle- 
men from  Ireland  accept  it  as  an  alterna- 
tive to  Home  Rule.     He  suspected  they 
would  not,  for  Ireland  would  not  then  be 
*  nation   in  the  sense  desired  by  those 
.aon.  Members.     In  only  one  case,  to  his 
wind,      would     a     Grand     Committee 
for     Scotch      questions      be     satisfac- 
tory,  and     that    would     be     for    Bills 
wliich   were   non-contentious.      If   con- 
tontious  measures  were  taken,  then  the 
J«ne  of    the   Grand   Committee   would 
w    practically     wasted,     l>ecau8e     the 
measures  would  be  again  fully  discussed 
»J  the  House  on  the  Report  and  Third 
heading   stages.      If   the  Grand   Com- 
mittee were  constituted  of  Scotch  Mem- 
w,  another   objection  was   that   they 
would  not   be  able   to   serve   on   other 
wnd  Committees    or   very   likelv    on 
pwer  Committees  in  that  House.     In  the 
w  Session  of    Pari  lament  43  Scotch 
Members   served  on   the   Scotch   Com- 
"Jittees ;  18  Members  served  on  one  Com- 
naittee,  1 1  on  two,  9  on  three,  and  5  on  four ; 
*od  taking  the  average  sittings  as  fi\Q^  that 
fepresented  a  very  considerable  amount 
of  irork.     This  Parliament  had  a  great 
^rd    since    the    Union    of    England, 
Scotland,   and    Ireland,   and    he   would 
do  nothing  which   should   in   any  way 
weaken    the    authority   of  that   Parlia- 
ment. 

Sir  E.  CLARKE  (Plymouth)  said, 
he  noticed  that  there  were  sympathetic 
cheers  when  the  last  speaker  claimed 
that  as  a  Scottish  Member  he  was 
Mtilled  to  speak  on  this  important  sub- 
ject, but  it  might  *be  possibly  thought 
that  it  was  time  for  English  Members  to 
take  part  in  this  Debate.  They  had  liad 
19  speeches  either  from   Scotchmen  or 
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from   Englishmen    representing    Scotch 
constituencies,  and  so  far  there  had  been 
only    one    speech     by    an    Englishman 
representing    an    English    constituency. 
It  was  desirable,  he  thought,  that  some 
debate  at  all    events   upon   this  matter 
should  take  place  by  English  Members 
of  Parliament,  having  regard  to  the  effect 
that  this  great  proposal  would  have  upon 
their  position.     He  did  not  imagine  for 
a  moment  that  the  speech  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  was  intended  as  an  answer  to 
the  speech  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion.    The  way  in  which  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  said  that  an  answer 
would  be  made  in  good  time  showed  that 
he  was  not  looking  upon  his  own  speech 
as  a  summing  up  and  reply,  and  there 
was  a  more  remarkable  evidence  of  that 
fact  than  was  shown  in  the  modesty  of 
the  observation  to  which  ho  had  referred, 
afforded  by  the  Lord  Advocate  expressly 
declining  to  deal  with  the  cardinal  pro- 
position of    the  Amendment  which  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  put  before 
the   House.     That  cardinal   proposition 
was  that  the  proposal  made  to  the  House 
was  one  of  so  much  gravity  and  so  far- 
reaching  in  its   effect   that   this  House 
would  decline  to  consider  it  unless  the 
Ministry  proposing  it  to  the  House  and 
the  Ministry  which  would  have  the  con- 
duct of  .affairs  under   the  new  state  of 
circumstances  set  up  by  the  new  Rule 
was    ready   to    declare    to    the    House 
the     whole     of     its     mind    and     pur- 
pose  with    regard    to   this  matter.      It 
was    quite    obvious   that   this   proposal 
before  the  House  was  a  proposal  in  itself 
of  a  very  limited  scope.     A  great  deal  of 
the  discussion    which    had  taken   place 
that  evening  would  have  been  much  more 
appropriate   to-morrow     evening     when 
there  was  to  be  a  Committee  to  consider 
the  methods  of  advancing  the  business  of 
the  House.     If  they  were  only  to   deal 
with  this  proposal  in  the  spirit  in  which 
some  hon.  Members  had  addressed  them- 
selves to  the  discussion,  they  might  fairly 
have  said  that  to-morrow  night^s  Debate 
might  be  considered  as  an  adjournment 
of  this,  and  speeches  might  then  be  made 
which  might  be  considered  as  a  prolong- 
ation of  this  Debate.     But  it  was  some- 
thing far  different  that  they  were  discuss- 
ing.     He  was  almost   as  enthusiastic  a 
reformer  of  the  procedure  of  this  House 
as  was  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee,  and 
during  the  last    10   or  12   years  he   had 
ventured  to  advocate   alterations  of  its 
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Rules  which,  he  believed,  would  have 
assisted  it  to  carry  on  the  business. 
When  Scotch  Members  in  plaintive 
tones  told  them  thej  were  unable  to 
bring  Private  Bills  to  a  fruition  and 
unable  to  obtain  for  them  deliberate  dis- 
cussion and  the  adequate  judgment  of 
the  House,  thej  were  not  speaking  of  a 
grievance  known  to  the  Scotch  Members 
alone.  There  were  English  Members 
who  were  just  as  anxious  to  pass  Bills  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  was  to  take 
awaj  grocers'  licences  ;  but  just  as  the 
hon.  Member  had  to  wait  for  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  that  fully  before  a 
delighted  House,  so  English  Members 
had  to  wait  for  an  opportunity  of  discuss- 
ing many  Bills  which  a  good  many  of 
them  had  got  tired  of  putting  down  on 
the  Notice  Paper  of  the  House,  and  in 
many  cases  had  abandoned  in  despair. 
One  of  the  Scotch  Members  had  pointed 
out  to  them  that  this  was  not  a 
matter  upon  which  the  Scotch  Members 
had  any  very  peculiar  and  remarkable 
grievances,  and  when  that  Scotch  Mem- 
ber told  them  that  in  12  years  Scotland 
had  passed  102  Bills  against  318  for 
England,  it  appeared  to  some  of  them 
that  Scotland  had  had,  on  the  whole, 
rather  an  unfair  share  of  the  legislative 
activity  of  the  House.  But  these 
questions  merely  of  how  they  could  pro- 
mote the  discussion  of  Private  Bills  or 
the  passing  of  more  Bills  through  the 
House  were  matters  upon  which  they 
could  meet  without  any  great  clashing  of 
Party  hostility,  and  he  dared  say  that  to- 
morrow evening,  when  he  hoped  the 
House  would  be  discussing  seriously  and 
with  a  desire  to  do  good  work  the 
Motion  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  arrangements  that  might  be  made  for 
forwarding  their  business,  it  would  be 
found  that  no  division  of  Party  would 
separate  them  in  endeavouring  to  push 
forward  reforms  in  the  arrangements  of 
this  House.  But  this  proposal  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  was  a  very  much 
graver  matter.  His  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  talked 
about  this  being  a  moderate  extension 
of  the  system  of  Grand  Committees.  He 
surely  must  have  allowed  to  pass  from 
his  mind  altogether  the  essential  dis- 
tinction between  the  Grand  Committee 
now  proposed  and  'any  Grand  or  Select 
Committees  ever  appointed  by  this 
House.  For  the  first  time  they  were 
asked    to    draw     distinctions     between 
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Members  of  the  House  as  to  their  leg 
lative  authority  and  legislative  work 
distinctions  which  were  not  themseb 
set  up  by  their  training  or  capacity 
inform  the  House  upon  the  subject  1 
fore  it,  but  simply  dependent  upon  t 
accident  of  their  coming  from  one  p 
ticular  constituency.  If  there  was  c 
principle  that  had  maintained  the  dign 
of  this  House  and  given  it  efficieo 
and 'authority  for  its  work  it  had  be 
the  steadfast  maintenance  of  ih 
principle  which  years  ago  Edmui 
Burke  expressed  in  the  splend 
language,  that  a  Member  of  Parliama 
was  not  a  delegate  for  a  particuli 
constituency,  but  that,  when  he  wa 
elected,  whether  he  came  from  an  Eoglisl 
Irish,  or  Scotch  constituency,  he  was  i 
Member  of  one  Parliamentary  Assembly 
sharing  with  his  fellows,  with  eqoa 
rights  and  equal  responsibilities,  tlu 
duty  of  doing  his  best  for  the  welfare  oJ 
the  whole  country.  That  was  thi 
principle  of  Membership  of  Parliameni 
amongst  them,  and  that  was  the  onlj 
principle  upon  which  Membership  (rf 
this  House  could  remain  what  it  was  to 
many  of  them — ^a  great  enjoyment  and 
pride.  To  set  up  any  other  principle,  to 
suggest  that  a  Member  who  came  to  this 
House  was  to  be  considered  here  as 
simply  the  Representative  of  a  certain 
number  of  persons  living  in  one  p•^ 
ticular  locality,  would  destroy  the  dignity 
and  pleasure  of  the  position  of  Hemb^ 
of  Parliament  altogether.  They  bid 
a  very  curious  instance  the  other  day  i^i 
this  House  of  the  sort  of  feeling  to  wbicb 
he  was  referring.  It  would  be  remem- 
bered that,  not  a  fortnight  ago,  tberc 
was  a  discussion  in  this  House  involving 
the  question  of  the  Naval  Estimates.  ^ 
strong  protest — and,  in  principle,  a  vtfy 
right  one — was  made  against  the  special 
activity  of  Members  representing  ctf* 
tain  constituencies  in  this  House  witli 
regard  to  public  expenditure.  Why  v** 
the  protest  made  ?  It  was  made  upoo 
the  distinct  ground  that,  when  a  Membei 
of  Parliament  came  to  this  House,  ^ 
ceased  to  be,  or  ought  to  cease  to  bei 
merely  the  advocate  of  the  local  interest 
and  class  of  persons  in  his  constituency 
and  take  his  share  of  Imperial  r^ 
sponsibility  and  larger  ParliamentftiT 
duties.  He  said'  this  was  a  very 
grave  matter.  It  was  not  au  es* 
tension  of  the  Grand  Committee  systei** 
but  an  entire  departure  from  the  principle 
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npon  which  that  system  was  based.     Ho 
did  not  want  to  admit,  even  casually,  that 
hatiionght  the  system  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees in  this  House  had  been  a  success. 
He  did  not  think  that  system  was  a  suc- 
cess.   There  were,  no  doubt,  Bills  of  the 
class  of  Bankruptcy  Bills,  or  Partnership 
Bills,  which  might  very  well  be  sent  to 
a  Grand  Committee  ;  but  they  had  found 
in  their  experience  of  Grand  Committees, 
constituted  even  in  the  fair  way  in  which 
thej  were  appointed,  they  had    broken 
down  directly  there  had  been  a  difference 
on  the  question  before  them  involving 
strong  Party  feelings.     Hon.  Members 
of  the  House  would  recollect  how  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury  was 
disappointed  in  1883  that  he  could  not 
eirry  through  the  Grand  Committee  his 
Bill  for  the  consolidation  of  the  Criminal 
Law,  because  the  moment  they  came  to  a 
natter  which  involved  the  antagonism  of 
the  Irish  Members  the  whole  work  of  the 
Committee  was  thrown  away.     On  two 
eecasions  the  Grand  Committees  had  had 
the  Employers*  Liability  Bill  before  t|iem, 
tad  the  whole  time  of  these  Grand  Com- 
mittees had  been  absolutely  wasted.    He 
did  not  think,  except  for  matters  which 
involved  no  Party  antagonism  at  all,  and 
00  principles  upon  which  Members  felt 
strongly,  that  Grand  Committees  were 
vahiable,  and  for  these  he  did  not  think 
the  machinery  of  a  Grand  Conmiittee  was 
^nted  at  all.      He  was  not   one   who 
^eved  in  the  system  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees,  and  he  should  be  glad   if  the 
HoQse  adopted    some    simple    Amend- 
ment   introducing    a    Rule    by    which 
It   would     find      itself     able     without 
difficulty  to  discharge  the  legislative  bnsi- 
i^s  it  wanted  to   do.     The   right   hon. 
Member  for  the  Bridgetou  Division,  in 
proposing  this   Resolution,   said  it  was 
iieeessary  for  them   first  to  prove  that 
there  was  a  necessity  for  the  taking  of 
this  step.     He  agreed   the  right    hon. 
^tleman  ought  to  have  prov^  it,  but 
^  did  not,  and  the  fault  of  his  speech 
^  that  he  began  by  stating  what   he 
<Hight  to  show,  and  sat  down,  after  a  not 
^^7  prolonged  speech,  without  having 
shown  it  at  all.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
>>mn  did  not  tell  them  for  what  Bills  the 
Government  desired  to  have  this  Grand 
^^mittee  appointed.     He  did  indicate 
^i|e— the    Scottish    Local    Government 
^ill — which  he  would  propose  to  send  to 
he  Committee,  but  whether  that  would 
^  would  not  be  a  fit  Bill  to  go  to  a 
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Grand  Committee  he  (Sir  E.  Clarke)  did 
not  know.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mentioned  no  other,  though,  before  he 
came  forward  to  make  such  a  vast  change 
as  this  would  cause  in  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  he  was  bound  to  show  the  House 
what  it  was  the  Government  wanted  to 
do,  and  had  not  been  able  to  do  because 
of  the  difficulties  that  existcl ;  and  al- 
though they  had  taken  every  means  to 
overcome  the  difficulties,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  neither.  He  mentioned 
one  Bill — the  Scottish  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill — but  that  Bill  had  not  yet  been 
introduced.  Where  was  his  example  of 
Bills  the  Government  had  introduced  and 
had  tried  to  push  forward  and  failed  to 
carry  because  of  these  difficulties  ?  They 
knew  why  he  did  not  mention  them, 
because  the  mind  of  everybody  went 
back  at  once  to  the  Scotch  Suspensory 
Bill  and  that  marvellous  effort  of  legis- 
lative activity,  the  Scottish  Fisheries 
Bill,  and  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  have  mentioned  these  to  the  House 
would  have  been  to  evoke  not  sympathy, 
but  to  have  raised  a  laugh,  so,  of  course, 
he  did  not  mention  them.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  brought  no  instance 
before  the  House  of  a  Bill  which  had 
been  actually  brought  forward,  and  which 
bad  failed  to  pass  because  of  these  great 
difficulties.  He  told  them  of  no  Scottish 
Bill  that  had  ever  been  referred  to  the 
Grand  Committee  as  constituted  with 
regard  to  which  any  difficulty  had  arisen. 
He  believed  that  only  once  or  twice  had 
a  Scottish  Bill  been  referred  to  a  Grand 
Committee,  and  he  was  quite  sure  that  in 
these  one  or  two  instances  there  was  not 
a  failure.  So  they  had  this  great  Con- 
stitutional change  proposed  to  the  House, 
the  extent  of  which  the  Government 
would  not  tell  them — first,  without  being 
told  what  the  views  were  that  the 
Government  desired  to  advance,  and, 
secondly,  without  having  any  statement 
from  the  Government  as  to  the  difficulty 
found  in  the  present  practice  of  the 
House.  Then  there  was  another  very 
important  thing  to  be  considered  in  this 
case.  When  the  Government  proposed 
the  present  system  of  Grand  Committees 
the  understanding  was — and  the  plan 
had  been  acted  upon  almost  invariably 
since — that  only  Government  Bills  were 
to  be  submitted  to  these  Grand  Com- 
mittees; and  although  that  had  been 
slightly  departed  from,  he  did'  not  think 
that  any  private  Member^s  Bill  had  been 
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submitted  to  the  Grand  Committee  anlesa 
it  were  i;oDDect«d  with  some  Govern- 
ment proposal  which  had  been  already 
submitted  to  the  Committee,  or  was  in 
the  pToceas  of  such  submisBieu.  But  in 
this  caae  all  the  private  Members  among 
the  Scotch  Members  of  this  House  would 
be  on  this  Grand  Committee;  and  were 
they  to  have  the  advantage  of  having  all 
theirBills  which  had  been  in  private  Mem- 
bers' hands  sent  up  to  this  Committee  ? 
Surelj  if  private  Scotch  Members  were  to 
have  the  advantage  of  Committees  at 
which  all  the  difficulties  which  beset 
other  Members  of  the  House  in  their 
measures  were  to  be  got  rid  of  then  the 
claims  for  a  similar  Committee  on  the 
part  of  England,  Ireland,  and  Wales 
were  irresistible.  It  would  be  a  case  of 
grievous  hardship  to  all  the  English 
Members  of  this  House  if  their  Scotch 
compeers  had  a  Committee  ready  in  one 
part  of  the  House  to  deal  with  their 
Private  Bills,  while  they  were  condemned 
to  all  the  delays  and  disappointments  of 
the  general  system  under  which  they 
had  suffered.  He  ventured,  therefore,  to 
say  upon  all  these  three  grounds  that 
this  was  something  far  more  serious  than 
what  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
spoke  of  as  a  moderate  extension  of  the 
ayetem  of  Grand  Committees  in  this 
House,  and  he  would  make  a  further 
protest  against  it  upon  another  ground. 
Hitherto,  when  the  House  had  dealt  iu 
any  way  with  the  devolution  of  its  work, 
it  was  selected  either  by  its  own  direct 
action  or  the  action  of  some  of  its 
trusted  Members,  persons  whose  capacity 
qualified  them  for  dealing  with  the  mea- 
sures submitted  to  the  Committee.  How 
would  that  principle  be  interfered  with 
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here  ?  The  Committee  would  consist  of 
Scotch  Members,  How  about  Scotch- 
men who  were  not  Scotch  Members  ? 
The  arrangement  which  would  exclude 
them  would  be  an  unnatural  and  an 
unfair  one,  because  their  exclusion  would 
result  iu  Members  being  appointed  upon 
this  Scottish  Committee  who  were  in- 
ferior in  their  knowledge  of  Scottish 
matters  to  many  of  those  who  were 
outside  the  ranks  of  the  Scottish 
Members. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  F 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Thursday. 
Sir  E.  Clarke 


POBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTEE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee 

on  Public  Petitions  have  power  to  send 

for  jpersons,  papers,  and  records. — {Sir 

C.  DatrympU.) 

HESCHAKT    SHIPPING    BILL. 

On  Uaticm  of  Mr.  Mundella,  Bill  to  consoli- 
date enactmcDtsreliuiDK  to  Merchant  Shipping, 
uideied  to  be  broogbt  in  bj  Ur.  Mundello,  Mr. 
Secretary  Aequlth,  and  Hr.  Bart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bil]132.] 

eOPPLY— EEPORT. 
Resolutions    [30th   Marcli]    reported 
und  agreed  to. — [See  page  1064.] 

PABLIAUENTABI   PAPERS  DlSTRiaCTIOS. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  Baperinteiiding 
the  form  and  regnlathig  the  DistribnUon  of 
ParlijunentaTj  Papen. 

Ordered,  Tbat  Mr.  Butley,  Ur.  Catuton,  Mi. 
Cavendiiti,  Mr.  Edwards,  Mr.  Fisber,  Mr. 
Flyiin,  Mr.  Howell,  Sir  Herbert  MaxweU,  and 
Mr.  Prancia  Btevenaon  be  Members  of  the  Com 
mlttee. 

Oideied,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
■end  for  peraona,  papeta,  and  records. 

Ordered,  Tbat  Three  be  tbe  qnonun.— (JTr. 

STATUTE  LAW  BBVI8I0N  BILL,  tc 
Lords  Message    [19th  March]  com- 
mouicAting    the   foUowing    Reeolatiou, 
namely— 

"  That  it  is  desirable  that  all  Statnte  Law 
Bevision  Bills  and  ConaolidatioD  Bills  of  the 
pieaent  Session  be  refeiied  to  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  both   Houses  of  Parliament,"  cim- 

Besolved,  That  this  House  doth  oou- 
cnr  with  the  Ixirds  in  the  said  Resolu* 
tion, 

Ordered,  That  a  Massage  be  aeat  to 
the  Lords  to  acquaint  them  therewith. — 
{T/ie  Attorney  General.) 

8DPBEANNPATI0N  ACT,  188*. 
Copy  presented, — of  Treasury  Minnte, 
dated  21st  March  1894,  declaring  that 
Patrick  Moran,  Acting  Issuer,  Army 
Service  Corps,  Barbados,  War  Depart- 
ment, was  appointed  without  a  Civil 
Service  Certificate  through  ioadverteoee 
on  the  part  of  the  Head  of  his  De- 
partment [by  ActJ  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 


1217 


Lrnidon  County  {3  April  1894}  Council,  ^c,  Bill.         1218 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  3rd  April  1894. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

JLONDON    COUNTY    COUNCIL     (TOWER 
ff^     BRIDGE  SOUTHERN  APPROACH)  BILL 
(by  Order. ^ 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

I         Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
I     **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 


time." 

•Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London)  said, 
that  when  he  gave  notice  of  opposition 
U>  this  Bill  he  did  not,  of  course,  intend 
to  oppose  what  he  might  call  the  sub- 
sidiajy  clauses  of  this  Bill — that  was, 
the  proposal  to  construct  an  approach 
lettdiDg  from  the  south  to  the  Tower 
Bridge.  He  did  not  regard  the  plan  that 
liad  found  favour  with  the  London 
CouDtj  Council  as  altogether  the  best 
plan  that  might  be  made,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  reflected  credit  on  the  manage- 
ment of  the  London  County  Council  that 
the  plan  was  onlj  now  going  to  be 
b^UQ  after  the  Tower  Bridge  was  on 
the  point  of  completion ;  but  his  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill  was  to  what  he  might 
call  the  principle  of  the  Bill — namelj,  the 
37 th  clause,  which  was  commonly  called 
the  Betterment  Clause.  That  it  was  the 
main  principle  of  the  Bill  was  practically 
admitted  by  the  London  County  Council 
last  year  when  they  refused  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  after  this  main  principle 

I  had  been  taken  out.  He  was  most 
anxious  not  to  trespass  on  the  time  of 
the  House  by  making  a  Committee 
speech;  therefore,  he  would  briefly 
allade  to  the  objections  that  might  be 
made  to  this  particular  form  of  the 
Betterment  CUuse,  such  as  the  arbitrary 
way  in  which  certain  areas  were 
scheduled  for  betterment,  the  preposter- 
ODsly  long  time  during  which  this  sword 
.  of  Damocles,  in  the  shape  of  a  betterment 
charge,  was  kept  hanging  over  the  head 
of  the  unfortunate  owner  and  occupier, 
to  the  preposterously  short  time  that  was 
allowed  to  him  to  object  to  the  better- 
ment charge  made  on  him,  and  to  the 
entirely  new  principle  of  denying  the 
privilege  of  a  jary  to  assess  what  pay- 
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ment  was  due  from  him  instead  of  putting 
it  on  the  ipse  dixit  of  an  arbitrator,  in 
whose  appointment  he  obviously  had  no 
voice  whatever.  He  admitted  that  as 
the  arbitrators  were  to  bo  appointed  by 
a  Public  Department  they  would  be 
fairly  and  justly  appointed  ;  at  the  same 
time,  he  thought  a  Public  Department 
would  be  rather  inclined  to  be  against  an 
individual,  and  he  did  not  think  they 
would  appoint  an  arbitrator  who  had  any 
leaning  in  favour  of  private  persons.  If 
it  were  shown  that  some  scheme  could  be 
devised  by  which  the  owner  and  occupier 
of  a  property,  which  would  be  improved 
by  some  scheme,  should  properly  and 
justly  pay  their  share,  he  would  be  the 
last  man  to  object  to  it ;  but  he  contended 
that  the  present  system,  under  which  a 
fresh  rating  was  made  as  soon  as  an  im- 
provement was  made,  so  that  the  occupier 
paid  as  long  as  the  property  was  in  his 
possession,  and  then  the  freeholder,  as 
long  as  the  improvement  lasted,  did  all 
that  was  necessary.  Under  tlie  proposed 
system  the  property  might  be  placed 
under  a  perpetual  rent-charge  for  some 
improvement  which  appeared  to  benefit 
it,  and  some  future  improvement  might 
leave  the  property  high  and  dry, 
yet  it  would  have  to  go  on  paying 
the  same  betterment  charge.  Moreover, 
he  submitted,  it  introduced  a  very 
gr^at  and  new  principle  which  was 
entirely  new  to  our  law.  Of  course, 
he  knew  that  an  instance  was  ad- 
duced in  the  time  of  Charles  II.,  imme- 
diately after  the  great  fire,  when  a  charge 
something  in  the  nature  of  betterment 
was  imposed,  but  it  was  only  done 
once  ;  it  evidently  did  not  answer,  for  it 
was  never  tried  again  ;  therefore  he  was 
justified  in  saying  it  was  a  new  principle. 
That  being  so,  be  held  that  it  ought  to 
have  been  brought  forward  as  a  Public 
Bill  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  after 
due  inquiry  by  a  Royal  Commission  or 
something  analogous.  Last  Session  the 
House  of  Lords  proposed  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee to  look  into  this  thing,  but  at  that 
time  Ministers  were  not  ready  to  ac- 
cept any  suggestions  made  by  the  House 
of  Lords,  and,  therefore,  they  pooh- 
poohed  it.  He  was  much  obliged  to 
the  House  for  listening  to  him  on  this 
dry  subject,  but  he  thought  it  right  that 
they  should  make  some  protest  against 
this  Betterment  Clause  in  order  that  it 
might  not  be  supposed  that  they,  on  that 
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side  of  the  House,  were  in  any  way 
agreed  to  it.  At  the  same  time,  this 
clause  appearing  as  it  did  in  a  Bill  for  a 
▼ery  desirable  object,  he  might  say 
tacked  to  the  Bill,  be  did  not  propose  at 
this  time  to  move  the  Resolution  that  he 
had  placed  on  the  Paper,  therefore,  he 
should  content  himself  with  this  protest, 
and  should  take  a  further  and  more  con- 
venient opportunity  on  some  further 
stage  of  the  Bill  of  opposing  the  Better- 
ment Clause. 

<^Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  said,  with  regard  to  this  Bill  before 
the  House  he  wished  to  emphasise  the 
remarks  that  had  fallen  from  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  (Mr. 
Alban  Gibbs),  but  it  appeared  to  him  it 
would  have  been  more  desirable  and  better 
if  a  great  change  in  the  system  of  taxation 
had  been  introduced  into  this  House  by 
means  of  a  Public  Bill.  Regarding  this 
most  beneficial  improvement  of  the 
Tower  Bridge,  hon.  Members  on  that 
side  of  the  House  per  se  did  not  wbh 
to  oppose  this  most  useful  improve- 
ment made  by  the  City  of  Loudon, 
but  they  did  oppose  this  novel  prin- 
ciple of  betterment  in  the  Bill  that 
they  had  now  to  consider.  They  were 
told  the  improvement  was  to  be  made  by 
the  whole  County  of  London.  Why  by 
the  whole  county  ?  In  the  past  there 
were  valuable  improvements  made  that 
were  purely  Metropolitan,  and  paid  for 
by  the  Metropolis  as  a  whole.  There 
were  other  improvements  made  in  various 
districts  in  London,  which  were  purely 
parochial  improvements,  and  paid  by  the 
individual  parish  concerned,  and  there  were 
others  that  were  partly  Metropolitan  and 
partly  parochial,  and  paid  for  partly  by 
the  general  rate  over  the  whole  of  Lon- 
don, and  partly  by  the  parochial  rate. 
Therefore,  he  would  like  to  ask  why  the 
whole  of  the  cost  was  to  be  paid  by  the 
County  of  London  ?  It  was  calculated 
in  another  place,  in  regard  to  another  Bill, 
that  the  amount  to  be  received  for  the 
betterment  principle,  contained  in  the  Bill 
now  under  discussion,  would  only  be  about 
£150  a  year  ;  but  he  would  ask  why  the 
parish  of  Bermondsey,  which  would  be 
greatly  benefited  by  the  bridge,  sliould 
not  pay  its  quota  ?  The  real  reason,  in 
his  opinion,  was  this  :  that  it  would  not 
then  have  made  such  a  strong  case  for 
betterment  had  the  parish  of  Bermondsey 
to  pay   its   fair  and   just  quota.     Hon. 

Mr.  Alban  Gibbs 


Members  opposite  claimed  that  proper 
did  not  pay  when  it  was  bettered  by  in 
provements  ;  but  he  would  point  out 
them  that  by  the  Metropolis  Valuatic 
Act  of  1869,  Section  46,  that  not  evei 
five  years  only,  but  by  means  of  suppl 
mental  and  provisional  lists  every  yea 
and  every  mouth,  a  man's  rating  might 
put  up  and  down  according  as  the  valu& 
his  property  rose  or  fell.  By  this  Bill  t 
introduction  of  the  betterment  syst. 
meant  that  for  all  time,  to  the  end  of  ^ 
world,  a  certain  charge  would  be  put:, 
the  property ;  there  would  be  no 
valuation  every  five  years,  and  tb« 
would  be  no  power  as  under  the  exii 
ing  law  to  re-value  property  evej 
year  or  every  month.  There  were  man 
other  schemes  more  advantageous  to  th 
ratepayers,  and  he  was  very  much  surprise 
that  the  London  County  Council  ha 
not  carefully  considered  the  recoopmeo 
system  that  worked  so  well  with  regar 
to  Northumberland  Avenue.  The  rat€ 
payers  of  London,  by  that  particula 
system,  not  only  were  gainers  by  tba 
magnificent  thoroughfare  itself,  but  al^ 
received  in  aid  of  local  taxation  a  sun 
of  £250,000  or  £300,000.  He  w* 
willing  to  admit  there  were  cases  when 
landowners  received  benefit  by  improve 
ments  made  by  the  Public  Authoritiefi 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  desirable  for  J 
strong  Committee  to  inquire  into  tb< 
matter,  so  that  a  Bill  could  be  brough 
in  which  should  provide  that  when  ' 
landowner  was  shownto  have  derived  bene- 
fit from  public  improvements  he  shonW 
be  called  on  to  pay  his  just  quota.  But,** 
the  same  time,  if  that  was  admitted,  thcT 
ought  to  consider  this  other  fact — that  iff 
on  the  other  hand,  an  individual  had  bii 
property  injured  by  a  public  improve- 
ment the  community  ought  to  he&T  ths 
loss  with  him.  So  far  as  this  Bill  wis 
concerned,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
community  was  to  take  half  the  profit, 
if  there  was  anv,  and  that  the  individuili 
whether  in  Bermondsey  or  anywhere el» 
took  the  whole  of  the  loss.  In  fact,  to 
use  a  somewhat  sporting  expression,  thii 
scheme  was  nothing  more  nor  less  iha 
"  Heads  I  win,  tails  you  lose."  Kow 
he  would  not  dispute  the  proposition  tbs 
where  property  was  specially  benefits 
it  should  be  specially  assessed  in  respef 
of  that  increment.  But  how  was  that  U 
be  considered  by  the  London  CouBt^ 
Council  ?     It  was  to  be  in  this  way— thai 
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if     AD  arbitrator  appointed  by  themselvefl 
considered    that    the  property  bad  been 
benefited,  then  for  all  time  it  would  be  a 
&:x.ed   charge  on  that   property.     There 
wa.8,  no  doubt,  a  sort  of  appeal,  but  it 
would  be,  as  he  would  show  later,  both 
of  an  expensive  and  dilatory  character, 
and  it  was   only  in   reality   an   appeal 
trom    the    surveyor     of     the     London 
County   Council   to    that  of    the   Local 
Government     Board.       In     this     par- 
ticular   instance    the     London    County 
Council  had  been  very  wise  and  had  not 
attacked    any    very     important    vested 
interest  in  London  ;  they  had  not  attacked 
the  brewing  interest,  or  large  manufac- 
tures, or  the  large  and  wealthy  men  of 
influence,  or  the  residential  landowners, 
but  they   had   attacked   a   body  of  in- 
dividuals who  were,  comparatively  speak- 
ing,    poor     men,    although,    no    doubt, 
tmongst    those   properties    that    would 
be  included   in   the   betterment   clauses 
▼ere    Messrs.    Slees'    vinegar     works, 
▼Mch  happened  to  be  very  close  to  the 
bridge.     He    understood    this    firm    of 
'^egar  manufacturers  had  a  40  years' 
*  lease  on  their  premises,  but  could  any 
Wasoaable   man   allege   that   a   vinegar 
D»anufactory  would   be   benefited   by   a 
'ead  being   put  in   proximity  to   these 
Works  }     They  had  to  look  at  the  actual 
^lue  of    the   property   as    it   was    at 
present  and  not  to  a  prospective  value. 
Such  a  valuation  could  only  be  absolutely 
•rbitrary   and   speculative.     Last   night 
be  attended  an  important  discussion  at 
*^e  Surveyors'  Institute  where  he  heard 
•  member  of  the  London  County  Council 
deliver  a  lecture  on  ground  rents,  but  he 
defied  any  of  the  eminent  surveyors  ho 
met  there  to   say   what   would   be  the 
▼alue  of  property  in  London  40  or  50 
years     hence     in     any     definite     area, 
but  that  would  be  the  duty  of  the  sur- 
veyor   in    considering   the   question   of 
betterment.     Under  the  clause  a  surveyor 
woald  have  to  say  what,  in  his  opinion, 
the  value  of  certain  property  would  be 
40  or  60  years  hence.     The  system  of 
betterment    introduced    a    totally    new 
system  into  our  system  of  taxing    the 
capital   value  of    real   property.     That 
had  never  been  the  principle  on  which 
they  had  taxed  property  in  this  country. 
It  was,  DO  doubt,  a  principle  which  had 
been   introduced   into    America,   but   it 
had  never    been    the    custom    hitherto 
in  the  United  Kingdom  ;   and  if  they 


were  going  to  alter  the  system 
of  taxation  in  local  municipal  areas,  he 
ventured  to  say  they  should  do  it  by 
means  of  a  Public  Bill.  Now  what  was 
this  system  of  betterment  ?  it  was  an 
objectionable  expression  denoting  the 
moiety  of  an  undefined  quantity — 
namely,  the  enhanced  value  of  property 
affected  by  the  improvements  of  the 
London  County  Council.  He  ventured 
to  think  that  a  scheme  might  be  devised 
by  the  London  County  Council  which 
would  really  benefit  the  locality  in  a 
very  much  more  satisfactory  way  than 
the  present  scheme.  And  what  did  the 
present  scheme  do  ?  It  went  behind  the 
great  principle  that  had  hitherto  been 
one  of  the  grand  principles  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  this  House,  that  representation 
should  accompany  taxation.  By  this 
betterment  system  they  were  going  to 
tax  the  landowners  in  the  various  local 
districts  of  London,  whilst  they  gave  them 
no  voting  power  as  owners  either  for 
County  Council  elections  or  for  local 
ones.  The  system  by  which  they  had 
hitherto  carried  on  government  with 
regard  to  local  taxation  was  that  the 
burden  of  the  year  should  fall  on  the 
annual  value  of  the  property,  but  this 
betterment  charge  would  remain  an  un- 
varying one  for  all  time.  With 
regard  to  one  principle  in  this 
scheme — namely,  the  proposed  "  limits 
of  deviation,"  he  should  like  to  say  a  few 
words.  Might  it  not  be  the  fact  that 
even  on  the  London  County  Council  they 
might  have  a  surveyor  or  somebody  who 
might  be  biased  in  regard  to  his  action, 
and  might  it  not  be  impossible  that  in 
selecting  individuals  as  subjects  for  this 
arbitrary  form  of  impost  to  disassociate 
entirely  from  his  mind  the  question  whe- 
ther those  individuals  did  or  did  not 
support  the  views  of  the  majority  of  the 
Council  ?  They  knew  also  that  fashions 
changed  with  regard  to  important 
districts  in  London.  They  knew  that 
at  one  time  that  district  north  of 
the  Park,  including  Portland  Square, 
Russell  Square,  and  Bedford  Square  was 
higher  rented  than  at  the  present  time  ; 
they  knew  that  fashion  had  changed  and 
gone  further  south  to  Grosvenor  Square, 
and  why  should  not  fashion  change 
equally  with  regard  to  other  areas  of 
London  ?  Therefore,  it  seemed  to  him 
it  would  be  a  great  injury  and  wrong  to 
inflict  on  any  landowners  a  tax  for  all 
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time  on  their  property  by  the  ipse  dixit 
of  some  officer  of  the  LoDdon  County 
Council.  Some  people  denied  that  this 
was  either  a  tax  or  a  rate  ;  he  would  not 
therefore  call  it  either,  but  would  describe 
it  as  an  impost  in  the  nature  of  a  mortgage. 
If  the  payment  of  this  charge  b^ame 
in  arrear,  the  Council  had  power  to 
enter  and  sell  the  property  in  ques- 
tion to  satisfy  their  claim  for  so-called 
betterment  ?  Up  to  the  present 
time  it  had  been  the  rule  that  only 
chattels,  movable  property,  could  be 
seized  in  payment  of  rates  and  taxes  due 
by  the  ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis,  but 
by  this  Bill  the  property  itself  could  be 
seized  and  be  specially  disposed  of  by  the 
London  County  Council.  In  his  opinion, 
it  would  be  very  difficult  to  dispose  of 
property  when  for  six  or  seven  years 
the  cloud  of  this  betterment  award 
might  be  hanging  over  it.  It  should  be 
noticed  by  the  House  that  seven  years 
might  elapse,  and  in  some  instances 
eight,  ere  the  arbitrator's  award  for 
betterment  of  a  certain  property  was 
settled  ;  ^and  it  must,  too,  be  borne  in 
mind  that  it  was  u  charge  on  the  supposed 
capital  value  of  a  given  property  not  at 
the  moment,  but  for  all  time.  This  could 
only  be  a  matter  of  speculation,  whereas 
the  annual  value  of  a  property,  as  it  now 
existed,  was  a  matter  of  fact.  He  was  ready 
to  admit  they  ought  to  take  every  step 
to  reduce  the  local  taxation  of  London, 
which  was  a  very  heavy  burden  upon 
the  people  of  London.  At  the  present 
time  he  might  mention  there  was  a  local 
debt  of  no  less  than  £40,000,000  sterling 
on  the  Metropolis,  but  the  mode  by 
which  the  London  County  Council 
wished  to  relieve  the  ratepayers  was  not 
a  good  or  beneficial  one.  In  the  last 
three  years  the  Council  had  spent  in  the 
Parliamentary  Committee-rooms  upstairs 
no  less  a  sum  than  £30,000  in  fightiog 
various  schemes  that  came  before  Par- 
liamentary Committees,  and  he  could 
not  help  thioking  they  must  regret 
that  in  1886-7  and  1888  they  allowed 
the  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  to  be  repealed, 
which,  whilst  their  abolition  had  not  de- 
creased the  price  of  coals,  £300,000  u  year 
was  lost  in  aid  of  Loudon  rates  and  for 
Metropolitan  improvements.  In  fact,  the 
betterment  system  was  only  an  idea  which 
might  enter  the  mind  of  the  arbitrator  as 
to  what  the  enhanced  value  would  be  at 
some  future  date.     They  knew  very  well 
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that  people  dreaded  going  to  law  in  tl 
country.  Even  the  great  landowners  knc 
very  well  the  great  expense  of  appearii 
before  Parliamentary  Committees,  ai 
would  consider  long  before  doing  so 
defence  of  their  rights  ;  but,  on  t 
other  hand,  the  London  County  Counc 
having  the  whole  taxpayers  of  Lond 
behind  them,  would  not  hesitate  to  brm 
in  Bills  imposing  any  particular  syst^ 
of  betterment  in  any  part  of  the  Me% 
polls,  and  to  that  extent  they  woi 
oppress  the  individual  owner,  nQ< 
especially  the  least  wealthy  of  the 
The  cost  the  London  County  Council  hi 
already  gone  to  in  this  betterment  schen 
of  theirs  would  have  paid  three  or  foi 
times  over  any  sum  they  could  eve 
receive  by  this  particular  proposal.  H« 
did  not  really  believe  in  his  heart  a 
hearts  that  the  hon.  Members  composiii^ 
the  London  County  Council  were  so 
impressed  with  this  system  as  they  pre- 
tended ;  their  object  was  to  have  a  guod 
fighting  question  on  which  to  attack  Uie 
House  of  Lords.  It  was  a  remarkable 
fact  that  the  members  of  the  CouutJ 
Council  did  not  see  that  by  causiug  *' 
feeling  of  uncertainty  to  arise  as  to  the 
future  onus  of  taxation  on  any  fi^^ 
house  or  property  they  would  incwa*® 
the  house  rent  to  the  individual  ocea- 
pier  ;  for  it  was  an  obvious  fact  that 
the  landowner  had,  by  the  contracts  be 
had  entered  into,  contracted  himself  o«t 
of  any  obligation  with  regard  to  taxes;  he 
had  placed  that  obligation  on  the  indi- 
vidual taking  the  building  lease,  who  had 
placed  the  obligation  in  his  turn  on  the 
occupier,  eo  that  unless  these  leasee 
were  done  away  with — and  he  did  DOt 
think  that  Parliament  would,  in  its 
wisdom,  go  to  the  extreme  measuie 
of  abolishing  all  leases  and  contrscts 
made  with  regard  to  the  whole  of  the 
property  in  London — the  whole  cost  e» 
this  betterment  would  in  reality  fall  on  the 
occupier  of  the  houses  in  the  particultf 
locality.  Hon.  Members  opposite  woaM 
hesitate  before  advocating,  either  in  this 
House  or  before  their  constitnents,  ani 
tax  on  food  used  by  the  working  classes 
and  yet  they  were  apparently  anxious  t< 
put  on  a  tax  that  would  increase  the  cost 
of  house  rent  in  London.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  precedent  when  a  greai 
part  of  London  was  re-built  after  th< 
great  fire  of  London,  he  did  not  tbinl 
there  was  any   analogy  to  the  present 
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x>sal  io  this  couutry.  But  to  consider 
question  in  all  its  bearings  one  would 
9  to  look  at  the  obverse  side  of  the 
itioD.     Hon.  Members  imagined  that 
ineyer  thej  made  a  new  road  or  a 
street  in  a  given  locality  they  were 
lys    going   to  benefit   that   locality. 
>y  might  benefit  the  locality,  but   it 
id  not   be  said   that  in  all  cases   it 
dfited  individual  proprietors    in  that 
Jity.      What  did  they  find  when  this 
ject  was  discussed  in  the  Committee 
tairs  ?  Mr.  Field,  one  of  the  surveyors 
ioed  as  a  witness   by    the    London 
nty  Council,  said  that  no  doubt  street 
rovements  occasionally  created  worse- 
it,  and  he  granted  it  was  impossible 
issess     the    compensation    for    that 
sement.      That  being  so,  why  was  it 
e  easy  to  assess  compensation  for  the 
erment  ?       Surely  the  two  were  co- 
tive.     A  learned  counsel,  who  was  a 
less  for  the  London  County  Council, 
Fletcher   Moulton,     Q.C.,    in    his 
ence  before  the  Committee,  granted 
if  two  several    parts   of    the   same 
)erty    were    affected    by    alterations 
e  by  a  Public  Authority,  one  of  which 
ered   and   the    other    worsened    the 
tral   parts  of    the  property  affected, 
owner  ought  to   be  allowed  to  set  off 
worsement   against  the  betterment, 
pay  or  receive  as  the  case  might  be. 
late  Mr.  Saunders,  who  appeared  for 
London  County  Council,  bound  his 
Its  to  insert  words  in  the  Bill  to  enable 
owner  of  the  various  properties  con- 
ed to  receive  compensation  for  worse- 
t,  where  it  was  caused  by  the  altera- 
in  question.     What  was  the  result  ? 
^withstanding,   Mr.  Saunders,  having 
0   this    distinct    pledge   that    words 
lid  be  introduced  in   the  Bill  for  the 
tement    principle,    in    the  result    no 
words     were    so     introduced ;     it 
(h1   through    this   House,    and   was 
up  to  the  other  House  without  those 
s  being  inserted.  If,  however,  it  was 
;  to  give  to  a  single  proprietor  the 
;  to  set  off  the  worsement    of   his 
erty  in   one  part  against  a  better- 
in   another,   it   should  be  equally 
in  the  case  where  no  betterment 
red,   and  compensation  should   also 
be   given    for    worsement.      The 
ement  area  would,  it  were  needless 
ay,   be,   for    obvious    reasons,    not 
rminoas  with  the  '*  limits  of  devia- 
'    for    betterment.       He    did    not. 


however,  wish  to   occupy   the   time  of 
the    House    further    than    to    say   that 
he    did    not    believe   a    proposal    that 
would  do  less  benefit  to   the  ratepayers 
than  this  betterment  principle  could  be 
conceived.     He  found  that  in  America, 
where   it  bad   been   tried,  it   had    been 
found  absolutely  and  completely  wanting. 
In  New  York  and  elsewhere  in  America 
they  had  three  or  four  systems,  working 
even  in  one  given  city  at  the  same  time, 
all    of  which  were    found  to,   in  many 
instances,  work  oppression  on  the  indi- 
vidual, on  the  one  hand,  and  cause  the 
danger  of  bribery  on  the  other,  by  the 
fact  that    the    area    of    ''  the    limits  of 
deviation"  were  an  unknown  quantity, 
subject  to  the  will  of  the  Municipal  Sur- 
veyor, or  a  small  works  committee  of  a 
given     Municipal     Authority,    and     he 
thought  they  would  hesitate  to  copy  the 
Americans  in   that  respect.      He  found 
that    nearly    all  the   leading    American 
jurists  said  it  was  a  doubtful  system  ;  and 
one    who    wrote   to    a    friend    of    his, 
Mr.  Baumann,  who  used  to  be  a  Member 
of    this   House,  said  the  way    it    occa- 
sionally  worked  was  this.     The  work- 
ing   classes,   finding    themselves    in    a 
majority     in    a    certain    town,    had    a 
towns^   meeting,   which   decided  that  a 
certain  betterment  system  should  be  in- 
troduced, as   in  America  in  some  town- 
ships such  matters  were  settled  by  a  «ort 
of  plebiscite.      It  was  not    shown  that 
the  propose<l  public  work  was  required, 
but  the  result  was  that  the  inhabitants 
of    the   district    had    to    have    it,    and 
the  landowners  were  obliged  to  bow  to 
the  decision,  and  probably  500  or  600  of 
these   men    who   voted   for    it   received 
wages  at  the  rate  of  two  dollars  a  day 
for  being  employed  on  the  works,  which 
was  a  rate  over  the  market  wage  in  the 
United    States — the    whole   cost  of  the 
so-called    improvement,    or    the    major 
part  of  it,  being  paid  by  the  unfortunate 
landowner,    for  so-called   "  betterment," 
though  in  many  instances  it  practically 
injured   and  decreased   the  value  of  the 
property.     Hitherto  they  had  carried  out 
their  local  government  system  on  very 
different  principles  to  that,  and  he  would 
impress  upon  the  London  County  Council 
that  if  they  were  going  to  attempt  to  alter 
our    principle    of    rating    they     should 
do  so  on   a   sounder  principle  than  the 
system  of  betterment.     Their  legislation 
at  the  present  time  left  the  House  in  a 
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eufficientlj  chaotic  state,  and  it  would 
be  a  great  injury  to  the  legislative  system 
if  this  principle  were  introduced  into 
Private  Bills  from  time  to  time.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  our  laws  would  be 
even  more  chaotic  than  at  present,  for 
this  betterment  system  did  clumsily  and 
arbitrarily  the  same  thing  that  was  done 
now  by  the  ordinary  operations  of  the 
market. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton)  said,  he  had  hoped  the  Bill  might 
have  gone  forward  without  being  delayed 
by  speeches  which,  so  far  from  making  a 
straight  attack  on  a  principle,  wandered 
round  about  it.  He  should  not  follow 
the  example  of  those  hon.  Members. 
The  Bill  had  been  introduced  under  some- 
what peculiar  circumstances.  There  was 
a  Bill  brought  forward  on  which  there 
was  really  no  contention,  except  on 
one  clause,  the  Betterment  Clause.  It 
went  before  a  Committee  of  this 
House,  and,  having  been  investigated 
and  local  evidence  taken  which  had 
been  published  to  this  House  by  that 
Committee,  the  clause  referred  to  was 
twice  adopted  in  this  House  by  over- 
whelming majorities — first,  of  two  to 
one ;  and,  secondly,  of  nearly  three  to 
one.  After  the  clause  bad  been  rejected 
by  the  House  of  Lords  without  considera- 
tion it  was  adopted  and  sent  back  to  the 
House  of  Lords  ;  but  under  those  cir- 
cumstances the  House  of  Lords  refused 
to  introduce  the  clause,  and  the  Bill  fell 
through.  Now,  in  the  present  year,  in 
this  Session  of  Parliament,  the  London 
County  Council  had  re-introduced  the 
Bill,  and  it  was  re-introduced,  so  far  as 
the  Tower  Bridge  was  concerned,  in 
exactly  the  same  words  in  which  it  was 
passed  by  this  House.  The  Bill  was  not 
altered  in  one  jot  or  tittle ;  it  was  brought 
forward  again,  and  he  should  almost 
have  expected  that  its  adoption  by 
this  House  would  have  been  regarded 
as  a  matter,  more  or  less,  of  form ; 
that  it  would  have  passed  through  its 
various  stages  and  been  sent  up  to 
the  House  of  Lords  there  to  receive 
that  consideration  it  had  not  received.  In 
respect  of  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Lords  in  this  matter  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
made  the  following  remarkable  state- 
ment.    He  said — 

♦*  The  Lords  desire  to  inquire  whether  there 
is  any  equitable  machinery  by  which  the  per- 
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son  the  value  of  whose  property  is  increased  by 
an  improvement  can  be  made  to  contribute  to 
the  cost  of  the  improvement.  That  is  my  view 
of  what  the  words  mean,  and  the  words  are 
certainly  capable  of  that  construction." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  expressed  that 
as  the  desire  of  the  House  of  Lords  ia 
asking  for  a  Joint  Committee  at  that 
time  last  Session.  He  did  not  see  that 
was  the  meaning  of  the  Resolution,  but 
they  were  willing  to  accept  that  interpre- 
tation from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
By  passing  this  Bill  through  its  various 
stages  in  this  House  as  it  had  been 
already  introduced  the  House  of  Com- 
mons bail  the  opportunity  of  enabling 
the  House  of  Lords  to  carry  out  that 
wish  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
expressed  as  the  wish  of  the  House  of 
Lords — that  was  to  say,  to  inquire  into 
the  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
further  said — 

•*  1  believe  that  the  majority  of  gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  have  only  one  diflSculty 
in  regard  to  betterment — which  is,  how  to  carry 
it  out :  and  if  they  could  see  any  machinery  by 
which  that  end  could  be  attained,  they  would  be 
as  anxious  to  see  the  principle  introduced  into 
our  Private  Bill  legislation  as  anyone  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House/' 
And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  then 
laid — 

•'  It  is  not  fair  to  allege  that  the  Lords  M  a 
body,  collectively  or  individually,  are  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  betterment." 

They  wished  to  let  the  Lords  have  the 
opportunity  of  sending  it  to  a  Committee 
which  could  make  the  inquiries  they 
desired  to  make.  He  might  give  another 
quotation  from  Lord  Morley  in  the  other 
House.  This  was  what  Lord  Morley 
said,  and  the  quotation  was  taken  from 
Hansard^  as  corrected  by  Lord  Morley— 

"  He  was  inclined  to  agree  that  it  would  be 
extremely  diflficult  by  a  Public  Act  to  lay  down 
principles  which  would  apply  to  every  variety 
of  case  that  could  occur,  not  only  in  London, 
but  elsewhere.  He  was  not  at  all  sure  it 
would  be  desirable  or  safe  to  lay  down  geneisl 
principles  which  would  be  at  once  atlopted 
without  any  experience  being  obtained  on 
these  grounds,  and  on  the  grounds  that  the 
application  of  the  principle  in  this  case  de- 
pended entirely  on  local  circumstances ;  he 
thought  it  was  a  subject  that  migb^ 
legitimately  and  rightly  be  left  to  pri- 
vate legislation.  They  would  then  hare 
the  advantage  of  the  application  of  the 
principle  to  individual  cases,  and  by  the  growth 
of  experience  they  would  gradually  get  such  sn 
amount  of  knowledge  as  to  be  able  to  lay  down 
principles  for  indivitlual  application." 

Now  that  was  the  attitude  which  thej 
called  on  the  House  of  Lords  to  take  in 
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conformitj  with  the  declaration  of  their 
FJew  as  expressed  by  the  right  hoii. 
GeotleniaQ  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
This  Bill  was  introduced  again  to  the 
House,  and  he  should  have  thought  they 
might  have  been  spared  a  discussion  on 
the  principle  of  betterment.  He  had  no 
inteation  of  entering  into  the  discussion 
of  its  general  principles  and  that  par- 
ticular phase  which  had  been  al- 
ready as  greatly  misrepresented  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  as  by  Lord  Salisbury  ;  and  the 
hoo.  Gentleman  had  fallen  into  the  same 
«ior  that  Lord  Salisbury  fell  into  when 
he  spoke  of  the  London  County  Council 
▼eotoring  to  assume  that,  wherever  there 
VIS  an  improvement,  there  betterment 
would  arise.  On  the  contrary,  that  was 
not  the  assumption  of  the  Bill.  Lord 
Salisbury  said — 

"The  principle  of  the  4l8tclauBe  of  the  Bill " 
HBOw  the  37th—"  which  your  Lordships  de- 
dined  to  accept,  was  that  proximity  is  the  one 
*«t  of  improvement,  and  that,  if  you  are  near  a 
piblic  improvement,  it  says  that  your  property 
■>rt  have  improved  by  that  public  improvc- 
*ttt  A  more  senseless  suggestion  was  never 
pj-and  that  is  saying  a  good  deal — into  a 
«n  presented  to  Parliament? 

Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  :  There  is  no 
Proposition  in  the  Bill  with  regard  to 
'orsement. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,    that  was  a 

^ly  different  question  ;  the  point  he 

was  dealing    with    was    that    the   hon. 

Gentleman   fell  into  the   same  error  as 

^  Salisbury  when  he  assumed  the  only 

^  of  betterment  was  the  proximity  to 

^  improvement.       The  essential  point 

^  the  method  of  charging  for  betterment 

^«8  this — that  no  one  should  be  called  on 

^  contribute  any  part  of  the  charge  who 

^M  not  clearly  in  receipt  of  betterment 

^  which   the  charge  was  made.     The 

*^.  Gentleman,   when  he  ventured  to 

jt>pose  the  Bill  in  this  House,  and  the 

'^  Prime  Minister  in  the  Upper  House 

*uOQld  make  themselves   aware  by   the 

f^ple  perusal  of  the  Bill  of  what  were 

*^  contents.       There  were     only    two 

points   in   what   had  been   said   it   was 

^ombent      upon      him      to      answer, 

:^)    as     he     had     said,     he     did     not 

'^tend  to   enter  into  a  general  discus- 

^OD.    The  two  main  points  were  these, 

J|JHi  they  were  points  of  misstatement. 

^be  first  was  as  to  recoupment,  to  which 

^  hoQ.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  re- 

'ttTed.    The  hon.  Member  referred  to  the 


method  of  recoupment  in  London  as  having 
been  a  satisfactory  method  to   the   rate- 
payers, and  one    that   provided  a  large 
sura  of   money.      If   the   hon.   Member 
looked  into  the  figures  before  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  it  was  shown,  and  could 
not    be   disputed,    that   the   recoupment 
system  as  introduced  and  carried  out  in 
the    Metropolis    had   been   an   extreme 
pecuniary  burden  to  the  ratepayers,  and 
it  was  owing  to  the  failure  of  that  system 
that  the  betterment  system  was   substi- 
tuted.    The  other  point  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  was  one  on  which  they  had 
often  been  misrepresented  in  the  County 
Council,  and  in  this  House.     It  had  been 
said,  with  respect  to  this  Bill  and  with 
respect  to  their  action  on  the  betterment 
section  of  it,  that  they  ought  to  have 
proceeded  with  the   Bill  for  the  Tower 
Bridge  approach  without  waiting  for  any 
Betterment  Clause,  because  they    were 
bound  in  honour  to  make  an  approach  to 
the  bridge  that  was  made  by  the  City  of 
Loudon.     He  understood  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Alban 
Gibbs)  signified  by  his   action  his  ap- 
proval of  that  statement.     Now,  would 
the  House  believe  that  the  main  Petitions 
against   the   Bill  as  it   stood   were  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  Loudon,  and 
would  the  House  believe  that  the  Peti- 
tion against  the  Bill  laid  on  the  Table 
by    the    Corporation    of    the    City    of 
London      was      not     only     a     Petition 
against    betterment,    but     against     the 
actual  improvement  itself  ?     The    Peti- 
tioners   went    into     some     detail,     and 
said    the    betterment   system    vras   bad 
and   could    not    be   applied ;    tbey   put 
themselves  in   direct    opposition  to  the 
great  majority  of   this    House   and   the 
Committee  upstairs.    Therefore,  by  going 
on  without  the  Betterment  Clause  they 
should  not  be  meeting  what  the  City  of 
London   wanted.      The  London   County 
Council,   who   had    introduced   the   Bill 
again,  looked  on  the  Betterment  Clause 
as  one  of    the    most   important  clauses 
brought  before  this  House  in  any  private 
legislation,  and  in  regard  to  it  they  had 
now  got  the  assistance  of  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Manchester,  whose  Bill  down  for 
this  day  contained   the  same  Betterment 
Clause.     He  could    not  doubt  that  the 
House   would    willingly   assent    to   this 
principle  as  it  did  last  year,  and  would 
send  the  Bill  to  the    House  of    Lords, 
which    would    then     have    the    oppor- 
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tunity  of  giving  that  consideration 
to  it  in  Committee  which  they 
and  their  most  trusted  advisers  said 
it  ought  to  have,  and  which  it  would 
have  had  last  year  but  for  the  complete 
misunderstanding  of  the  Bill  by  their 
Lordships  when  it  was  before  them. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said, 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hox- 
ton  (Mr.  Stuart)  would  have  been  noticed 
for  one  peculiarity,  and  that  was  that  it 
contained  no  reason  in  support  of  the 
Betterment  Code  which  was  included  in 
this  Bill ;  the  only  reason  in  support  of 
the  Betterment  Code  in  the  Bill  which 
was  given  was  that  a  similar  clause  was 
in  another  Bill  last  year  which  was 
passed  by  this  House  by,  as  he  admitted, 
a  considerable  majority.  The  merits  of 
the  Betterment  Code  had  never  been 
threshed  out  in  this  House,  and  the  hon. 
Member  omitted  to  state  the  important 
fact  that  when  the  Code  got  to  the  House 
of  Lords  the  House  of  Lords  threw  the 
Bill  out.  The  hon.  Member  might 
attach  no  importance  to  that,  but  he 
thought  the  country  would  attach  im- 
portance to  it,  and  desire  that  there 
should  be  a  dispassionate  discussion. 
Lord  Hobhouse  had  recently  accused  the 
opponents  of  betterment  of  having  never 
given  a  hint  or  a  suggestion  of  any  kind 
as  to  what  should  be  the  method  of 
applying  the  principle.  The  noble  Lord 
told  them  that  they  were  met  by  a  mere 
negation  ;  but  he  could  not  have  paid 
attention  to  the  proceedings  of  three 
Committees  of  that  House,  on  two  of 
which  he  sat.  He  maintained  that  there 
were  means  under  the  existing  law  of 
applying  the  principle  of  bettennent. 
He  was  in  favour  of  the  application  of 
the  principle  under  the  existing  machi- 
nery. The  London  County  Council 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  methods  then 
in  use  for  assessing  the  rates,  but  they 
considered  it  necessary  to  devise  some  new 
system,  and  in  order  to  conceal  as  much  as 
possible  what  they  were  doing  they  in- 
vented the  principle  of  annual  annuities. 
They  did  it  in  a  more  insidious  manner. 
They  provided  that  an  annuity  of  £3  a 
year  should  not  bo  redeemed  or  redeem- 
able in  all  time  except  by  payment  of 
£100  in  cash.  It  was  all  very  well  for 
Lord  Hobhouse  and  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
say  that  the  plan  devised  was  one  which 
should  receive  the  unanimous  support  of 
the   House^    because   it   was  a  plan  by 

Mr,  J,  Stuart 


which  those  who  secured  the  bene 
from  the  working  of  the  Act  would 
the  persons  directly  called  upon  to  c( 
tribute  to  the  expenses  incurred  in  car 
ing  out  the  improvements.  It  was  a 
very  well  to  say  they  had  never  sugges 
any  alternative  plan  to  secure  that  th 
who  got  the  benefit  of  the  improveme 
should  pay  for  them  ;  but  the  existi 
arrangement  under  the  Valuation  Act 
1869  had  been  found  to  work,  on  i 
whole,  very  fairly  ;  it  had  been  in  foi 
now  25  years,  and  every  year  it  m 
revised  by  means  of  supplemental  lis 
He  would  ask  any  gentleman  on  t 
opposite  Bench  who  lived  in  a  fashic 
able  part  of  London  whether  he  vr 
willing  that  his  rent  should  be  increase 
say,  £60  a  year,  and  the  capital  value 
his  house  raised  from  £200  or  £300 
year,  as  now,  to  six  times  that  figu. 
because  the  London  County  Conn 
chose  to  think  that  they  had  a  right 
assess  his  house,  not  at  its  present  vait 
as  now,  but  at  what  they  considers 
would  be  its  value  at  a  future  time.  J 
was  frequently  the  case  that  the  value  o 
a  house  suddenly  disappeared,  and  iz 
such  a  case  he  would  like  to  know  if  the 
annuity  was  to  remain  a  burden  on  the 
property  for  ever  ?  Yet  no  provinon 
had  been  made  for  any  deterioration  w 
the  living  value  of  a  house  during  the 
period  over  which  the  assessment  ex- 
tended. Was  that  a  reasonable,  fair,  or 
just  method  of  levying  a  tax  ?  He  would 
like  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hoxton  that  this  one  clause  contained  n 
sub-clauses,  and  a  number  of  sections,  8C 
that  it  constituted  a  regular  Code  in  it- 
self. Although  this  was  in  one  sense « 
Private  Bill,  in  so  far  as  it  affected  privsto 
taxation,  yet  it  dealt  with  a  matter  o 
general  public  interest,  and  invoIve( 
an  alteration  of  a  great  public  principle 
and  it  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  to  h 
very  inconvenient  that  no  explanatioi 
had  been  given  hon.  Members  of  th 
grounds  upon  which  it  had  been  brough 
forward.  This  way  of  bringing  in  a  Bi 
put  Members  who  wished  to  oppose 
measure  in  a  difficult  position,  as  the 
could  only  meet  the  questions  raised  1 
the  negative,  and  do  their  utmost  tosho^ 
that  in  their  opinion  the  proposed  innon 
tion  was  bad  and  that  the  existinj!^  la^ 
was  good.  He  therefore  need  make  b 
apology  to  the  House  for  entering  int 
those  particulars.     He  had  already  gi^ 
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his  definitioD   of   the  just   principle  of 
betterment.     He  would  apply  it  by  an 
eohanced  rate  while  the  enhanced  value 
of  the  property  continued,  and  no  longer. 
Bat  what  was  the  system  proposed  to  be 
•dopted  ?  First,  the  value  of  the  property 
wii  schedaled  in  the  document  which  the 
London    County    Council    called    ^'the 
iwird,"  Assessment    Committees    fixed 
theimoanty  and  ratepayers  and  individuals 
were  not  allowed  to  go  before  the  County 
CooDcil  itself  to  show  cause  against  the 
award,  but  the  authorities  wore  entitled 
to  say  to  any  ratepayer,  "  Your  property 
will  be  increased  in  value  by  this  improve- 
ment to  the  extent  of  £200,  or  £6  annual 
Viloe,  and  we  put  you  in  the  list  on  that 
assessment."     The  list  actually  became 
the  award,   and   if   the    ratepayer   felt 
i^grieved  the  only  course  open  to  him 
^is  to  resort  to  the  expensive  method  of 
taking  legal  steps  to   have   his   appeal 
tried,  not  before  the  ordinary  tribunals  of 
the  country,   but   before    an   arbitrator. 
Being  compelled  to  go  to  law  in  such  a 
mtter  as  this  was  doubly  serious,  because 
iwt  only    was  the   result   uncertain,   in 
which  case  the  appellant  would  be  saddled 
with  very  heavy  costs,  but  it  was  a  case 
<^f  a  private  individual  having  to  fight  a 
pnhlic  body  who  wereperfectly  irresponsi- 
^for  any  expenses  which  they  incurred. 
Therefore,  the  proposal  of  the  Council 
'iiTolved    a   very    serious    innovation — 
*iKleed  a  violent  innovation    in  the  ac- 
^ted  law.     He  was  well  aware  that  the 
liondon  County  Council  had  no  respect 
^or  Rules  and  Regulations  held  sacred  by 
<^r  grandfathers  ;  but  ho  thought  they 
^ald  show  some  kind  of  respect  to  the 
preeent  laws   relating   to   taxation,  and 
iH>t  bring  in  such  great  innovations  with- 
W  giving   very   good   and    substantial 
fOMons  for  so  doing.    The  second  serious 
Innovation  which  this  House  was  asked 
V)  sanction  was  the  conferring  of  a  power 
^pon  the  London  County  Council  to  alter 
^  incidence  of  taxation  between  owners, 
lessees,  and  occupiers  of  property.     This 
Innovation  was  also  smoothed  over  by  a 
atatement  that  the  tax  would  be  levied 
On  the  landlord  of  the  premises  and  not 
On  the  tenant,  and  that  where  the  house 
Was  not  occupied  by  the  owner  the  Act 
Would  not  apply.     This  was  altogether  a 
false   cry.     The  present  system  was  to 
%8«e8s  the  house  and  the  site  with  everv- 
thing  upon   it,  and  he  maintained  that 
they  rightly  aseeeaed  that  at  its  gross 


value.  But  there  were  generally  three 
persons  interested  in  a  property — the 
owner,  the  lessee,  and  the  occupier,  and 
now  the  assessment  was  divided  between 
the  three  parties  in  such  proportions 
as  they  might  agrree  upon.  But  this  Bill 
proposed  to  do  away  with  the  existing 
freedom  of  arrangement,  and  to  differen- 
tiate between  the  parties.  On  the 
previous  night  he  received  an  intimation 
from  some  of  the  members  of  the  County 
Council  that  they  intended  to  oppose  the 
Instruction  he  had  put  on  the  Paper,  and 
he  was,  therefore,  unable  to  move  it  that 
day.  But  he  trusted  the  Leader  of  the 
House  and  the  Government  generally 
would  support  the  proposal  he  intended 
to  make,  which  was  to  the  effect  that  such 
a  matter  as  this  should  be  brought  in  as 
a  Public  Bill,  and  thoroughly  discussed 
as  a  public  measure.  He  hoped,  also, 
that  the  Government  would  take  steps 
to  have  full  inquiries  made  as  to  whe- 
ther the  facts  that  had  been  put  forward 
were  really  true.  He  wished  to  have 
ascertained  the  effects  of  these  changes^on 
the  exising  law  of  the  country.  The  third 
innovation  consisted  in  a  restricted  area  of 
taxation,  and  the  plan  submitted  by  the 
County  Council  showed  that  while  out- 
side the  lines  of  the  plan  certain  proper- 
ties would  be  bettered,  other  properties 
inside  the  lines  would  not  be  bettered. 
This  would  be  manifestly  a  gross  injus- 
tice, to  be  founded  on  an  arbitrary  de- 
cision in  the  office  of  the  surveyor  to  the 
London  Couutv  Council,  into  the  reasons 
for  which  no  outsider  could  inquire.  So 
far  they  had  never  had  submitted  to 
them  any  reason  for  constituting  this 
restricted  area.  Again,  the  existing 
legal  remedies  were  abolished  by  the  Bill. 
Now  aggrieved  persons  could  go  before 
the  Assessment  Committee,  which  was 
fairly  constituted,  without  counsel,  soli- 
citors, or  surveyors  ;  and  from  this  Com- 
mittee there  was  now  an  appeal  to 
Quarter  Sessions,  which  was  simple  and 
inexpensive.  For  this  generally  equit- 
able tribunal  there  was  to  be  substituted 
a  Judge  selected  on  the  application  of 
the  County  Council  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  persons  appeared 
before  this  tribunal  with  the  peril  facing 
them  of  having,  in  all  probability,  to  pay 
costs.  They  were,  in  fact,  to  lose  the 
benefit  of  the  existing  tribunal  on  which 
they  could  rely.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons, by  two  important  Public  Commit- 


1235 


London  County 


{COMMONS}  CouneU,  ^c,  ^.. 


I 


tees,  Id  1870  and  1889 — a  Committee  od 
the  subje^it  of  Local  Taxation  and  the 
Committee  on  the  Town  Holdings  Act 
of  1882 — reported  that  if  and  when  local 
taxation  was  so  altereil  that  the  immediate 
and  direct  incidence  of  it  fell  not  upon 
the  occupier  as  now,  and  through  him 
upon  the  owner,  but  upon  the  owners 
direct,  representation  must  be  given  to 
the  owners  on  the  bodj  which  spent  the 
monej.  But  no  such  representation  was 
here  vouchsafed.  The  County  Council 
had,  moreover,  abandoned  the  system  of 
recoupment,  the  principle  of  which 
was  the  purchase  of  such  land  as  would 
be  bettered  by  the  proposed  improvement 
in  order  by  re-sale  to  recover  the  cost  of 
the  improvement.  It  was,  however,  ad- 
mitted that  recoupment  had  been  a  loss, 
except  in  two  cases,  one  of  these  being 
the  Northumberland  Avenue,  from  which 
a  large  profit  was  made,  and  the  loss  had 
been  causeil  by  every  man  who  was 
worsened  having  to  be  compensated  be- 
fore he  was  turned  out.  Now,  the  County 
Council  thought  that  they  would  escape 
compensations  for  worsement.  Was 
this  a  just  principle  to  sanction  ? 
The  Council  further  proposed  to  tax 
vacant  laud  and  unproductive  property. 
The  first  principle  of  our  system  of  taxa- 
tion was  that  the  needs  of  the  year,  as 
regarded  local  expenditure,  should  be  met 
out  of  the  income  of  the  year — an  income 
drawn  from  all  properties  within  the  area. 
This  principle  it  was  now  proposed  to 
depart  from,  and  by  saying  they  would 
tax  everything  that  existed,  whether  it 
produced  anything  or  nothing,  they  were 
reverting  to  the  crudest  forms  of  Ameri- 
can taxation.  He  should  not  move  the 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  of  which 
he  had  giveu  notice,  because  it  would 
occupy  the  House  for  another  day  ;  but 
when  the  Government  referred  the  Bill 
to  a  Committee,  he  was  anxious  to  ensure 
that  they  had  a  Report,  aye  or  no,  whe- 
ther the  Betterment  Clause  contained  the 
inequalities  which  had  been  suggested. 
He  wanted  that  in  black  and  white  before 
the  Bill  went  to  the  House  of  Lord8,where 
he  hoped  it  would  be  examined  on  its  mer i  ts. 
He  hoped  the<iBill  would  not  be  referred 
to  a  Hybrid  Committee,  which  was  the 
worst  possible  Committee  for  a  Bill  of  the 
kind,  and  that  the  House  would  support 
the  Instruction  to  the  Committee  which 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper  to  report 
generally  on  the  principle    of   "better- 
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ment,**  and  how  far  and  to  what  extent 
it  interfered  with  our  existing  laws  of 
local  taxation. 

•Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity)  said,  he  was   glad    that  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  initiated  the  discussion 
had    expressed    his     intention    of     not 
dividing  the  House.      His  hon.  Friend 
spoke   on    this    occasion   rather   as   the 
representative  of  ancient  traditions  than 
as  Member  for  the  City,  and  rather  as 
an  individual    than   as   a  Conservativt. 
Not    as    a    Conservative,   because    the 
Manchester     Corporation     proposed     a 
similar  plan  in   a  Bill  which   bore  the 
name  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  ; 
not  as  Member   for    the  City,  because 
more  than  one  meeting  had  been  held  at 
the  rooms  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
where    unanimous    opinions    had    been 
passed  urging  the  great  importance  of^ 
making  the  southern  approaches  to  th^ 
Tower    Bridge.       Indeed,   he    did    no^ 
understand  his  hon.  Friend  to  contest  th^ 
importance  of  the  improvement,  but  onlj^ 
to  object   to   the   single   clause  dealing 
with  betterment.     The  hon.  Member  wL^ 
had  just  sat  down  complained  of  the  refe^r^ 
ence  of  the  Bill  of  last  year  to  a  Hybricj 
Committee.     That  was  not  the  choice  o/ 
the    supporters   of    the   Bill;    and  tbe 
Hybrid  Committee  was  only  agreed  to 
to  conciliate  hon.  Members  opposite  from 
whom  the  suggestion  originated.    The 
hon.  Member  also   complained  that  no 
speech  had  been  made  on  the  introduce 
tion  of  the  Bill.     The  Bill  was  intro- 
duced without  a  word   of  comment  to 
save  the  time  of  the  House,  because  the 
same  discussion  had  already  occupied  the 
House  several  times.     He  believed  that 
the  differences  between  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  supporters  of  the  Bill  arose  partly 
from  the  fact  that  some  hon.  Members  did 
not    quite    understand    what    the    Bill 
effected.     In  a  pamphlet  on  the  subjec' 
the  hon.  Member  said  that  the  are«  ( 
betterment    was    arbitrarily    drawn   1 
lines   on    a   map,   and,   while   includi 
property   which   was   not   bettered,  < 
eluded  property  which   was  very  m 
iKJttered.     From  that  statement  it  m 
be  supposed  that  all  the  property  wf 
the  area  was  to  be  taxed  ;  but  such 
not    the   case.     No   property   coul 
taxed  unless  it  had   been  shown  t' 
was    materially    improved.     The 
Member  further  stated   in  his  }>ai 
that  the  tax  was   imposed,  not  ' 
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ueeruined  iucreued  value,  but  ou  tlie  ' 

Wia   of    the    County    Council's     own 

opiDioa  that  the  property  would   be  im- 

prOTed.   This  was  au  entire  miaappreheii- 

»ioB.    Truly,  uo  claim  would  be  made 

anleu    tbe     Conuty    Council     were   of 

opiuOQ   that    the    property    had     beeu 

improved  ;     but    before    the  tax    uould 

beievied  an  arbitrator,  appointed  by  the 

Local  tioreruiuent  Board,  must  be  satie- 

iei  that  the    claim    was  just.     lu  thie 

■Salter  it  waa  imposetble  to  do  absolute 

jucice ;  tbe  only  thing  to  be  doue  was 

to  urive  at  a  system  which  would  do  the 

Wt  iujustice  all  round.      Under  the  old 

'jstem  half  the  cost  of  improvemeuta  fei) 

on  the  district  and  half  on  the  Metropolis  ; 

*i>d  it  frequently  happened  that  property 

Aot  benefited  at  all  paid  both  the  district 

*Ofl  (he  Metropolitan  rate.      He  could 

Qoibut  feel  that  the  ratepayers  of  London 

^&*)  reasou  for  complaint  against  the  Go- 

'enuneutiurefereuceto  this  question.  The 

vbole  amount  which  this  betterment  tax 

'««  expected  to  raise  was  £5,0(X).     The 

'^pense  of  promoting  the  Bill  before  the 

^oase  last  Sessiou  was  about  £5,000  ; 

o«  expense  of  the  preseut  Bill  would  be 

'Oosiderable ;  and  the  delay  in  opening 

*»«  approaches   to    tbe  Tower   Bridge 

""oold  inflict  great  inconvenience  on  the 

^'Wrde  of  South  London,      If  the  Goveru- 


^o  qaestion  last  year  all  this  extra 
P^Qie  would  have  been  saved  and  tli 
Bill  would  have  been  passed  a  yee 
■*>oner.  Tbe  uoreasoning  animosity  of 
U>«  Government  against  tbe  House  of 
''Ords  had  inflicted  this  additional 
P^iue  on  Loudon  and  entailed  great  loss  and 
"iconTenience  on  trade  and  commerce. 
*^B.  COHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said, 
^t  while  absolutely  agreeing  to  tbe  Uet 
observations  which  fell  from  the  right 
''Uo.  Member  for  Loudon  University,  hi 
'bonld  like  to  point  out  to  the  House 
^t  he  thought  bis  right  hou.  Friend 
"■kler  a  misapprehension  wbeu  he  said 
^t  all  that  was  to  be  doue  was  to  satisfy 
^e  Local  Government  Board 
^Uily  of  tbe  increased  assessment  that 
**4  proposed  to  be  placed  on  certain 
Pt^perty.  If  hou.  Members  would  refer 
}f^  the  Bdl  tliey  would  observe  that  the 
J-ocal  Govemment  Board  never  iuter- 
'**'«d  in  any  way  whatever.  The  Local 
^overumeut  Board  bad,  iudeed,  to 
appoint  an    Inspector,    who   was    to  bf 
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!tatisfied  with  the  increase  in  tbe  ' 
of  the  property  proposed  to  be  taxed ; 
but  that  procedure  was  only  resorted  to 
hen  some  intrepid,  wealthy,  and  public- 
^lirited  individual  ventured  into  the  arena 
to  ligUt  the  London  Couuty  Council  with 
own  money,  while  the  County 
iicil  fought  with  the  money  of  the 
ratepayers.  In  the  House  or  elsewhere 
he  had  never  neglected  an  opportunity  of 
advocating  the  principle  of  betterment — 
principle  which  he  thought  would  have 
more  quickly  and  more  efficiently  be^ 
come  law  if  those  in  authority  in  the 
London  County  Council  who  were  pro- 
moting this  Bill  had  not  for  four  years 
wasted  thousands  of  pounds  of  the  rate- 
payers in  the  at  last  successfu!  etTort  to 
lie  £5,000.  If,  instead  of  that,  they 
bad  put  pressuie  on  the  Government  to 
assent  to  the  principle,  it  would  have  done 
away  with  controversy,  it  would  have 
secured  an  automatic  opeiation  of  the 
principle,  which  his  hon.  Friends  and 
Colleagues  opposite  professed  to  advocate, 
though  their  action  must  in  the  minds  of 
impartial  persons,  and  certainly  in  the 
minds  of  the  suffering  ratepayers,  throw 
doubt  on  the  genuineness  of  their  views. 

Mk.  THORNTON  (Clapham)  said, 
he  would  like  to  point  out  that  in  the 
Hybrid  Committee  the  Betterment  Clause 
was  carried  only  by  one  vote,  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Fife,  who  had 
stated  he  had  been  able  to  lind  oat  all  the 
arguments  on  the  question  from  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee,  and  therefore  did 
not  think  it  worth  while  to  bo  present  at 
the  discussions.  He  ventured  to  think 
the  Londou  Couuty  Council  hod  made  a 
mistake  in  ignoring  expert  individual 
opinion  on  the  (juestiou  such  as  that  of 
Sir  Whittaker  KUis. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

Mk.  KIMBER  :  With  regard  to  the 
Instruction  which  has  been  placed  on 
the  Paper  by  me,  I  do  not  know  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  intend  to 
oppose  it. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  :  Yes.  Sir ;  we 
oppose  tbe  entire  InBtruclioi]. 

Mk.  KIMBER  :  I  am  not  going  to 
subject  the  House  to  a  second  Debate  on 
this    question    to-morrow  ;  but    perhaps 
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the  GoverDmeot  may  suggest  some 
means  for  the  elucidation  of  this  subject. 
The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevke,  Bradford,  Central)  :  The  Go- 
vernment cannot  accept  this  Instruction, 
because  it  proposes  that  the  Committee 
should  go  into  all  questions  which  were 
thoroughly  investigated  by  a  Committee 
appointed  for  the  purpose  three  years 
ago.  I  was  myself  a  Member  of  that 
Committee ;  we  went  most  carefully 
into  the  question,  and  though  we  did  not 
report  at  length  we  came  to  a  conclusion 
in  the  matter.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  Government  cannot  allow  this  In- 
struction to  pass. 

POLICE  AND  SANITARY  REGULATIONS. 
APPOINTMENT    OF    A    C03IMITTEE. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  the  home  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  George  Russell,  North 
Beds.)  :  I  understand  that  last  week  an 
arrangement  was  arrived  at  between  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Islington  and  Her 
Majesty ^s  Government  that  the  Motion 
for  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Committee 
should  be  moved  in  the  terms  in  which 
it  stands  on  the  Paper.  I  have  only  to 
observe  that  we  fully  agree  with  the 
view  of  the  Association  of  Municipal 
Corporations  that  Standing  Orders  150 
and  173*  are  alreatly  applicable  and  the 
Government  will  not  move  an  Instruc- 
tion.    1  beg  to  move — 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Committee  of  Selection  do  appoint 
a  Committee,  not  exceeding  Nine  Members,  to 
whom  shall  be  committed  all  Private  Bills  pro- 
moted by  Municipal  and  other  Local  Authorities, 
by  which  it  is  proposed  to  create  powers  re- 
lating to  Police  and  Sanitaiy  Regulations  which 
deviate  from,  or  arc  in  extension  of,  or  are 
repugnant  to,  the  General  Law. 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for 
persons,  pai)ers,  and  records. 

That  Five  be  the  quonim  of  the  Committee." 
— (J/r.  George  liusttell.) 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
that  as  some  exception  bad  been  taken  by 
Municipalities  to  the  action  of  the  Police 
and  Sanitary  Committee  in  excising  and 
restricting  certain  of  their  Bills,  he  had 
feared  it  might  have  been  necessary  for  him 
to  oppose  the  Motion.  No  doubt  the  Com- 
mittee had  besn  controlled  to  a  large 
extent  by  a  special  Instruction  which  had 
been  passed  by  the  House  previously  for 
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their  guidance,  with  the  result  that  it 
operation  in  the  last  two  or  three  year 
had  been  undoubtedly  of  a  character  t 
produce  what  was  felt  to  be  a  to 
centralising  spirit  on  the  part  of  the  Dc 
partment  in  dealing  with  the  local  Privat 
Bills  of  Corporations.  However,  th 
matter  had  been  met  in  a  very  cordii 
and  generous  spirit  by  the  Local  Govern 
ment  Board,  the  Under  Secretary  o 
which  had  seen  him,  and  done  his  bestt 
meet  the  Corporations'  wishes  ;  and  there 
fore  he  would  not  divide  the  House  on  th 
subject  this  Session.  He  would  only  ex 
press  the  hope  that  in  the  coming  year  th 
Committee,  unfettered  by  an  Instructio 
and  with  a  greater  representation  of  tb 
Municipalities  on  it,  might  allow  mor 
liberty  to  that  spirit  of  local  legislatio 
which  had  been  the  chief  means  of  build 
ing  up  the  statutes  of  local  government 
such  as  the  Public  Health  Act  and  othen 
In  that  hope  he  assented  most  readil 
to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  W.  LONG  (Liverpool,  Wea 
Derby)  said,  that  as  he  had  been  Chaii 
man  of  this  Committee  during  the  las 
Session  of  Parliament,  he  might  b 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words  on  the  MotioD 
He  regretted  that  his  hon.  Friend  th« 
Member  for  Islington  had  not  thought  fi 
to  promulgate  more  definitely  the  charge 
he  desired' to  bring  against  the  Committer 
because  he  questioned  whether  it  woil 
be  possible  for  his  hon.  Friend  to  establis 
the  central  charge  he  had  advanced— 
namely,  that  the  Committee  ba 
been  governed  by  a  Departmental 
feeling  of  centralisation,  and  had  beei 
narrowly  controlled  by  the  Instruction  ol 
the  House.  Of  course,  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  say  who  would  compose  the 
Committee  in  the  future,  or  who  wouM 
be  Chairman  of  it,  and  he  did  not  kuow 
whether  notice  would  be  taken  of  the 
suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  that  there 
should  be  a  larger  representation  of  Mem- 
bers representing  Municipalities  on  the 
Committee  ;  but  he  ventured  to  point 
out  this  simple  fact  in  connection  with 
the  previous  Instruction — that  all  the 
House  of  Commons  had  done  hitherto, 
and  all  the  Committee  did  last  Session, 
was  to  decline  to  allow  any  change?  «n 
the  law  to  be  effected  in  cases  where  the 
existing  Statutes  had  been  recentlj 
passed.  Undoubtedly,  it  would  w  • 
serious   thing   if  the  Debate   had  been 
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Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Gr«en. 
N.E.)  thought  the  Committee  sbould 
Iiare  acceaa,  more  than  hitherto,  to  the 
Reports  made  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  with  regard  to  these  particular 
measures  when  they  dealt  with  the  law  as 
it  existed.  In  fact,  he  thought  all  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  ought  to  have  ao 
difficulty  whatever  id  getting  access  to 
such  ReportE. 

•SiE  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  said, 
that  «e  be  had  been  for  six  years  a 
Member  of  the  Sanitary  and  Police  Com- 
mittee, be  might  be  permitted  to  say  a, 
few  words  on  the  Motiou.  His  hoD. 
Friend  had  made  some  reference  to  what 
was  known  as  the  adoptive  Acts.  Those 
Acts  hod  been  passed  because  in  their 
absence  tbe  labours  of  the  Police  and 
Sanitary  Committee  had  become  almost 
crashing.  The  subject-matter  of  many 
of  those  adoptive  Acta  came  before  tbe 
Committee  in  a  most  perfect  form  ;  every 
one  of  their  clauses  had  been  fully 
discussed ;  and  the  body  of  adoptive 
Acts  presented  tbe  result  of  the  most 
careful  consideration  in  such  a  form  that 
any  Local  Authority  might  adopt  one 
or  all  of  those  Acts,  aud  have  tbe  ad- 
vantage of  that  body  of  legisSation.  He 
was  sure  it  would  be  a  great  injury  to 
Public  Health  Bills  if  the  whole  subject 
were  thowii  again,  as  during  former  years, 
in  a  confused  shape  before  the  Committee. 
He  was  sure  that  legislation  would  be 
less  satisfactory  than  at  this  momcnt,and 
that  the  duties  of  the  Committee  would 
become  so  formidable  that  no  Com- 
mittee could  possibly  undertake  them. 
He  hoped  the  Police  aud  Sanitay  Com- 
mittee would  act  in  a  thoroughly  indepen- 
dent spirit.  It  was  their  duty  to  stand  be- 
tweeu  the  Departments  and  the  public 
and  to  investigate  tbe  recommendations 
of  those  who  appeared  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Sometimes  they  must  decide  id 
favour  of  the  promoters,  sometimes  in 
favour  of  llic  objectors,  and  sometimes  id 
favour  of  the  Departments,  but  they 
sbould  proceed  from  first  to  last  in  a 
judicial  spirit  aud,  guided  by  the  argu- 
ments, decide  according  to  the  facts  as 
they  arose.  He  believed  good  work 
would  continue  to  be  done  by  the  Com- 
mittee if  the  adoptive  Acts  were  not 
interfered  with,  but  if  they  were  private 
legislation  would  sink  into  cbaos. 


allowed  to  pass  without  a  single   word 
\)eiDg  said  against  tbe  impression  which 
had  been  conveyed  to  the  House,  that 
beeanse  the  Instruction  moved  last  year 
and  lbs  year  before  was  not  moved  this 
year,  thOTefore  the  Committee,  however 
conposed,  was  to  understand  that  it  was 
not  to  be  governed  by  that  Instructioo, 
Be  did  not  know  whether  his  hon.  Friend 
tbe  Member  for  Islington  had  actually  in 
mind  what  the  Instruction  was  ;    but  be 
venUued  to  repudiate  the  idea  that  there 
lud  been  on  the  part  of  the  Committee 
uy  attempt    at   centralisatioa,    or  any 
inclination  to  give  into  the  ropreseuta- 
tioiu  or  recommendation B  of  Government 
Daptrtments.     He  could  show    that   on 
muy  occasions  the  Committee  did  give 
■penal  powers  to  the  Local  Authorities, 
'hen  Ihey  were  able  to  show  that  their 
Wl  circumstances  made    it  absolutely 
Mceesary  that  there  should  be  some  smalt 
duQges  in  tbe  existing   law  ;    but  the 
Boose  would  agree  that  it  would  be  in- 
tolerable if  a  small  Committee  sitting  up- 
Mairs  were  to  allow  the  law  to  be  extended, 
OQTtailed,  or  materially  altered,  when  tbe 
Qooee  as  a  whole  had  within  tbe  four  or 
five  years  dealt  with  the  identical  sub- 
ject in  a  comprehensive   way,  aud  had 
declared    what    tbe    intentions    of    tbe 
L^islatnre  were  on  that  subject.      To 
&Uow    anything    like    that     would     be 
throwing  on  a  small  Committee  a  very 
gnat  uud  serious  responsibility  ;  and  he, 
lor  one,  would    feel    himself  absolutely 
Viable    to     serve    on     the    Committee 
if  it  had  to  accept  that  very  onerous 
Usk,    which   properly   belonged  to   the 
BoDse,   and  of  which  tbe  House  could 
;    Hot  divest  itself.     He  thought  it  bis  duly 
*»  uy  so  much,  because  if  it  were  hie 
twtiiDe   to  be  on  tbe  Committee  again 
tltit  year  be   sboald    not  like  bis  hon. 
friend  to   think   that,   because  he    had 
■Uowed  tbe  matter  to  pass  in  silence,  be 
W  ictgniesced  in  tbe  suggestion  that  the 
MtioD  of  the  House  in  not  moving  an 
'utmction  relieved  the  Committee  from 
B)e  course    it  had  taken  up  last   year, 
■iiicb    was    supported    by  every  Com- 
Otttee,  and  was  not  desirable  in  the  in- 
'*6«U  of  well-conducted  legislation.     He 
*<Hild,  however,  suggest  that  the  quorum 
« reduced  from  five  to  three,  as  on  some 
Mcuions  there  had   been  a  delay   and 
"■MOTenience  oaused  to  witnesses  through 
'be  failure   of  the  requirbd    number  of 
Members  turning  up  early. 


1243 


Occasional 


{COMMONS} 


Licences. 


124 


Mb.  WHITELEY  (Stockport)  said,] 
that  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Forest  of  Dean  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Islington  he  had 
been  requested  by  the  Association  of 
Municipal  Corporations  to  support  their 
complaint  on  this  point.  He  could 
assure  the  House  that  great  injury  and 
injustice  had  been  done  the  Municipalities 
by  the  manner  in  which  their  Bills  had 
been  mutilated  by  the  Police  and  Sani- 
tary Committee.  He  ventured  to  hope 
that  that  would  not  occur  again.  It 
was  local  action  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Long)  had 
referred  to  on  the  part  of  the  Municipal 
Corporations  of  the  Kingdom  which  had 
resulted  in  the  building  up  of  the 
Statutes. 

Mr.  W.  long  (interrupting)  said,  he 
had  referred  to  proposals  to  deal  with 
subjects  which  had  been  dealt  with  by 
Parliament  within  the  past  three  or  four 
years.  The  hon.  Member's  statement 
was  based  on  existing  Acts  of  Parliament 
passed  before  the  general  law  was  laid 
down.  It  did  not  refer  to  recent  Acts — 
those  of.  1889  and  1892. 

Mr.  WHITELEY  said,  they  were  the 
re-enactments  and  consolidation  of  the 
existing  law. 

Mr.  W.  long  :  No,  no. 

Mr.  WHITELEY  said,  that  at  any 
rate  he  ventured  to  hope  that  Municipal 
Corporations  would  not  have  this  injury 
done  to  them  during  the  present  Session. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  said,  that 
objection  had  been  made  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  not  access  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  Reports.  The  Local 
Government  Board  would  have  no 
objection  to  the  Sanitary  and  Police 
Committee  having  access  to  these 
Reports. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

0  UE  S  TIO  NS  . 


UNDER  THE  WHITE  ENSIGN. 
Mr.  MUNTZ  (Warwickshire,  Tam- 
worth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  whether,  as  a  general 
rule,  the  wearing  of  the  white  ensign  is 
reserved  to  Her  Majesty's  ships  alone,  or 
whether  the  Admiralty  are  in  the  habit 
of  granting  warrants  to  private  persons 
authorising   them    to    wear    the    white 


ensign  on  private  ships  ;  whether  snc 
warrant  are  personal  to  those  to  whoi 
they  are  granted,  and  whether  the 
authorise  the  wearing  of  the  white  ensig 
by  the  ship  in  the  absence  therefrom  < 
the  person  named  in  the  warrant ;  wh( 
ther  these  warrants  are  granted  to  sue 
persons  on  account  of  their  personal  pos 
tion  or  public  services  ;  or,  if  not,  on  whj 
other  grounds  ;  whether  they  are  ev< 
granted  to  other  persons  than  Britis 
subjects ;  whether  any  misapprehensio 
or  inconvenience  has  arisen  at  the  Da: 
danelles  or  elsewhere  abroad  through  tl: 
wearing  of  the  white  ensign  by  prival 
ships  causing  them  to  be  taken  for  Britis 
men  of  war  ;  and  whether  the  Admirait 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  refrainiDj 
henceforth  from  issuing  warrants  U 
private  persons  to  wear  the  white  ensigii. 
and  of  withdrawing  those  wamintt 
already  issued  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttlewobth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  The  white  ensign 
is,   as   a  general  rule,  reserved  for  Her 
Majesty^s  ships,  and    warrants  are  not 
granted  to  private  persons.     The  excep- 
tional  privilege   enjoyed   by  the  Bojil 
Yacht  Squadron  was  conferred  on  that 
Club  in  1829  by  a  general  warrant,  and 
a  personal  warrant    is   issued  to  each 
yacht  owner  in  the  Club  who  is  a  Briti«h 
subject  for  his  convenience  ;  this  wairaat 
neither  authorises  nor  forbids  the  wearing 
of  the  white  ensign  when  the  owner  tf 
not  on  board.     As  a   special  case,  th€ 
German  Emperor  was  granted  a  warrant 
in  July,  1891,  as  owner  of  a  yacht  in  the 
Royal  Yacht  Squadron.     In  1883  Lord 
Annesley's  yacht,  the   Seabird^  was  de- 
tained by  the  Turkish  Authorities  attlM 
Dardanelles    consequent  on  her  wearinj 
the     white     ensign,      Lord     Anneslej 
being    a  member   of  the   Royal  Tach 
Squadron.     On  account  of  this,  all  yach 
owners  were  warned    that   should  the] 
wish  to  pass  the  Dardanelles  under  tl» 
white   or  blue   ensigns   they  must  firt 
obtain  an  Imperial  Irad6,  otherwise  the; 
were  recommended  to  wear  the  plain  re 
ensign.     There  is  no  intention  of  taldni 
action  in  the  sense  suggested  by  the  fin* 
paragraph  of  the  question. 

OCCASIONAL  LICBNCB8. 
Sib    W.     LAWSON     (CumberlaD^ 
Cockermouth)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secr» 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart»«»' 
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whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Dover 
Magistrates  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
grftnting  occasional  licences  for  the 
sale  of  liquor  and  permitting  such  sale 
after  10  p.m.  on  occasions  other  than  a 
public  dinner  or  ball  ;  and  that,  on  a 
recent  occasion,  such  an  occasional  licence 
hiyiog  been  granted  for  a  smoking  con- 
cert, the  local  Inland  Revenue  authority 
took  exception  to  the  sale  after  10  o'clock 
p.m.,  as  being  contrary  to  the  Acts  of 
Parliament ;  and,  on  communication  with 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue,  was  in- 
strocted  not  to  interfere  but  to  fill  up  the 
licenee  in  accordance  with  the  Justices* 
eonseat ;  and,  if  the  facts  be  as  above 
itated,  whether  he  proposes  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
tHi  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  By  the  Act  26  & 
27  Vict.,  c.  33,  s.  20,  a  person  having 
obtained  an  occasional  licence  is  per- 
nitted  to  sell  excisable  articles  at  any 
*  poblic  dinner  or  ball  during  such  hours  as 
iliall  be  allowed  and  specified  in  the  con- 
Wit  given  by  the  Justice  of  the  Peace 
br  the  granting  of  such  occasional  licence. 
The  Commissioners  of  Inland  Revenue, 
acting  in  the  spirit  of  this  section,  ex- 
tOMl  this  privilege  to  the  holder  of  an 
occasional  licence  for  any  other  form  of 
CDtertainment  or  amusement  upon  the 
production  of  a  Justice's  consent  specify- 
ing the  hours  within  which  it  is  desired 
to  sell  excisable  articles.  But  I  would 
suggest  that  this  is  a  matter  afiec ting  the 
Treasury  rather  than  the  Home  Office. 

TITHE  TROUBLES  IN  SOUTH  WALES. 
Mr.  GRIFFITH  -  BOSCAWEN 
(Kent,  Tunbridge)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  disorderly  scenes  which 
liave  recently  been  taking  place  in  con- 
nection with  the  collection  of  tithe  rent- 
charge  in  Cardiganshire  and  in  other 
Crts  of  South  Wales  ;  whether  Mr. 
►bert  Lewis,  the  County  Court  bailiff, 
^^  seriously  assaulted  on  the  14th  of 
wch  at  Ffynonfadog,  in  the  parish  of 
Pembryn,  when  attempting  to  collect 
tithe,  and  whether  any  arrests  have  been 
*ade  in  connection  with  this  outrage  ; 
^ill  he  explain  why  the  police  force  pro- 
log Lewis  was  suddenly  withdrawn 
^Q  the  18th  of  March,  although  the 
^hief  Constable  had  undertaken  to  pro- 


vide a  force  until  the  23rd,  and  also  the 
number  of  orders  of  the  Newcastle- 
Emlyn  County  Court  for  tithe  rent-charge 
which  are  now  unexecuted  ;  whether  he 
i4  aware  that  a  series  of  night  attacks 
have  been  made  on  the  vicarage  of 
Llanfyhangel  Rhosycorn,  in  the  course  of 
which  a  valuable  horse  belonging  to  the 
vicar  has  been  cruelly  mutilated;  whether 
any  arrests  have  been  made  in  connection 
with  this  outrage  ;  and  what  steps  he 
proposes  to  take  to  restore  law  and  order 
to  this  part  of  the  country  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH:  I  have  received 
Reports  from  time  to  time  on  the  dis- 
orderly proceedings  in  connection  with 
the  collection  of  tithe  rent-charge  in 
Cardiganshire  and  other  parts  of  South 
Wales.  Mr.  Robert  Lewis,  County 
Court  bailiff,  was  twice  assaulted,  but, 
as  I  am  informed,  not  seriously,  on 
March  14  at  Ffynonfadog  while  attempt- 
ing to  collect  tithe.  The  assailants 
were  well  known  to  the  police,  who 
thought  it  more  advisable  not  to  arrest 
them,  but  to  proceed  by  summons.  It  is 
true  that  a  verbal  arrangement  had  been 
made  with  the  bailiff  for  the  continuance 
of  police  protection  until  March  22^  but 
it  was  found  necessary  to  withdraw  the 
protection  temporarily  after  the  17th, 
after  due  notice  had  been  given,  as  appli- 
cations had  been  received  for  protection 
from  the  bailiffs  of  another  County  Court, 
and  the  presence  of  an  unusual  number  of 
police  was  required  in  another  part  of 
the  county.  The  Chief  Constable  will 
shortly  be  again  in  a  position  to  give 
assistance  if  required.  There  are,  I  am 
informed,  118  unexecuted  orders  for 
distress,  and  87  orders  under  Sub-section 
3  of  Section  2  of  the  Tithe  Act,  1891.  I 
am  informed  that  on  four  separate  occa- 
sions damage  was  done  by  parties  of 
men  in  the  stables  of  the  vicarage  named, 
including  the  cutting  of  the  hair  from  the 
tail  of  a  horse  ;  and  although  no  arrests 
have  yet  been  made,  the  offenders 
are  believed  to  be  known,  and  it  is 
hoped  will  shortly  be  brought  to 
justice.  I  understand  that  the  village 
named  is  in  Carmarthenshire,  not  in 
Cardiganshire ;  and  I  am  further 
informed  that  these  outrages  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  collection  of  tithe 
rent-charge ;  and  the  vicarage  is  now 
protected.  I  have  given  a  good  deal  of 
time  and  attention  to  the  state  of  things 
in  this  county,  and  have  endeavoured  by 
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personal  iuterviews  with  the  different 
authorities  concerned  to  bring  about  a 
more  harmonious  and  effective  co-opera- 
tion between  them.  I  gather  from  the 
latest  Reports  that  there  has  been  sub- 
stantial improvement  in  the  facilitv  with 
which  the  law  is  executed.  The  main 
difficulty  lies,  as  I  have  often  pointed 
out,  in  the  defective  character  of  the 
remedy  which  the  Act  of  Parliament 
provides. 

Dr.  GRIGSBY. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  Report  of  the  examina- 
tion of  the  Directors  of  the  Solicitors 
Government  Trust  Company  by  the 
Official  Receiver  on  19th  February  ;  and 
whether  Dr.  Grigsby  is  to  resume  his 
duties  as  Judge  in  Cyprus  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  carefully  con- 
sidered Dr.  Grigsby *s  case ;  and,  on  a 
review  of  all  the  circumstances  before 
him,  he  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that 
Dr.  Grigsby  should  be  allowed  to  resume 
his  duties. 

COMPULSORY  RETIREMENT  IN  QUEEN'S 

COLLEGES. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether,  in  view  of  certain  legal  difficul- 
ties in  the  interpretation  of  the  Order  in 
Council  prescribing  compulsory  retire- 
ment at  65,  it  has  been  decided  to  apply 
the  principle  of  the  Order  to  the  Queen^s 
Colleges  and  Queen's  Letters  ;  whether 
all  officials  now  in  office  have  been 
exempted  from  the  operation  of  the 
Queen's  Letters  ;  will  he  explain  why 
this  exemption  has  been  made,  seeing 
that  it  is  in  direct  conflict  with  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Royal  Qommission, 
which  states  that  compulsory  retirement 
at  a  specified  age  is  absolutely  necessary  ; 
with  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of 
Public  Accounts,  which  states  that  such 
a  Rule  is  absolutely  necessary  in  the 
case  of  the  Queen's  Colleges  ;  and  with 
the  opinion  of  the  Treasury  expressed  in 
1891,  and  then  concurred  in  by  the  Lord- 
Lieutenant,  that  the  Rule  should  be 
applied  to  the  Cplleges ;  and  whether 
payments   out  of   Parliamentary    Votes 

Mr,  Asguilh 


have  been,   or   will   be,   made  to  thoi 
officials  disqualified  by  age  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREI 
SURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert,  Oldham) 
The  Government  are  anxious  to  prevei 
the  Presidents  fand  Professors  of  tl 
Queen's  Colleges  from  continuing  t 
hold  office  after  they  have  become  b 
age  or  infirmity  less  competent  for  tl 
performance  of  their  important  and  n 
sponsible  duties.  The  Law  Officers  ( 
the  Crown  in  Ireland  have,  howeve 
advised  that  the  Presidents  and  Professoi 
are  not  within  the  terms  of  the  Order  i 
Council  of  August  15,  1890,  and  tbf 
the  retirement  of  the  present  holders  o 
the  ground  of  age,  or  the  discontinuanc 
of  payments  from  the  lYote  of  Parlia 
ment  to  which  they  are  entitled,  cannQ 
be  enforced  under  the  terms  of  the  Orde' 
As  regards  the  future,  the  Irish  Goverc 
ment  has  undertaken  to  make  it  a  coi 
dition  of  appointment  in  every  case  thi 
the  appointee  shall  retire  at  the  age  c 
65,  with  an  extension  of  not  more  thm 
five  years  in  any  case  in  which  the  Tres 
sury  is  satisfied  that  an  earlier  retiremeoi 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
the  Public  Service. 

THE  NAVAL  RESERVE. 

Mr.  COCHRANE  (Ayrshire,  N.) :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  Her  Majesty's  ships  Superb  tvA 
Galatea  have  now  returned  from  their 
cruise  to  Shetland  for  the  purpose  of 
training  the  Naval  Reserve  there  ;  wh»t 
number  of  men  of  the  Naval  Reserve 
have  undergone  the  course  of  training 
in  each  of  these  ships  respectively ;  and 
what  has  been  the  cost  to  the  conntiyoi 
sending  these  ships  on  this  duty  ? 

SirU.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
These  ships  have  not  visited  Shetlmd. 
The  Galatea  has  returned  from  Lerwick, 
and  the  Superb  from  Stornoway.  Onlj 
four  men  of  the  Naval  Reserve  haT( 
undergone  the  course  of  training  in  tlM 
Galatea,  and  none  in  the  Superb.  Tbii 
is  the  first  year  of  an  experiment  ne« 
to  the  men.  Unfortunately,  the  seawi 
turned  out  to  be  inopportune,  and  tbi 
inducements  ofiTered  seem  not  to  bav( 
been  considered  sufficient  to  make  tlM 
men  volunteer.  This  eery  ice  has  enUiios 
no  additional  expense  to  the  countr/i 
the  cost  of  the  fuel  expended  bein^ 
covered  by  the  amount  provided  in  tb« 
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ACCIDENTS  TO  BAILWAY  SERVANTS. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
*£.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
Boud  of  Ttade  whether  he  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  requiring  Railway 
Companies,  in  malting  Returns  of  acci- 
dents to  railway  serrants  under  Section  6 
ol  the  Act  of  1871,  to  state  whether  an 
injury  arising  from  an  accident  is  of  a 
temporary  or  permanent  character  ;  and 
wbether,  in  the  latter  case,  he  will  in 
fnlDie  direct  Railway  Companies  to  send 
is,  after  a  suitable  interval,  further 
BttoniB  showing  the  then  condition  of 
tbeinjnred  railway  servant,  and  stating 
•lather  the  injury  has  resulted  in  per- 
■uent  disablement  ? 

The  president  or  the  BOARD 
wTBADE  (Mr.  Mondella,  Sheffield, 
^htside) ;  I  have  appointod  a  Com- 
^ttee  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
Accident  Returns,  and  the  points  raised 
If  my  hot).  Friend  shall  receive  the  con- 
^^tion  of  that  Committee. 

THK  TBLEGRIPH  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bo*) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
^eral  whether  he  expects  to  receive 
Ae  Beport  of  the  Departmental  Com- 
Bitlse  upon  the  working  of  the  Tele- 
P^h  Department  at  an  early  date  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Ur.  A.  MoKL£Y,  Nottingham,  E.) :  The 
9°°''''''''^  '  ^'''  informed,  are  now  con- 
■■dsriiig  their  Report,  and  I  have  reason 
to  believe  that  it  will  be  in  my  hands  in 
ffew  weeks.  I  ought  to  add,  however, 
|nt  the  Committee,  which  was  mainly 
[■"ended  to  inquire  into  the  possibility  of 
"itnidacing  economy  into  the  Service,  will 
fffort  for  the  information  and  guidance 
^  the  Department,  and  it  is  not  conse- 
l*ntly  certain  that  their  Report  will  be 
*e  which  can  properly  be  laid  before 
ivliiment. 

PlSBKNOEB   FARES   ON   THE  LONDON, 

BRIGHTON,     AND     SOUTH      COABT 

RAILWAY. 

Mr.    BENN     (Tower    Hamlets,    St. 

fi«orgo'B)  ;    I  bog  to  ask  the  President 

«  the  Board  of   Trade   whether  he  is 

**ara  that  the  London,  Brighton,  and 

^th   Cout  Railway  Company's  ordi- 

^*fj  first  aod  aeooiw- class  passenger 
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lile  by  the 
Act  (Local  and  Personal)  of  1868,  c. 
134  ;  that  these  maxima  are  higher  than 
those  of  the  London  and  North-Western 
Railway  Company  and  many  other 
Companies  ;  that  the  Corap<iny  runs 
more  trains  without  third'class  carriages 
attached  than  all  the  other  railways  of 
England  put  together  ;  and  that  com- 
petition with  the  South  Eastern  Rail- 
way Company  is  precluded  by  an  agree- 
ment sanctioned  by  the  Act  of  1890,  c. 
39  ;  and  whether  he  will  undertake  to 
introduce  a  clause  in  the  Company's  Bill 
now  before  Parliament  which  shall  pro- 
vide for  a  return  to  the  Company's  former 
passenger  maxima,  and  also  for  the 
carriage  of  third-class  passengers  by  att 
the  Company's  trains  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  not  received  complaints  as 
to  the  manner  in  which  the  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway 
manage  their  passenger  traffic.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  introduce  a  clause  into 
a  Bill  of  a  particular  Company  to  repeal 
faifs  which  have  already  received  the 
sanction  of  Parliament.  To  compel  this 
Company  to  carry  third-class  passengers 
by  all  trains  would  impair  the  facilities, 
both  as  to  expedition  and  cost,  aSonled 
by  the  Company  to  the  public. 

ANTHRAX. 

Mr.  FELLOWES  (Hunts,  Ramsey)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Botu^ 
of  Agriculture  whether  the  recommenda- 
tion made  by  the  Central  Chamber  of 
Agriculture  last  November,  and  by 
other  Agricultural  Bodies,  that  Local 
Authorities  should  Iw  empowered,  in  the 
case  of  the  death  of  an  animal  from 
anthrax,  to  award  to  the  owner  the 
market  value  of  the  carcase  (not  to 
exceed  £1),  has  been  adopted ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  will  state  the  objection, 
if  any,  to  its  adoption  as  a  means  of 
securing  early  notice  of  outbreaks  of  the 
disease  P  At  the  same  time,  I  may  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in 
view  of  the  greatly-increased  prevalence 
of  anthrax  and  the  serious  consequences 
of  the  disease  not  only  to  Hve  stock,  but 

some  cases  to  human  beings  also,  ho  is 
prepared  to  appoint  a  Departmental 
Committoe  to  consider  bow  far  it  is  pos- 
sible to  adopt  further  measures  for  its 
prevention  ? 
3  E 
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The  PKESIDENT  op  the  BOARD 
OF  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gabd- 
NER,  Essex,  Saffron  Walden)  :  The  re- 
commeBdation  to  which  the  hoD«  Mem- 
ber refers  could  not  be  carried  out  with- 
out legislation  ;  but,  in  any  case,  I  do  not 
think  its  adoption  would  be  of  any 
material  assistance  in  preventing  the 
spreading  of  disease.  I  cannot  con- 
veniently state  the  objections  to  the  pro- 
posal within  the  limits  of  an  answer  to  a 
question  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
communicate  with  me  personally  I  shall 
be  happy  to  explain  them  to  him,  and  I 
may  also  refer  him  to  the  letter  I  addressed 
to  the  Central  Chamber  of  Agriculture  on 
the  subject  on  the  22nd  of  November  last. 
With  regard  to  the  suggestion  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee, which  the  hon.  Member  makes  in 
a  separate  question  on  the  subject,  I 
shall  be  happy  to  consider  whether  such 
an  inquiry  would  be  of  advantage  ;  but 
I  wish,  in  the  first  instance,  to  be  in 
possession  of  certain  Reports  for  which 
I  have  called  respecting  the  feasibility 
of  inoculation  for  anthrax,  and  as  to  the 
measures  adopted  in  foreign  countries  to 
prevent  the  spreading  of  the  disease. 

CLASSIFICATION  IN  THE  DOCKYARDS. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  he  will 
state  whether  the  system  of  classiiicatiou 
has  been  abolished  in  Her  Majesty^s 
Dockyards  ? 

The  civil  LORD  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Dundee) 
(who  replied)  said  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  refer  to  page  5  of  Parliamentary 
Paper,  429,  he  will  find  a  list  of  the 
trades  in  which  classification  has  been 
abolished 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN: 

Then,  is  the   annouDcement    which  has 
appeared  in  the  papers  incorrect  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON:  No  fresh 
additions  have  been  made  since  last  year. 

BANDS  IN  THE  ROYAL  PARKS. 
Mr.  AIRD  (Paddington,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
if  arrangements  can  be  made  for  bands 
to  play  in  the  Royal  Parks,  similar  to 
the  arrangements  made  by  the  County 
Council  in  the  Parks  under  their  control, 
on  Saturday  afternoons  and  on  general 
holidays  ? 


The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  o 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leedi 
W.) :  Arrangements  have  been  mad 
under  which  bands  play  at  certain  time 
in  Hyde  Park,  Regent^s  Park,  an 
Greenwich  Park.  The  expenses  ar 
defrayed  by  private  effort,  as  no  publi 
money  is  provided  for  the  purpose, 
am  in  full  sympathy  with  the  object  o 
the  hon.  Member,  and  will  see  wha 
more  can  be  done. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  RULES. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lyni 
Regis)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  o 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  the  Rule 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  lau 
upon  the  Table  of  this  House  on  th< 
13th  of  March  last,  were  prepared  ani 
advised  upon  by  a  committee  of  !• 
persons  constituted  as  required  by  "  Th 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life  Saving  Ap 
pliances)  Act,  1888,*'  or,  if  not,  bo« 
and  by  whom  they  were  prepared  an 
advised  upon  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Yes,  Sir. 

GAME    LAW     PROSECUTIONS    AT 
DINGWALL. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty) : 
beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate  if  he 
aware  that,  in  the  case  of  trespass  ^< 
game  tried    on    the  Idth  February  lac 
before    Sheriff    Hill,  at     Dingwall,    in 
which  Baron  Middleton,  of  Applecro0«, 
was  the  plaintiff,  and  William  Mackeni/e, 
Ardneaskan,  was    defendant,    the   onlj 
witness  for  the  prosecution  was  a  gaoe 
watcher  named  Macbeath,  who  admitted 
that  his  knowledge  of  English  was  very 
limited,  while    Sheriff   Hill,    who  sen- 
tenced Mackenzie,  had  no  knowledge  of 
Gaelic  ;    and  whether    there  is  any  in* 
terproter  attached  to  the  Court  House  at 
Dingwall  ;    if   not^    whether    it   is  pro- 
posed to  engage    the  services  of  com- 
potent  interpreters  at  those  places  where 
Sheriffs  are  ignorant  of  the  language  of 
the  people  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
B.  Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c) :  ^ 
am  informed  that  Macbeath  was  the 
only  witness  in  this  case,  but  that  it  tf 
not  the  fact  that  his  knowledge  of 
English  was  very  limited  ;  that,  on  the 
contrary,  he  v.  as  examined  and  cross* 
examined  in  English — which  he  spok* 
quite  easily — and  that  it  was  never  sn?' 
gested,  either  by  himself  or  by  the  9^ 
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oC  the  accused,  that  he  should  be  exa- 
miued  in  Gaelic.  There  is  do  inter- 
pT-^ter  attached  to  the  Court  House  at 
I>iugwall,  but  the  Sheriff  Clerk  Depute, 
01*  fiome  other  competent  person,  is  em- 
plojed  to  act  as  interpreter  in  the  com- 
pairatively  rare  cases  iu  which  an  inter- 
preter is  required. 

THE  BLACKWATER  FISHERY. 

Major    RASCH    (Essex,  S.E.)  :    I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether,  as  it  is  doubtful  if  the 
^^culch"  in  the  Blackwater,  Essex,   is 
Crown  property,  and  as  action  calculated 
to  lead   to   riot   is   being  taken  by  the 
Tollesbury  fishermen  against  the  Burn- 
ham  dredgermen  for  removing  it,  he  will 
protect  the  Burnham  men  in  the  exercise 
of  rights  hitherto  admittedly  legal,  and 
'which  are  necessary  to  them  in  the  con- 
duct of  their  trade  ? 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  Could 
ix>t  these  public  fishing-grounds  be  pro- 
^ted  by  putting  in  force  the  Crown 
nghts? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Whatever  may 
*^  the  merits  of  the  claims  involved  in 
^hls  case,  it  is  not  within  the  province 
^  the  Board  of  Trade  to  determine  them. 
The  protection  of  those  who  may  bo  dis- 
^^irbed  in  the  exercise  of  legal  rights  is  a 
"letter  for  the  police,  and  I  understand 
^hat  proceedings  before  Magistrates  are 
^ow  pending. 

Mr.  DODD  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
^otleman  taken  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  I  believe  that 
^  been  done. 

CROWN  ESTATES. 
Mr,  YERBURGH  (Chester)  :  I  beg 
^  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
J[hether  he  will  undertake  that  on  the 
Crown  Estates,  so  far  as  is  consistent 
'^ith  the  requirements  of  the  farms,  the 
^ttages  of  the  labourers  shall  be  held 
<^irect  from  the  Crown  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 

^^E  TREASURY  (Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert, 

yidham)  (who  replied)  said  :  As  stated 

^^  the  Report  of  1890  from  the  Select 

Committee  on  the  Woods  and  Forests, 

Represent  practice  of  the  Commissioner 

^^  n  oods,  &c^  is  to  let  to  the  farmers 

^h  cottages  as  are  necessary  for  their 

^Vms^  and  aoy  others  not  so  required 


would    be    usually    let    by    the    Com- 
missioner direct  to  labourers  or  artisans. 

Mr.  YERBURGH  gave  notice  that 
he  would  on  another  occasion  address  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question 
dealing  with  assertions  made  in  a  certain 
publication  on  this  subject. 

THE  SALTCOATS  CROFTER  SETTLE- 

MBNTS. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  l>eg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  if  he  has  yet  had  an 
opportunity  of  conferring  with  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  on  the  grievances  of  the  Saltcoats 
(Canada)  Crofter  Settlers  ;  and,  if  so,  will 
he  state  the  result  ? 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Treveltan,  Glasgow 
Bridgetou)  :  I  have  conferred  with  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  since  his  return  from 
Canada.  Sir  Charles  Tupper  is  pre- 
paring a  Report  on  the  Crofter  Settle- 
ments in  that  country,  which  will  be 
presented  to  Parliament  in  due  course. 

MEAT  IMPORTS. 
Sir  H.  maxwell  (Wigton)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  whether  he  is  now  able  to 
announce  the  result  of  his  consultation 
with  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
in  regaril  to  American  and  foreign  meat 
imports  i  and  whether  any  steps  will  be 
taken  by  these  Departments  to  enforce 
the  laws  framed  to  protect  British  pro- 
ducers and  consumers  from  fraudulent 
trading  ? 

^  Mr.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  (Elgin  and 
Nairn)  :  At  the  same  time,  I  will  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  Report  of  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  on  the  marking  of 
foreign  meat,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  take  steps  with  the  object  of  pre- 
venting the  fraudulent  practice  of  selling 
foreign  meat  as  meat  of  home  production, 
whereby  greiit  injustice  is  done  to  far- 
mers, particularly  to  those  in  the  North 
of  Scotland  ? 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  and  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Elgin,  I  would  say 
that  as  the  result  of  the  best  consi- 
deration  we  have  l)een  able  to  give  to  this 
matter,  we  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  law  as  it  stands  ought  to  be 
sufficient  to  prevent  fraudulent  misrepre- 
sentation as  to  origin  in  the  case  of  meat, 
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and  what  1  would  suggest  is  that  home 
producers  should  utUise  their  various 
OrgauisatioDS  with  a  view  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  cases 
in  which  there  is  evidence  to  show  that 
the  Merchandise  Marks  Acts  have  been 
infringed,  or  themselves  take  action  in 
the  same  way  as  the  Bacon  Curer's 
Association  have  recently  done  so  suc- 
cessfully. The  Board  of  Trade  have  the 
power  to  prosecute  in  cases  in  which  the 
general  interests  of  a  section  of  the  com- 
munity or  of  a  trade  are  affected  ;  but 
the  Board  of  Trade  cannot  exercise  this 
power  unless  they  are  moved  to  do  so  in 
specific  instances. 

Sir  H.  MAXWELL:  Are  these 
recommendations  intended  to  apply  to 
such  feeders  as  the  crofters  of  the 
Western  Highlands  and  the  farmers  of 
Aberdeenshire  ? 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER  :  There  are  such 
bodies  as  the  Highland  and  Agricultural 
Society,  which  can  take  up  the  matter. 

BAILWAY  COMMUNICATION  IN 
ROSS-SHIRE. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
is  now  prepared  to  give  effect  to  the 
conditional  promise  made  by  the  late 
right  hon.  W.  H.  Smith,  M.P.,  to  provide 
for  the  development  of  railway  com- 
munication on  the  western  mainland  of 
Ross-shire  ? 

•The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Derby): 
I  have  nothing  to  add  to  the  answer 
which  I  gave  on  March  the  9th  last  year. 

Mr.  WEIR:  Will  the  Government 
appoint  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
question,  as  was  done  by  the  late 
Government  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  Govern- 
ment see  no  occasion  for  appointing  another 
Committee. 

THE  DEPUTY  SPEAKER. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll)  :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer if,  considering  the  labours  now 
devolving  upon  the  Chair  of  this  House, 
he  will  consider  the  desirability  of 
appointing  a  Deputy  Speaker  in  addition 
to  the  Chairman  of  Committees  ? 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  The  Govern- 
ment  have  had  the  matter  under  con- 
sideration, but  have  formed  no  opinion 
on  it. 

• 

Mr.  H.  Gardner 


the  House. 


MOTIONS. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUS: 
MOTION    FOR   A    SELECT    COMMI 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  1^ 

that  his  Motion  for  the  appointm 

Committee  to  consider  and  repc 

the  procedure,  practice,  and  formi 

House  was  dictated   not   by  pa 

purely  by  business,  considerations 

such   Committees   had    been   pn 

formed,  and  there  was  an  impress: 

their  proceedings  had  not  been 

but,  after  a  careful   comparison  • 

proposals    with    the    present    S 

Orders  of  the  House,  he  had  com 

conclusion  that  many  of    their 

tions  had  proved  valuable,  and  h 

incorporated  with  advantage  in 

of  Parliament.     Moreoyer,  time  li 

elapsed,  and  some  of  the  recommen 

of  such  Committees,  which,  whei 

had  been  in  advance  of  public  < 

might   now   with   advantage   be 

sidered   in    the    light    of    more 

experience.     And  he  was  also  of 

that,  but  for  what  such  Committ 

effected,  the    present   state    of 

mentary  business  might  have  bee 

worse   than   it   was.      Such   ex( 

showed  that  business   in  the  H 

Commons  had   become   more  an 

congested,  and  one  of   the  Com 

had  reported  that  this  feature  of 

mentary  life  would  be  likely  to  i 

rather  than  diminish.     There  wc 

more   speakers,  and    the   Session 

longer ;  indeed,  it  might  be  said  tin 

were  practically  no  vacations,  ai 

Parliament    had    been    for     nea 

months   in   almost    permanent    S 

Yet,   notwithstanding    this   sacri 

the   part  of    Members,  the  prom 

Parliament   were   being    less    ac 

fulfilled.     The  programmes  of  G 

ments    on    each    side     of     the 

were    but     slightly   carried    into 

The     list     of     promises     was 

of  performances,  extremely  short. 

in      the     case     of      non-official 

hers,    the    proportion    of     p.'rfor 

was   almost    infinitesimal,    inasmi 

during  last  Session   309  such  m 

were    introduced,    while   only   2« 

passed.     Even  for  the  completion 
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financial  work  of  the  year,  the  Govern- 
ment   had    been    dependent    upon    the 
courtesy  of  the  Opposition,   and,  while 
such  eordial   relations  had  an   excellent 
effect  on   business,   thej  could    not  be 
relied  upon   amid   the   stress   of    Party 
feeling.     Yet    Governments   were    con- 
stantly promising  what  it  must  be  known 
coold  not  be  performed,  and  thus  public 
opinion   was   greatly  misled   and   public 
misapprehension     produced.       £qually, 
oon-official  Members  were  encouraged  by 
the  existing  Rules  to  what  he  would  call 
trjing  their  luck  at  legislation.     Some 
hundreds  ballotted  for  the  chances,  and 
yet  it  was  well  known  that,  under  the 
circumstances   of    the    most  favourable 
Session,  only  10  or  15  places  were  worth 
^TiQg,aud  this  year  there  were  not  more 
^btn  five.    Yet  Members  gave  their  time, 
^ud  the  time  of  the  public,  to  the  ballot. 
X'hejr  remained  midnight  after  midnight 
^^  the  off-chance  of  passing  a  Bill,  not- 
'^ithstanding  the  fact  that,  even  if  they 
^^fte  successful  in  the  ballot,  nevertheless, 
^<  the  measure  was  opposed,  it  could  not 
pfmibiy  pass  through  all  its  stages  in  the 
filoose  of  Commons,  as  was  indicated  in 
Wie  cftse  of  the  Sites  for  Public  Worship 
^ills  of  the  last  Session.     Hence,  there 
^^a  strong  and  growing  feeling  both 
^Uaide  and  outside   the  House  of  Com- 
IXHMI8  that,  if  Parliamentary  institutions 
"^ere  not  to  be  endangered,  there  must  be 
Some  change — some  reform.     The  Prime 
Minister  himself,  in  his  recent  speech  at 
Gdinburgh,      frankly     admitted,      and, 
^^Hieed,    invited    such    proposals.     The 
^Hme    Minister    was,    beyond     doubt, 
sincere     in     this,     and     meant      what 
■^    said.       Moreover,     he      expressed 
^  general  public  feeling,  and  he  impressed 
^pon  the  Government  the  duty  on  this 
^Hicasion  of  following  their  own  Prime 
Minister's    recommendation   by   helping 
^inrard  this  Motion  both  in  the  House 
^in  CcHnmittee.       What,  then,  were 
^  chief  evils  and  their  causes  ?      They 
*ere :  pressure  of  Parliamentary  work  out 
^  *11  proportion  to  Parliamentary  time, 
^  want   of  business-like   economy  'in 
^^tling  with  that  time,  and  the  ever-pre- 
^t  and  all-pervading  element  of  chance 
^  oncertainty.  It  might  not  be  possible  to 
^Umioate  chance  entirely,   but  he   pro- 
^^ftted  against  making  it,  as  they  did,  a 
I^ciple  of  action.      For  instance,  nou- 
^cial    Members*    Bills    and    Motionn, 
^hich  had  been  useful   in  the  past  as 


themes  of  discussions,  and  as  suggestions, 
and  which,  in  many  cases,  had  been 
carried  into  legislation  with  the  best 
effect,  wore  subjected  to  a  series  of 
chances  and  uncertainties.  The  first 
chance  was  the  ballot  itself.  Was  there 
always  "a  survival  of  the  fittest"  Bills  ? 
Some  were  good,  but  sometimes  Wed- 
nesdays were  wasfed  by  talk  on  proposals 
which  had  no  chance  whatever  of  be- 
coming law,  which  were  even  talked 
upon  to  stave  off  more  important  pro- 
positions, and  which  were  sometimes  put 
down  with  that  very  object,  to  which, 
unfortunately,  the  forms  of  the  House 
too  often  lent  themselves.  This  was  the 
real  origin  of  the  Bill  -  Syndicates, 
which,  though  irregular,  had  at  least  the 
excuse  of  being  organisations  to  forward 
the  more  important  measures.  Again, 
on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  Motions  were 
often  dealt  with  in  just  the  same  way, 
and,  as  a  result,  they  had  those  *'  counts- 
out  "  which  often  destroyed  an  evening's 
work  when  it  was  too  late  to  devote  the 
time  to  any  other  purpose,  one  remedy 
for  which  would  be  to  count  out  a  use- 
less Motion,  instead  of  the  House,  and 
then  to  proceed  to  the  next  Order. 
The  second  chance  was  the  prospect  that 
Governments  might  at  any  moment  take 
the  whole  time  of  the  House,  indeed 
often  Government  work  was  so  pressing 
that  they  must  have  it.  Governments 
were  always  on  the  '*  pounce  "  for  this 
purpose,  as  they  were  thought  to  be 
even  last  night.  And,  thirdly,  when 
Bills  came  on  at  midnight,  their  being 
taken,  even  if  entirely  non-contentious, 
was  still  a  matter  of  the  greatest  doubt. 
He  admitted  the  objections  to  late  Sit- 
tings ;  he  himself  had  had  no  reason  to 
complain  ;  indeed,  he  acknowledged  the 
courtesy  of  the  House  in  permitting  the 
passing  of  so  many  of  his  own  Bills,  and, 
personally,  he  was  as  much  opposed  as 
anyone  to  unduly  late  Sittings,  except 
for  the  formal  passage  of  unopposed,  or, 
as  he  would  rather  call  them,  unconten- 
tious  Btlls.  If  there  was  a  real  objection 
to  them  he  had  nothing  to  say,  but  he 
had  gathered  from  a  recent  exclamation, 
as  well  as  from  Members  themselves,  that 
there  were  some  on  his  side  of  the  House 
who  were  opposed  to  all  such  legislation. 
He  understood  this  feeling,  though  he  did 
not  share  it,  but,  on  the  contrary,  con- 
sidered that  legislation  had  advanced,  and 
might  more  advance,  the  welfare  of 
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people.  Moreover,  the  Standing  Orders 
contemplated  the  passage  after  12 
o'clock  of  nncontentious  Bills,  and  he 
certainly  objected  to  all  progress  being 
stopped  by  the  simple  words,  on  the 
part  of  a  single  Member,  of  "  I  object," 
especially  when  the  objecting  Member 
had  not  even  read  the  Bill.  He  there- 
fore proposed,  though  only  suggestively, 
and,  as  in  all  cases,  for  the  consideration 
of  the  Committee,  that  an  effort  should  be 
made  to  reduce  the  elements  of  chance 
and  caprice,  and  to  secure  more  certainty, 
and  that  this  might  be  effected  by  some 
system  of  selection  in  favour  of  the  Bills 
which  were  relatively  the  more  important 
and  useful. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  How  ? 

Sir  a.   ROLLIT:    Well,   it    might 
be  done  in  many  ways,  one  of  which  was 
by    Members     undersigning    the     Bills 
which  they  approved  upon  a  list  in  the 
Library,  on  the  same  principle  as  they 
now   backed    them.      Or,   by   requiring 
more     than     one,     say     10,     Members 
to   give    notice   of    opposition,   as    had 
been    suggested   by   the    lion.   Member 
for  Rushcliffe,  and,  indeed,  the  Speaker 
had   already    effected    an    improvement, 
which    he    heartily     acknowledged,    in 
giving  time  to  Members  to  disarm  oppo- 
sition by  a  few  words  in  explanation  of 
their  Bills.     And  there  were  other  ways 
in    which    time    might    be   saved    and 
obstacles  removed.     There  was  what  was 
called  "obstruction,"  which  came  from 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  which  he 
need   not   define.      With   such   dilatory 
tactics  he  had  no  sympathy,  though  he 
had  no  objection  whatever  to  deliberate 
discussion,    for    which    time    must    be 
gained   by   the   removal  of  obstruction. 
St.  Paul  had  said,  "  the  strength  of  sin 
is  the  law,"  and  the  strength  of  obstruc- 
tion was  the  present  law   of  Parliament. 
The  remedy  was  to  strike  at  inducements 
to,  and    at   the    motives   of,  obstruction. 
For  example,  even  now,  if   the  Twelve 
o'clock   Rule    were    suspended,    merely 
m    terrorem,    the    effect    was    magical, 
because  Members   knew   that   the   time 
must  come  at  some  period  of  the  early 
morning  when  there  must  be  an  end  of 
the     discussion.        Consequently,     they 
obstructed  no  longer,  and    generally  all 
was  over  by  midnight.     It  was  the  same 
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with  that  somewhat  barbarous  instnimei 
the  guillotine.      When   once  applied 
was  effective,  but  its  application  involve 
debate,  in   which   time   was   often   loj 
rather  than  gained,   and   in   the   Part 
struggle  the   merits   were  often  wholl 
lost  sight  of.     Hence,  the  guillotine  wa 
injurious,  but  there  was  very  much  to  \ 
said  for  producing  its  effect  beforehan( 
and  that  considerately  and   impartially 
by  allotting  a  certain  time  to  sections  of 
Bill,  and  to  the  Bill  itself,  through  th 
action  of  the  Speaker,  aided  by  a  Con 
mittee,  such  as  the  Committee  of  Sele^ 
tion.     By  this  means,  discussions  won. 
be  devoted  to  the  main  points  of  measure 
instead  of  often  leaving  them  wholly  ix 
considered.      But  perhaps   it   might    1 
necessary    to   take   some   securities    f< 
points  developed  during  the  Debate,  b 
giving  power  to  the  Speaker  to  ex  tea 
the  time  ;  indeed,  he  was  in  favour  him 
self  of  giving  much  greater  powers  to  the 
Chairman,  as  in  the  case  of  other  public 
assemblies.     Moreover,  if  the  limitation 
of  the  time  prevented  some  points  being 
discussed,  there  were   still   many  other 
stages  in  which  this  might  be  ranedied. 
Again,    suggestively,  the  carrying  of^ 
and  on  from  one  Session  to  another  of 
Bills  in  progress,  upon  a  Resolution  mo^w* 
by  the  Minister  or  Member  in  charge, 
might  prevent  their  destruction  and  the 
consequent   waste   of   public    time,  a^d 
remove  a  great  incentive  to  Party  ob- 
struction.  The  last  long  Session  of  nearlj 
18  months  showed  that  Sessions  were, 
after  all,  only  arbitrary  divisions  of  tim^ 
and  an  incidental  ad  vantage  would  be  tW 
limitation  of  the  necessity  for  the  Closin* 
The  Chambers  of  Commerce  had  resolt^ 
10  times  in  favour  of  thus  carrying  ortf 
Bills,  and  again  this  year  ;  and  they  hJM 
been  actuated  by  the  yearly  fate  of  ^fl^ 
an  important  industrial  measure  as  tb 
Bill  for  Exempting  Machinery  and  Tool 
from  Ratiug,a  subject  which  had  receive 
attention   in   mos^t  competing   countne^ 
This  Bill  had  several  times  passed  i« 
Second  Reading,  and  early  last  Ses.«»^ 
by  a  majority  of  173,  yet  it  never  g^J 
further.     Lord  Salisbury  had  said  tb* 
the  practice  of  measures  dying  withes^. 
Session  was  as  sensible  as  that  of  a  ^^ 
ness  man  who  should  annually  desW 
and  recommence  all  his  unfinished  corf<* 
spondence ;  and  out  of  the  15  ^'*^ 
Assemblies  of  Europe  12,  andilso'^^i 
United   States,  had   adopted  the  ni<»» 
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modern  practice  he  had  suggested,  which 
h&d   vindicated    itself     by     experience. 
'Much,  too,  might  be  said  for  similarly 
carrying  over  measures  from  day  to  day, 
as  in  other  public  assemblies,  as  being 
likely  to  get   more  omnibuses   to  their 
]oaroey*send  instead  of  their  jostling  each 
other  to  pieces  by  overcrowding  Temple 
Bar.    Again,  much  more  devolution  was 
wanted.     Private  Bill  legislation  ought 
to  be  delegated  to  Commissions  or  to  the 
Town  and  County  Councils,  and  at  the 
last  meeting  of  the  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce— which  were  formed  of  business 
men  and  men  versed  in  public  life — the 
voices  from  every  part  of  Ireland — from 
Belfast   to   Dublin  and  Cork  and  from 
all  political  Parties — from  Scotland  and 
from  England,    were  universally  favour- 
tble   to    at    least    this    form    of    busi- 
ness -  like   Home   Rule.      These   views 
he  urged    in    the    Debate    on    Scotch 
Committees  last  night,  and  he  would  now 
onlj  add  that  the  Estimates  might  well 
go  to  a  Standing  Committee.      The  time 
in  Supply  was  greatly  increasing,  owing 
tery  much  to  the  encroachments  by  the 
Government  on  the  time  of  non-of£cial 
Members,  who  were  forced  to  take  this 
opportunity    of    airing    and    redressing 
ffievances.      Tims,    in    1869   the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  were  in  Committee  of 
Supply  for  16  days,  and  in  1887  for  31 
^ys;  and    this   rate   was   progressive. 
True,  in  Supply,  attention  was  given  not 
only  to   finance,  but   also   to  points   of 
policy  and  administration,  and  this  was  of 
▼alae.  But  such  discussion  was  desultory  ; 
the  reductions  of  expenditure  were  utterly 
inadequate   to   the   period  expended  on 
them  ;  and,  as  the  Secretary  for  India  had 
wid,  there  was  a  waste  of  public  time  to 
little  or  no  purpose  in  preventing  a  waste 
of  public  money.     Through  a  Committee 
there  would  be  real  revision  of  expendi- 
ture ;  the  officials  might  be  examined  ; 
*nd  the  saving  of  time  in  Supply  would 
give  much     greater     opportunities     of 
raising  Motions  for  redress  directly,  and 
'<n'  securing  their  regular  and  adequate 
discussion.     There  was,  indeed,  already  a 
plethora   of   such   opportunities    in   the 
,^wiou8  stages  of  Supply — on  first  going 
into  Committee,   on    the    Motion    that 
*he  Speaker  l^ve  the  Chair,  on  Votes 
^     Acconnt — when     discussion      was 
"^t  discursive,  as    it  was  on  Supple- 
'^Qitary  Estimates  and   on  the  various 
stages     of     the     Appropriation     Bill, 


and  also  on  Report  of  Supply.     Surely 
all  this  was  more  than  sufficient,  if  the 
time  were   economically  and   profitably 
used.     And,   indeed,   the  Committee   of 
1886  had  recommended  that  every  Public 
Bill  should   be  referred   to   a  Standing 
Committee  (as  was  generally  the  case  in 
the  Lords),  and  that  in  one  of  such  several 
Committees  the  Bills  of  non-official  Mem- 
bers should  have  precedence,  the  Com- 
mittees meeting  on  Thursdays  and  Fridays 
in  the  day  time,  and  the  House  at  9  in  the 
evening.     These  were  all  matters  worth 
the  consideration  of  a  Committee,  as  were 
some  of  the  technicalities,  and  what  he 
might  call  the  anachronisms,  as  well  as 
the  many  anomalies,  of   present  Parlia- 
mentary procedure.     To  learn  that  pro- 
cedure  was   almost  the  work  of  a  life- 
time, which  no  business  man  could  give, 
and  the  practice  ought  to  be  simplified 
and  more  closely  adapted  to  modern  life 
and   to   the   procedure   of  other  Public 
Bodies.     For  instance,   there  were   the 
ancient     forms     in     introducing     Bills. 
These    had    been     recently     somewhat 
shortened   and   improved,   but   the   dis- 
cussion of  the  subject  had  consumed  much 
of  the  time  of  the  House,  and  the  result 
had  shown   that  there  was  still  need  for 
more  consideration  and  change.     After 
the  ballot  Members  had  to  march  to  the 
Bar,    just   as    they   did    two    centuries 


ago. 


Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  Hear, 
hear. 

Sir  a.  ROLLTT  :  Yes,  but  in  the 
reign  of  William  and  Mary  time  was 
more  plentiful  than  now ;  and  the  rule 
was  frequently  broken  by  Members  not 
going  to  the  Bar  at  all,  but  only  a  yard 
or  two  from  their  places,  and  then 
countermarching  to  the  Table.  Next, 
the  Order  Paper,  carefully  prepared 
though  it  was  by  the  Speaker  and  the 
Clerks,  was  dictated  by  ancient  pre- 
cedents. Once,  no  doubt  from  its  name, 
it  indicated  the  actual  order  of  business, 
but  now  it  was  almost  misleading  to  any 
but  those  who  were  experts  in  Parlia- 
mentary procedure.  Then,  the  recent 
discussions  of  Lords  Amendments  showed 
that  the  system  was  cumbersome  and 
restrictive  of  those  opportunities  for  the 
adjustment  of  differences  between  the 
Houses  which  ought  always  to  be  etfected, 
for  the  sake  of  both  and  of  the  country. 


the  Bous^* 
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of  the  House.     The  theory  is  that  we  sit 
during  the  season,  and  Memhers  take  their 
houses  upon  that  theory.    .  The  practice 
is  beginning   to  be  that  we  sit  all  the 
year  rounds  and  I  venture  to  prophesy 
that  in  the  present  year,  If  the  Govem- 
ment  survive  the  Budget,  we  shall  sit,  as 
we  dill  last  year,  throughout  the  autumn. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  chance  about 
OQT  proceedings  which  gives  a  portion  of 
our  time  to  the  Government,  the  organ- 
ised opposition     being   able    to    select 
another  portion — but  only  for  the  sterile 
purpose  of  moving   Votes  of  Censure, 
while  private  Members  are  left  to  the 
chance  of  a  chance,  to  individualism  run 
mad — a  single  Member  by  the  luck  of 
thehaliot  obtaining  the  time  which  he 
naaj  mis-spend.     Our    Forms  are    not 
bnsiness-like.       The  Assembly   is    less 
biumess-like  than  any  County  Council  or 
Town  Council  in  the  country  ;   and  the 
democracy,  or,  to  be  precise,  the  new 
▼oters,   enfranchised  in  1867  and  1885, 
bare  never  had  the  smallest  sympathy 
with  us  in  our  inability  to  transact  our 
'Work.      One  of  their  Representatives  in 
tbia  House,  the  hon.  Member  for  Batter- 
ies, in  a  most  able  recent  speech  upon 
this  subject   in  London,   took  a    view 
which  is  almost  exactly  similar  to  that 
^  the  most  experienced  of  our  Chairmen 
of  Committees,   my  right  hon.    Friend 
the  Member    for    tbe    Bodmin     Divi- 
^n    of    Cornwall,    and    to    the   view 
taken     by      those      very     experienced 
^tlemen  the  Clerks  at  the   Table,   as 
^pressed  in  the  evidence  of  two  of  them 
Wore  several  Select  Committees,  and  in 
the  saggestions  which  have  been  made 
^7  Mr.  Milman  at  various  times.     There 
^  only  one  point  in  which   I   myself 
^eredfrom  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
^or  Battersea,  as   there   is   no   point  in 
which  I  differ  from  the  gentlemen  at  the 
Table  and  from  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
I  am  content,  in  the  great  difficulty  of 
ii^ectbg  arbiters  of  ^ur  proceedings,  to 
^7  trust  the   Speaker  of  the  House 
^m  time   to   time,  as   he   is   both  the 
choice  of  the    whole    House  and   the 
!*taral  protector  of  every  minority.     It 
tt  much  easier,  however,  to  point  out  the 
extent  of  the  disease  than  to  bring  about 
^^reement    upon     the     remedy.      The 
^^oiis  Committees  which  have  sat  have 
Quule  many  saggestions  which  have  not 
^n  adopted,  besides  those  which  have. 
I'he  Committee  of  1886  suggested  that 


every  Bill  should  go  to  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee   unless    otherwise    ordered,    and 
accompanied  this  proposal  to  divide  the 
whole  House  into  Standing  Committees 
by  suggestions,  which  I  believe  had  the 
great  authority  of  ray  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bodmin,  for  getting  rid 
of  that  private  business  which  the  House 
no  longer  transacts  as  well  as  it  once  did. 
The   Committee    of    1888    appeared  to 
share    the  views  of  the   Committee   of 
1886,  butalhio  desired  that  the  Estimatesy 
or  at   least  certain   Classes  and  certain 
Votes   on  other    Classes,   should  go  to 
Grand   Committee.     The  Committee  of 
1890  made  suggestions  which  were  far 
less  unanimous  than  those  of  the  Com- 
mittees of  1886  and  1888,  for  they  were 
carried  against  the  Liberal  Party,  I  my- 
self agreeing   with  the  majority  of  the 
Committee    and    not    with    ray    Party 
upon   the   subject,    and    they  were    for 
the  carrying  over  of  Bills.      Since  1890 
we  have  had  a  complete  breakdown  of 
Committee  Closure,  which   it   has  been 
found  impracticable  to  make  use  of  in 
the  manner  which  was  undoubtedly  in- 
tended by  the  House,  and  I  say  this  as  a 
strong  friend  of  Closure,  which  I  have 
supported  for  a  great  number  of  years, 
whichever   Party  was  in   power.      But 
here  I  speak  for  myself  only.      To  me  it 
seems  (although  holding  extreme  views 
I  am  generally  in  a  minority)  that  the 
House  should  be  looked  upon  as  a  place 
of  business,  and  not  as  a  place  of  dis- 
play, and   that  the  democratic  constitu- 
encies are  far  from  agreeing  with  those 
in  this   House  who  look  upon  it  mainly 
as  an  enjoyable  arena  of  Debate.      No 
one,  I  think,  who  was  present  through- 
out the  proceedings  in  Committee  on  the 
Local  Government  Bill  can  think  that 
they  were  wholly  satisfactory,  and,  from 
my  own  experience  of  Select  Committees 
and   of  Standing  Committees,  I  cannot 
have  a  doubt  but    that  the  Bill  would 
have  emerged  from  Committee  and  come 
to  the  House  on  Report  in  a  more  work- 
able form  had  it  been  examined  by  such 
tribunals,  especially  if  there  were  power 
(which  exists  in  most  other  countries) 
for  the^  direct  consultation  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  technical  points  of  the  Govern- 
ment draftsman  and  experts.      Against 
the  evils  of  chance  in  private  Members* 
time     the     private     Members     of     the 
House  have  been  figiiting  by    means  of 
syndicate  balloting,  a  practice,  however. 
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"which  has  been  condemned  in  the 
strongest  terms  from  the  Chair  as  a 
gross  evasion  of  the  Forms.  This  in 
itself  seems  to  me  a  sufficient  base  for 
inquiry  by  a  Committee.  If  we  could 
agree  upon  nothing  else  than  to  make,  on 
^  behalf  of  private  Members  of  this  House, 
practical  proposals  for  the  allocation  of 
private  Members'  time  by  a  reasonable 
system  of  preference  as  against  chance, 
I  think  that  there  would  be  a  full  justifi- 
'  cation  for  our  proceedings  of  to-day.  The 
Leader  of  the  House  has  declared  in  the 
House  that  he  thinks  syndicate  balloting 
(but  for  the  former  condemnation  of  the 
Speaker)  a  useful  means  of  expressing 
preference.  We  are  at  present  working 
by  a  rough  plan,  and  are  obliged  to  use 
rough  means  on  behalf  of  private  Mem- 
bers for  forcing  on  the  Government  those 
measures  on  which  the  largest  numbers 
of  us  are  agreed — such  as  the  Miners' 
Eight  Hours,  for  which  we  are  going  to 
obtain  time  this  year.  But  surely  it  does 
not  transcend  the  resources  of  our  states- 
manship to  find  apt  and  scientific  means 
of  doing  that  which  we  all  wish  to  do. 
The  Committee  of  1888  dealt  with  this 
matter  in  its  evidence,  though,  strictly 
speaking,  it  lay  outside  the  scope  of  the 
Conmiittee,  which  was  on  Estimates. 
The  Committee  went  far  beyond  Esti- 
mates, and  had  placed  before  it  plans  of  the 
gentlemen  at  the  Table  and  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Bodmin 
"Division  of  Cornwall,  for  underwriting 
Motions.  Perhaps  this  is  not  the  best 
form  for  carrying  out  our  end,  but  surely 
we  must  all  concur  that  power  ought  to 
be  given  to  groups  rather  than  to  mere 
individuals — some  proportion  of  the  time 
to  large  groups,  and  some  to  small. 
There  is  a  great  deal  to  say  for 
the  view  that  half-a-dozen  gentlemen 
ought  to  have  their  chance  of  bringing 
questions  before  Parliament.  But  in 
these  <iays  of  pressure  there  is  not  much 
to  say  for  the  view  that  a  single  indi- 
vidual, who  cannot  obtain  the  support  of 
any  other,  should  be  able  to  prevent 
business  by  monopolising  its  time  ;  and 
at  the  present  moment  not  only  are 
private  Members'  days  themselves  an 
uncertain  quantity,  but  success  in  the 
ballot  is  a  chance  upon  a  chance.  Any 
power  of  the  House  to  exhibit  preference 
should  apply  to  Bills  as  well  as  Motions. 
Some  years  ago,  I  think  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  one  of  the  gentlemen  at  the 

Sir  C.  fV.  Dilke 


Table,  I  was  able  to  induce  Sir  StaSoi 
Northcote's  Committee  to  adopt  tl 
plan  which  is  now  observed  of  giving 
preference  after  Whitsuntide  to  the  Bi] 
which  have  passed  through  their  fir 
stages.  This  is  the  concession  of  t' 
principle,  and  could  easily  be  extende 
and  I  have  also  seen  a  suggestion,  whi 
I  believe  also  has  the  authority  of  n 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bodmi 
that  we  should  do  well  to  give  a  certa 
proportion  of  our  Wednesdays  to  smi 
and  uncontentious  Bills  which  have 
reasonable  chance  of  passing — Bili 
which  would  be  allowed  to  remain  fi 
this  class  according  to  their  freedon 
from  unpopularity  evinced  by  their  no\ 
being  under-written  against.  To  snm 
up  our  suggestions,  we  press  for  the 
principle  of  preference  by  large  groups 
and  small  groups  of  Members,  as  against 
the  mere  individual  Member,  and  for  the 
business  aspect  of  the  House  against  the 
show  point  of  view. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  apoointed  to 

consider  and  report  upon  the  procedure,  pr»C| 

tice,  and  forms  of  the  House  and  Committees.'' 

LoKD  R.  CHURCHILL  (Paddiogtoo, 
S.)  said,  that  the  right  hon.  Btronet 
opposite,  like  the  hon.  Member  for  Isling- 
ton, had  dealt  entirely  in  paradox  and 
generalities  and  had  not  descended  to 
details.  Though  he  had  listened  most 
attentively  to  the  speeches  just  delivered 
he  had  been  unable  to  discover  that  the 
subject  had  been  treated  by  the  speakei* 
apart  from  generalities.  He  would  deal 
for  a  moment,  in  the  first  place,  with  the 
statement  of  the  hon.Member  for  Islington 
as  to  the  private  Members'  Bills  intro- 
duced last  year.  The  hon.  Member  ha" 
stated  that  of  369  private  Members'  Bills 
introduced  last  year  only  about  20  had 
passed. 

SiK  A.  ROLLIT  :  Twenty-three. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  left  out  a  most  inopor- 
tant  reason,  which  was  the  fact  that  the 
Home  Rule  Bill  occupied  80  day?,  and 
that  the  rest  of  the  Session  was  given  up 
to  Supply.  How  could  369  Bills,  orany 
large  proportion  of  them,  have  any  chance 
in  such  a  Session  ?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  hon.  Member  said  that 
the  ballot  operated  unfavourably  to  legis- 
lation by  private  Members,  and  the 
former  said  that  the  country  was  largely 
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In  favour  of  private  Members'  Bills  being 
a«ivanced   and    thoaght   that    tlie    time 
Bkllotted  to   private  Members   should  be 
enlarged. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT,  said,  he  must  take 
exception  to  the  noble  Lord's  statement ; 
he  was  under  an  entire  misapprehension 
as  to  what  had  really  l)een  said. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  also  disclaimed  the 
purport  of  the  remarks  attributed  to  him. 
He  had  said  nothing  of  the  kind,  but  that 
the  system  of  procedure  was  most  un- 
workmanlike. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  said  that,  at 
all  events,  the  general  tendency  of  the  two 
speeches  was  to  impress  upon  the  House 
that  not   only   the   House   ought  to  be 
unanimous  on  this  point,  but  that  there 
was  a  strong  feeling  in  the  country  about 
it    He   had  gone  about  the  country  a 
great   deal — nobody     went    about     the 
country  more  than  he  did  last  year — and 
he  never  met  with  anybody,  any  ordinary 
intelligent  elector,    who    could   explain 
what  a  private  Members'  Bill  was.     It 
was  a  most   absurd  name  to  give,  and 
the  ordinary  elector  had  never  heard  of 
such    a     thing.       The     hon.     Baronet 
W  asserted    that    there   was   a  strong 
popular  feeling   in    favour    of    a   great 
reform  in  the  procedure  of  the  House  of 
Commons ;     but     he     questioned     that 
^tement  from  his    own  experience  of 
public  opinion.     The  hon.  Member  pro- 
posed that  the  range  of  discussion  on  the 
initiative  of  private  Members  should  be 
enlarged  by  some  process,  which,  how- 
^▼er,  he  did  not  indicate.     Personally,  he 
^eid  that  the  use  of  Bills  introduced  bv 
private.  Members   was  this — and  it  had 
^n  slightly  hinted  at  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet — that  subjects  should  be  brought 
inder    the    notice    of    the    House   and 
pressed  upon  its  attention  from  year  to 
jear,  until  finally,  if  the  Bills  were  in  fact 
Wanted,  if  they  were  really  wise  Bills, 
both  parties  would    take  them  up  and 
they  would  ultimately  be  carried.     He 
had   known    several    instances    of    that 
having  occurred.     It  was  absolutely  im- 
poesible  for  the  Government  nowadays 
to  afford  sufficient  time  for  the  discussion 
of  private   Members'  Bills,  even  if  their 
Bills  were  excellent,  and  nobody  could 
devise   a   scheme   which   would    enable 
them  to  do  so.     The  present  Government 
would  very  soon  be   compelled  by  the 
pressure  of   circumstances  to  make  the 
usual  raid  on  the  time  of  private  Mem- 


bers, partly  on  account  of  the  late  period 
at  which  the  Session  opened,  and  partly 
on  account  of  the  immense  amount  of 
business  to  be  got  through.  The  hon. 
Member  suggested  that  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  the  feeling  was 
unfavourable  to  private  Members'  legis- 
lation, but  he  would  find  that  that  state- 
ment was  quite  unfounded. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  said,  he  was  very 
reluctant  to  again  interrupt  the  noble 
Lord,  but  he  was  not  aware  that  he  had 
said  anything  of  the  kind. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  was  alluding 
to  the  statement  that  an  opinion  was 
entertained  on  that  side  of  the  House 
that  legislation  was  undesirable. 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  assured  the  noble 
Lord  that  he  had  only  said  that  an 
opinion  was  entertained  by  some  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House.  The 
noble  Lord  would,  of  course,  accept  his 
assurance. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  would  pass 
on.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  wanted  to 
supersede  the  Ballot.  There  was  a 
good  deal  to  be  said  for  and  against  the 
Ballot,  but  it  was  rather  odd  that  one  of 
the  most  Radical  Members  of  the  House 
should  wish  to  do  without  any  system 
of  ballot.  A  system  of  selection,  how- 
ever, might  operate  most  unfairly  on 
a  minority.  Whatever  measures  were 
adopted,  the  majority  on  a  Committee 
would  corresj)ond  with  the  majority  in 
the  House,  and  that  majority  would  take 
care  that  the  Bills  of  private  Members 
in  the  minority  should  not  proceed.  That 
would  be  a  very  great  hindrance  to  the 
equality  of  Members,  and  a  great  in- 
justice ;  but  the  Ballot  prevented  tliat,for 
it  gave  everybody  an  equal  chance  ;  it 
gave  the  same  chance  to  the  minority  as 
to  the  majority.  They  should  not  rashly 
and  without  thought  adopt  a  proposal 
which  would  rule  the  House  of  Commons 
for  it  was  impossible  to  say  how  many 
years.  He  pointed  out  that  the  proce- 
dure of  the  House  of  Commons  had 
never  been  dealt  with  except  under  the 
Leaders  of  the  Government,  and  generally 
with  the  support  of  the  Opposition.  Ho 
thought  that  some  Committee  had  been 
appointed  to  consider  the  procedure  of 
that  House,  and  the  character  of  those 
Committees  was  remarkable.  They  were 
composed  of  the  most  experienced  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  but  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  this  Motion  had  given  no 
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indication  whatever  as  to  who  should 
constitute  the  proposed  Committee. 
Nothing  could  be  more  dangerous  than 
that  Members  not  well  acquainted,  as 
some  Members  of  the  House  could  not 
be  well  acquainted,  with  the  Rules  and 
Forms  of  the  House  and  with  its  general 
procedure  should  decide  what  their  new 
Rules,  if  any  were  adopted,  should  be. 
No  man  was  a  stronger  opponent  of  con- 
stant alteration  of  the  Rules  of  Proce- 
dure than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Midlothian.  That  was  his 
attitude  up  to  last  Session,  when,  no 
doubt,  great  alterations  were  made  in 
order  to  pass  the  Home  Rule  Bill.  Up 
to  that  time  no  one  was  more 
averse  to  the  alteration  of  the  Rules  of 
the  House  than  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man.  When  it  was  proposed  to  carry  on 
Bills  from  one  Session  to  another,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  absolutely 
opposed  to  the  suggestion.  In  1881  and 
1882  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
alterations  in  procedure.  He  was  Prime 
Minister  at  that  time,  and  there  was 
trouble  with  the  Irish  Party,  who  were 
very  strong.  A  Coercion  Bill  was  being 
passed  in  1881  and  certain  Rules  of 
Urgency  were  adopted.  From  an  autho- 
ritative source  he  had  received  the  in- 
formation that  those  Rules  were  passed 
on  the  initiative  of  the  Chair.  In  1892 
the  Closure  was  passed,  and  that  also 
rested  on  the  initiative  of  the  Speaker. 
The  procedure  of  the  late  Government 
was  on  this  wise.  The  late  Government 
passed  the  Closure  in  1887  in  much  the 
same  form  as  it  had  been  passed  in  1882, 
but  it  rested  with  the  Speaker  as  well  as 
with  the  Chairman  of  Committees  whe- 
ther the  Motion  should  be  put.  It  never 
was  intended,  he  thought,  except  for  the 
great  political  purpose  of  the  Party 
opposite  of  carrying  the  Home  Rule 
Bill,  that  the  Closure  should  be  used  for 
the  purpose  of  oppression  or  tyranny,  but 
simply  when  the  course  of  business 
became  embarrassing.  The  late  Go- 
vernment also  passed  in  1888  15  new 
Rules,  the  best  which  had  ever  been 
passed  for  regulating  their  business. 
He  protested  against  the  theory  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  with  regard  to  deal- 
ing with  little  Bills.  They  were  often 
more  contentious  than  big  Bills. 

*SiK  C.  W.DILKE desired  to  state  what 
he  really  did  say.  He  merely  endorsed 
a    suggestion    of  his   right    hon.  Friend 

Lord  R.  Churchill 


with  regard  to  small  Bills  which  had  i 
met  with  more  than  a  certain  measure 
opposition. 

Lord  R;  CHURCHILL  said,  the 
interniptions  showed  that  he  was  ve 
unfortunate  in  his  appreciation  of  wl 
had  been  said.  He  protested  agaii 
placing  small  Bills  on  a  level  with  lar 
Bills  such  as  the  £ight  Hours  Bi 
He  thought  there  should  be  a  Balli 
and  that  private  Members'  time  shov 
be  extended  as  much  as  possible.  Thi 
time  was  always  very  contracted — it  w 
certainly  never  too  large.  He  b 
never  known  a  period  when  privc 
Members^  time  was  not  encroach 
upon  by  the  existing  Govemmei 
To  put  the  reform  of  procedure  into  t 
hands  of  private  Members  without  t\ 
concurrence  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Oppo£ 
tion  would  be  the  gravest  departure  froi 
precedent  ever  adopted  by  the  House  o 
Commons. 

•Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bush 
cliffe)  said,  he  agreed  with  the  oobk 
Lord  that  the  term  "  private  Members ' 
was  an  absurd  phrase.  They  were 
all  public  Members,  and  he  was  glad  to 
see  that  in  the  latest  edition  of  Sir 
Erskine  May^s  book  the  term  used  was 
"  unofficial  Members,"  which  seemed  to 
him  to  convey  a  much  more  accurate 
description  of  the  position  occupied  by 
those  who  were  not  Members  of  the 
Government.  He  thought  also  that 
a  proposal  of  this  character  should 
be  brought  forward  under  the  «g»* 
of  the  Government,  and  no  Com- 
mittee would  command  any  confidence 
unless  a  commanding  Member  of  the 
Government  was  its  Chairmaii.  At 
the  same  time,  he  did  not  con- 
cur with  the  optimistic  view  ex- 
pressed by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  B 
Churchill)  of  the  present  position.  H< 
cordially  endorsed  all  that  had  fallen  frov 
the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  thii  Motioi 
with  respect  to  opinion  outside  conceminj 
Parliamentary  procedure.  Hewasbouw 
to  say  there  was  a  large  amount  of  impatien 
bewilderment  out  of  doors,  and  it  seem© 
to  him  that  the  necessity  of  some  furthe 
devolution  of  business  was  self-evident 
The  situation  had  become  almost  iotoler 
able  from  its  uncertainty.  This  matte 
affected  the  Government  just  as  much  * 
it  affected  unofficial  Members.  Durinj 
the  last  eight  or  10  years  Queen' 
Speeches   had  always  contained  ^"f^  ^ 
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'.  times  SB  many  measures  as  coutd 
wibly  be  carried  ioto  law.  No  stronger 
utemnatioo  of  the  procedure  of  the 
wee  of  CommoDB  could  be  fouod 
u  in  thAt  siDgle  fact.  The  case 
ih  regard  to  non-conteDttous  mea- 
ns was  even  more  serious,  Duriug 
It  Sessioa    of  Parliament  there    were 

0  Committees  appointed  by  the  Go' 
mment  dealing  with  matters  in  wiiicb 
iHoiise,at  least,  had  very  great  in- 
6tt,  and  which  wore  not  Party  matters 
■U.  The  Committee  on  Railway  ftates 
<  a  great  many  days,  and  after  the 
M  exhaustive  inquiry  with  practical 
inunity  adopted  a  Report  drawn  by  the 
((ident  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
[r.  Shuw-Lefevre).     The  President  of 

1  Board  of  Trade  had  announced  that  a 
U,  founded  on  the  recommendation  of 
ttCoDunittee,  would  be  brought  before 
t  House  ;  but  everybody  knew  that  in 
t  present  state  of  business,  and  with 
g  present    procedure,   it    was   almost 

ri  to  expect  a  good  Railway  Rates 
Then  the  Committee  on  ButJd- 
l  Societies  of  last  Session  spent 
s  hours  in  maturing  its  Report. 
B  was  sure  that  in  the  judgment 
every  Member  of  the  Committee 
Bill  was  needed  dealing  reasonably, 
nfolly,  but  still  firmly,  with  Building 
deties  throughout  the  country.  If  a 
'toriouB  person  happened  to  arrive  in 
ii  country  there  might  be  such  a  feel- 
l  [vodticed  by  the  revelations  which 
aid  be  made  at  the  particular  trial  as 
nid  almost  compel  the  House  to  pass 
measure  on  the  subject.  The  cases  of 
e  Rating  and  Machinery  Bill  and  the 
t^i.  Hout«  (Mines)  Bill  had  been 
aitioned.  Those  two  measures  hod 
<Kd  a  Second  Beading  by  large 
ijorities  more  than  once ;  but  unless 
Mthing  very  unexpected  happened 
d  the  Government  gave  facilities, 
ither  of  them  had  tiie  slightest  chance 
pMsing  into  law.  It  almost  came  to 
»— that  in  r^ard  to  aon-oSicial  Mem- 
n*  Bills  the  House  began  each  Session 
th  an  unmitigated  farce.  Something 
\i  250  Members  pnt  their  names  in  the 
>llot  this  Session,  but  even  the  first  five 
Ibose  who  came  out  of  it  had  very  little 
Uce  indeed  of  seeing  their  measures 
Mme  law  in  the  present  year.  The  rea- 
n  for  the  present  state  of  things  were 
I  hard  to  see.  There  was  a  constant 
xsnre   firom    outside'  for    new    legis- 
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latton,  and  constant  promises  from 
candidates  in  response  to  it.  There 
was  undoubtedly  arising  outside  a  feel- 
ing that  an  Act  of  Parliament  conid 
do  almost  everything,  and  cure  all  the 
ills  that  flesh  was  heir  to.  Accompanied 
by  this  the  House  had  to  contend  with 
the  fact  that  it  had  very  much  less  time 
in  which  to  transact  its  business.  The 
alterations  made  in  procedure  in  1688 
created  an  enormous  revolution.  A  cer- 
tain hour  was  fixed  when  business  should 
stop,  and  this  put  for  the  first  time  in  the 
power  of  persons  who  desired  to  obstruct 
or  delay  particular  business  the  opportu- 
nity of  doing  so.  It  also  put  it  in  the 
power  of  one  man  out  of  670  to  stop  all 
business  after  a  particular  time.  Such  a 
state  of  things  would  not  be  tolerated  for 
a  single  moment  in  a  Town  Council  or 
a  County  Council,  or  in  any  other  body, 
Mr.  Speaker  had,  much  to  the  gratifica- 
tion and  admiratloi  i,f  Members,  miti- 
gated the  operation  ol  the  Rule  in  some 
respects,  but  he  thought  that  before  long 
the  House  ought  to  take  the  matter  into 
its  own  hands.  The  real  remedy  for  the 
present  state  of  things  was,  after  all,  to 
bring  the  Standing  Orders  into  harmony 
with  the  requirements  of  the  moment. 
What  he  thought  was  most  required  was 
certainty  in  the  way  in  which  business 
was  conducted.  The  Committeeof  IB61 
quoted  Mr.  Speaker  Shaw-Leferre  as 
saying  in  1854— 

"  In  all  the  ImproTameuts  that  we  have  jet 
made  in  the  conduct  of  Pablle  Bnainen  ws  have 
endMTomed  aa  much  aa  possible  to  let  the  Booae 
undentaud  exactly  what  qaestiooa  thejEutve  to 
diacnss  to  preTent  Euipriaes  and  to  gire  soDie 
certainty  to  our  proceediaga." 

Mr.  Speaker  Denison,  speaking  in  1861, 
said  tiiat  the  most  important  thing  to 
which  the  attention  of  the  House  could 
be  directed  was  certainty  in  the  business 
of  the  House  from  day  to  day,  and  that  - 
certainty    was   to    be    regarded   as    the 

Srimary  object.  At  the  present  time  one 
id  not  know  in  the  morning  what  would 
be  done  in  the  evening,  or  on  one  day 
what  would  be  done  the  next.  Who  was 
responsible  ?  Primarily,  of  course,  the 
Government  of  the  day  was  responsible. 
The  appropriation  of  the  time  of  the  House 
by  the  Standing  Orders  was  antiquated 
and  obsolete.  The  Government  had  only 
two  days  out  of  five  in  which  to  conduct 
their  business,  and  even  the  most  in- 
veterate non-otBcial  Member  would  agree 
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that  this  was  absolutely  too  amall  an 
amount  of  time  for  the  Govemment  to 
have  at  its  disposal.  One  might  £ee  how 
absurd  the  Standing  Orders  were  on  this 
subject  by  looking  at  the  annual  Return 
respecting  the  manner  in  which  the 
Government  made  inroads  upon  the  time 
of  the  House.  It  was  not  well  that  the 
Government  should  so  frequently  have 
to  alter  the  Standing  Orders.  It  had 
been  stated  that  Standing  Committees 
had  never  been  used  for  the  purpose  of 
considering  non-oflicial  Members'  Bills. 
This  was  an  error.  Twice  last  Session 
Bills  which  had  no  connection  with  the 
Government  whatever  were  submitted  to 
the  Committee  on  Law.  The  Committee  of 
Lord  Hartington  in  1886  specially 
contemplated  their  being  so  referred.  As 
to  the  discussions  in  Committee  of  Supply, 
driven  as  they  were  almost  universally 
now  until  after  the  last  day  of  July,  these 
were  becoming  of  very  little  practical 
use,  and  he  agreed  with  the  suggestion 
of  Lord  Hartington's  Committee  that  the 
actual  financial  examination  of  the  figures 
might  very  well  be  regulated  elsewhere. 
Some  plan  was  needed  whereby  the 
volume  of  opinion  with  respect  to  particu- 
lar Bills  should  be  able  to  make  itself 
felt.  He  thought  also  the  valuable  prin- 
ciple of  classification  of  Bills,  which 
was  already  recognised  in  the  Standing 
Orders,  should  be  adopted  after  Easter 
in  place  of  after  Whitsuntide,  He  was  not 
sure  that  the  question  of  carrying  over  did 
not  involve  much  graver  considerations 
than  appeared  from  what  was  said  either 
by  tlie  Mover  or  Seconder  of  the  Motion. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  of  1890, 
and  especially  the  Report  brought  up  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Midlothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
raised  the  very  gravest  Constitutional 
questions  on  the  subject.  There  were  a 
great  many  recommendations  strewn 
through  the  Reports  of  the  various  Com- 
mittees to  which  time  did  not  permit 
reference  ;  but  he  was  one  of  those  who 
had  always  felt  that  there  had  been,  on 
the  part  of  the  predecessors  of  the  present 
Members  of  the  House,  the  very  wisest 
caution  in  dealing  with  the  Standing 
Orders.  The  Report  of  1861  said  that 
the  maintenance  of  the  old  Rules  was 
preferable  to  new  but  speculative  Amend- 
ments. In  the  present  Parliament  some 
experiments  had  been  made  that  had  not 
been  altogether  successful,   and    he  did 

Mr.  J,  E,  Ellis 


not  desire  to  rush  into  any  rash  expei 
ments.    The  Seconder  of  the  Motioo  hi 
alluded   to   the  Closure.      He    thougl 
its    use    should    be    very    carefully    a^ 
justed  to  the  requirements  of  the  bus 
ness  before  the  House.     During  the  la 
Parliament     he    had  seen    the    Closu: 
used  in  a  way  which    he   thought  wi 
detrimental  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Hout 
and  to  the  dignity  of  its  Leaders.     E 
had  always  held    the  opinion  express^ 
by    Sir  Stafford   Northcote    that     th^ 
should    limit    opportunicies    of    deb^ 
rather  than    restrict   freedom  of  discij 
sion,  and  he  agreed  entirely  with  wh 
had    been   said  by    the    present   Lea<l< 
of  the  Opposition  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfourj 
that  the  House  of  Commons  must  not  \n 
judged,   like    a    mine,   by   the    output. 
Whether  the   time   had   come    for   tbe 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  wm 
fur  the  House  to  decide  ;  but  he  thought 
that   the   Mover   and    Seconder  of  tbe 
Motion  might  be  well  satisfied  with  the 
manner  in  which  the  proposal  bad  been 
received  by  the  House.      He  was  sore 
the  discussion  would  be  useful,  and  that 
sooner  or  later  the  House  of  Commons 
would  have  to  reform   its  procedure,  and 
do  its  business  in  a  businesslike  waj. 

Mk.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  be 
thought  the  speech  of  his  hou.  Friend 
the  Member  fo^  Islington  (Sir  A.Bollit) 
was  a  most  interesting  and  strong  speech 
as  far  as  it  consisted  of  a  denunciation  of 
the  present  system,  but  that  there  was  a 
great  falling-ofF  in  it  when  it  came  to 
the  suggestion  of  remedies.  That,  he 
thought,  had  been  the  defect  of  tbe  whole 
of  the  present  Debate.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  made  one  suggestion  which  imme- 
diately had  cold  water  thrown  upon  it  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  C.  ^« 
Dilke),  and  that  was  al>out  "syndica- 
ting Bills  "  or  "  underwriting." 

•Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  mistaken.  He  had  said,  in 
passing,  that  possiblyunderwriting  might 
not  bo  the  best  form  of  carrying  out  the 
intention,  but,  with  regard  to  general 
principles,  he  had  entirely  endorsed  the 
view  expressed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Courtnej.) 

Mr.  HANBURY  said,  that  hitherto, 
at  all  events,  the  House  had  set  its  face 
against  that  method.  It  had  been  one  of  the 
great  complaints  of  private  Members  that 
all  the  WcKlnesdays  had  been  taken  up  br 
the  Irish  Membere*  The  right  hou.  Baronet 
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idmitted  that  in  the  House  itself  the 
feeliDg  against  the  present  system  was 
not  yerj  strong,  hut  said  that  a  strong 
feeling  existed  outside.  Of  course, 
people  outside  eouid  not  know  what 
the  difficulties  were ;  thej  could  not 
know  how  difficult  it  was  to  frame 
Roles  which  would  enable  the  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  subjects  that  had  to  be 
diseassed  bj  I'ariiament  to  be  brought 
before  the  House.  He  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
agreed  that  a  good  deal  of  the  private 
legislation  of  the  House  might  be  done 
locally.  Even  if  it  were  not  devolved 
upon  Local  Bodies  it  would  no  doubt  be 
more  economically  done  if  done  on  the 
spot.  No  doubt  a  great  many  reckless 
promises  were  made  by  Members  as  to 
the  legislation  that  was  going  to  be 
ptMed,  and  constituents  were  naturally 
disippointed  when  those  promises  were 
not  fulfilled.  Reference  had  been  made 
to  a  variety  of  the  most  useful  Party 
measures,  such  as  the  measure  arising 
<W  of  the  Report  of  the  Railway  Rates 
Committee.  There  was  no  doubt,  how- 
•^r,  that  all  Governments  unfortunatelv 
gave  too  great  a  precedence  to  mere 
political  measures  over  the  measures 
^hich  were  supported  by  Members  on 
both  sides.  His  hon.  Friend  (Sir  A.  Rollit) 
Wdsaid  there  were  some  Members  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House  who 
^hjected  to  legislation  altogether.  He 
Oir.  Hanbury)  did  not  think  there  were 
•Jjywho  went  so  far  as  that.  There 
^aSf  however,  a  strong  opinion  amongst 
>>^nj  that  it  was  better  that  a  few 
^easures  should  be  passed  after  having 
been  properly  considered  than  that  a  whole 
bost  of  measures  should  pass  without 
'^uch  discussion,  especially  when  they 
"^ere  passed  after  12  o'clock  at  night. 
^  far  as  he  understood  the  suggestions 
^  bis  hon.  Friend,  the  result  of  all  of 
^m  would  be  that  they  would  sit  later 
^t  night ;  that  they  would  begin  the 
fitting  earlier  in  the  morning,  and  that 
^7  would  sit  during  a  longer  period  of 
^  jear.  A  great  distinction  ought  to 
be  drawn  between  Government  Bills  and 
Private  Members'  Bills  after  12  o'clock 
^  night.  He  had  always  objected  to 
^vemment  Bills  coming  on  after  12 
^  clock,  because  the  Govenunent  were 
Qie  masters  of  their  own  time,  but  he 
2^M  opposed  to  the  blocking  of  private 
Members'  Bills  of  a  good  and  useful 
^liaracter.     But  they  must  recollect  that 


if  the  suggestions  of  his  hon.  Friend  were 
carried  out  they  would  every  night  have 
private  Members'  Bills  discussed  after  12 
o'clock  until  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  thus,  if  at  the  same  time  they 
extended  the  Committee  system,  they 
would  be  lengthening  the  time  of  the 
House  at  both  ends.  The  House  was 
becoming  more  and  more  a  House  of 
business  men,  and  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible for  those  men  to  sit  there  regu- 
larly on  Committees  at  12  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  They  had  already  gone  too 
far  in  the  matter  of  Committees.  Queen's 
counsel  and  barristers  and  other  Members 
were  excused  from  attendance,  and  the 
result  was  that  pretty  much  the  same 
Members  were  found  sitting  on  every  one 
of  the  Committees.  Therefore,  if  the  sug- 
gestions of  the  hon.  Member  were  carried 
out  they  would  have  fewer  and  fewer  of 
the  most  useful  Members  coming  to  the 
House,  and  the  work  of  the  House  would 
be  thrown  into  the  hands  of  a  set  of 
professional  politicians.  He  entirely 
agreed  that  it  would  be  well  if  there 
were  more  certaintv  as  to  Government 
Business,  because  at  present  they  never 
knew  what  was  coming  on.  Therefore, 
while  he  sympathised  with  the  object  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  he  could  not  see  that  any 
reasonable  suggestion  had  been  made  as 
yet  to  meet  the  difficulty,  and  be  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  feared  his  hon.  Friend's 
suggestions  would  rather  increase  than 
decrease  the  evil. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) said,  he  was  afraid  that  the  present 
state  of  the  House  justified  the  observa- 
tions which  had  been  made  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Forest 
of  Dean,  that  this  was  a  subject  in  which 
Members  themselves  did  not  feel  very 
strongly  interested.  There  was  no 
doubt,  on  the  part  of  the  older  Members 
of  the  House,  a  constant  tendency  to 
make  idols  of  the  Forms  of  business,  and 
he  was  afraid  they  thought  that  there 
existed  the  best  possible  arrangements 
for  the  despatch  of  business.  He  was, 
however,  quite  satisfied  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  was  right  when  he  said  that 
in  the  country  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  that  somehow  or  other  they 
did  not  do  as  much  business  as  their  con- 
stituents had  a  right  to  expect.  Work 
was  not  done.  They  talked  about  things, 
but  somehow  or  other  consumed  their 
time    without  performing,   not  all   that 
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was  required,  but  even  a  very  moderate 
portion  of  what  was  expected  of  them. 
On  the  balance  of  argument,  be  thought 
the  Leader  of  the  House  would  see  that 
there  was  a  very  strong  case  for  a  Grand 
Committee.  There  were  only  three  ways 
of  improving  their  position.  They  must* 
enlarge  their  time,  or  diminish  their 
work,  or  economise  their  time.  As  to 
enlarging  their  time,  no  doubt,  as 
had  been  shown,  their  recent  ex- 
perience had  been  that  it  was  curtailed. 
The  recent  experiment  made  of  closing 
contentious  business  at  12  o*clock  had 
very  milterially  shortened  the  time  at 
their  disposal,  and  lessened  to  a  very 
great  degree  the  amount  of  work  formerly 
done  after  that  hour ;  but  by  reducing 
their  work  and  economising  their  time 
they  might  still  recover  a  great  deal  of 
lost  ground.  If  the  House  were  relieved 
of  Private  Business  they  would  be  able 
to  devote  much  more  time  to  Public 
Business  without  increasing  the  demand 
made  on  the  time  of  hon.  Members.  If 
they  also  referred  the  Committee  stage 
of  Bills  and  certain  branches  of  the 
Estimates  to  Committees  outside  the 
House,  and  got  a  considerable  portion  of 
work  discharged  concurrently  by  three 
or  four  Grand  Committees,  they  would 
be  able  to  get  through  much  more  Go- 
vernment Business.  A  good  deal  of  time 
was  now  lost  on  Friday  nights,  and  to 
save  it  he  suggested  that  they  should 
permanently  adopt  the  practice  of  hold- 
ing on  that  day  a  Morning  Sitting  from 
2  to  7  o'clock  for  Government  Business, 
and  an  Evening  Sitting  from  9  to  12 
o'clock  for  private  Members'  Motions. 
That  would  be  no  waste  of  time,  because 
a  great  many  hon.  Members  who  were 
not  interested  in  the  subjects  to  be 
brought  on  might  go  way  into  the 
country  on  the  Friday  night,  after  the 
Government  Business  was  brought  to  a 
close  for  the  day.  With  regard  to  pri- 
vate Members'  time,  there  was  a  much 
greater  power  of  economising  that  time 
which  was  at  their  disposal.  A  "  system 
of  voice "  might  be  arranged  by  which 
the  majority  and  the  minority  of  private 
Members  might  each  in  turn  proportion- 
ately get  an  opportunity  of  bringing  for- 
ward their  measures.  They  could,  by 
an  easy  arrangement,  secure  that  the 
time  at  the  disposal  of  private  Members 
might  be  so  arranged  that  it  could  be 
devoted  to  subjects  which  they  had  at 
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heart.     This  would  facilitate  legislati< 
by  private  Members,  especially  if  the 
measures,  after  reaching  a  certain  stag 
were   allowed  to  be  taken  up  again 
that  stage  the  following    Session.     ^ 
doubt  under  such  a  system  the  majori 
of  the   private   Members   would   obta 
the   pull   in   the   first  instance,  but  ti 
minority    would    also   obtain   their   fa 
share  of   the  time  of    the  House.     R 
ference  had  been   made   to  some  Men 
bers  who  appeared  to  think  that  all  legi 
lation  on  the  part  of  private  Members  migJ 
be  dropped,  but   he  did  not  think  thi 
anybody  of  experience  would  approve  ^ 
that.     Bills  introduced  by  private  Met 
bers  had   been  largely   instrumental 
influencing  the  legislation  of  this  Hone 
In   some    cases    private    Members    I14 
succeeded  in  passing  their  Bills  :  in  otfa. 
cases  they   luul   brought  them  on  ya 
after  year  until  the  Government  had  beei 
bound  to  take  them  up  and  carry  then 
through.     He  would  refer  to  one  of  the 
most  recent  cases — the  Cruelty  to  Chil- 
dren Act,  which  had  been  carried  by  the 
exertions  of  a  private  Member.    The  ex* 
perience  of  the  working  of  that  Act  most 
convince  everybody  who  had  any  dooht 
about  it  before  of  the  extreme  neoenitj 
there  was  for   passing  such  a  metfore. 
It  hai  brought  to  light  the  most  horrible 
cases  of  cruelty  to  children  on  the  part  of 
parents  and  others,  and  much  evil  had 
been  redressed.     The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Universitj  of 
London  and  other  private  Members  had 
been   able  to  pass  Bills  which  were  of 
great  interest  to  the  conmiunity  at  large. 
It  had  been  owing  to  the  action  of  prirate 
Members  on  Wednesday  afternoon  that 
church   rates   had   been   abolished,  the 
Burials   Act  carried,   and   many  veied 
questions  of  a  simihu*  character  settled. 
The   Deceased    Wife's   Sister    question 
also,    although    not    yet    settled,    had 
been     dealt     with     on     a    Wednesdaj. 
By    the    proposal  he   had   m^de  manf 
measures  that   were    much    desired  hj 
different  sections  of  the  House  might  be 
carried  through.     It  had  been  suggested 
that     an     hour    might     be    set    apart 
once  a  week  or  once  a   fortnight  for 
carrying   measures   to  which   there  wa« 
little   or  no    opposition.       He    entirelj 
approved   of  that  proposal.     Of  coarse, 
in  such  a  case,  if  a  sufficient  number  of 
hon.   Members    were    to    signify  their 
opposition  to  any  measure  of  the  kiod  ifl 
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^rriting  it  would  come  on  in  the  ordinarj 
irajT.    These   were   all   measures  which 
naght  well  be  taken  into  consideration 
\sf  a  Committee  without  the  Government 
being  called  upon  to  express  anj  opinion 
with   regard    to    them  at    the    present 
moment.       Thej   said  that  there  was  a 
case  for  submission  to  a  Committee,  as 
puUic  time   was  not   now  used  as  effi- 
ciently as  it  might  be.     Both  in  respect 
of  Pablic  and  Private  Business  there  was 
a  case  for  examination,  and  for  practical 
suggestions  to  be  inquired  into,  and  he 
lioped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
despite  the   comparatively  small  attend- 
&ooe  at  this  Debate,  would  see  his  way 
to  granting  the  Committee  asked  for. 

•Mb.    GIBSON     BOWLES     (Lynn 
Kegis)  said,  that  when  he  first  read  the 
tenns    of     the    Motion    he    felt     very 
nmch    inclined    to  support    it    by    his 
^ote,     but      every      speech     he      had 
^i«ird   had     made     him     less     inclined 
to  do  so,  and  the  speech  of  the   right 
boD.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bodmin 
l>ad  finally  decided  him  to  vote  against 
^  Motion.     The  speech  of  the  Member 
^  the  Forest  of   Dean  did  not  greatly 
tfeet  his  opinion  of  the  Motion  one  way 
<^  the    other,  because  the   right    hon. 
O^Dtleman     had    confined     himself    to 
S^BDeralities.      The    hon.     Member    for 
SoDth  Islington,  who  moved  the  Motion, 
^as,  he  was  bound  to  say,  the  Member 
^ho  began  the  impression  on  his  mind 
^hich  induced  him    to  vote  against  the 
Motion ;   but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tbe  Member    for    Bodmin   had   clearly 
*howD,  in  that  magisterial  manner  with 
^tuch  he    was    wont    to    address    the 
Bouse,  that  the  Motion  should  not  fur- 
ther be  proceeded  with.     The  right  hon. 
C^tleman,    who  was  a  man  of  great 
^thority,  had  shown  that  two   things 
^y  could  be  done  to  improve  the  forms 
^  procedure    of     the    House — namely, 
that  Private  Business,  or  business  cou- 
nted   with    Private  Bills,    should    be 
legated  to  some  other  authority  ;  and 
^t  the     Estimates,    instead  of  being 
^rowoy   as  it  were,  on  the  floor  of  the 
-^onse  in  their  thousands  and  left  to  the 
^DBtry,  or  want  of  industry,  of  Mem- 
^^ors    to  go   through  them  in  order  to 
Require   the    knowledge    necessary    for 
^isciiBsing  them  even  in  a  most  cursory 
gabion,  should  be  referred  for  examina- 
^^  to  a  Committee  upstairs.      There 
^«s  somethiDg  to  be  said  for  both  these 
Joints.    Private  legislation  undoubtedly 
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partook  of  a  judicial  character,  and  it  would 
be  an  advantage  to  remove  all  judicial 
business  from  the  Chamber,  which  was 
nothing  if  not  legislative.  Again,  the 
reference  of  the  Estimates  to  a  Com- 
mittee would  be  an  advantage  if  the 
Committee  were  empowered  to  have 
before  it  the  permanent  officials  re- 
sponsible for  the  Estimates.  The  diffi- 
culty in  dealing  with  the  Estimates 
was  that  the  Treasury  Bench  was 
occupied  by  a  number  of  gentlemen  who 
really  knew  little  or  nothing  about  them, 
and  who,  when  they  were  asked  a  ques- 
tion about  them,  could  not  answer  until 
they  had  consulted  their  prompters  who 
sat  under  the  Gallery,  or  else  could  only 
say  that  the  matter  was  under  considera- 
tion, or  give  some  other  sort  of  unsatis- 
factory reply.  It  would,  therefore,  be  of 
considerable  advantage  to  have  the  Esti- 
mates examined  by  a  Committee,  who 
would  have  the  officials  who  prepared 
the  Estimates  before  them,  instead  of 
Ministers  who  knew  nothing,  and  could 
know  nothing,  about  the  details.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  he  should  be  sorry  to 
see  the  Estimates  taken  outside  the  pur- 
view of  the  House  altogether,  and  he  did 
claim  that  the  right  of  examination  of 
the  Estimates,  and  of  cross-examination 
of  the  Ministers  upon  them,  was  a  right 
most  essential  to  the  performaucc  of  the 
most  important  duties  of  the  Committees 
of  the  House.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Islington  talked  of  discussion  on  the 
Estimates  as  a  waste  of  time.  He  knew 
not  from  what  fount  the  hon.  Gentleman 
got  his  Constitutional  knowledge  ;  but 
he  had  always  understood  that  one  of  the 
most  important  functions  of  the  House 
was  the  guardianship  of  the  Public  Purse, 
and  he  did  not  see  how  the  Public  Purse 
was  to  be  guarded  unless  the  Estimates 
were  duly  discussed.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Islington  had  also  used  words  that  shocked 
him  with  regard  to  the  Rules  and  Forms 
of  the  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  they  were  cumbersome,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Forest  of  Dean  added  that  the  outside 
world  was  convinced  they  were  cumber- 
some. He  challenged  that  assertion. 
He  believed  that  no  such  feeling  existed 
outside  the  House.  There  was  a  strong 
feeling  outside  the  House  that  people 
did  not  understand  the  Rules  and  Forms 
of  the  House,  and  that  was  only  natiu*al ; 
but  he  had  never  found  any  widespread 
public   feeling   that   the    Rules   of « t^ 
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House  were  too  cumbersome.  Ho  used 
the  word  **  too "  advisedly.  Having 
regard  to  the  great  complexity  of  the 
husiuess  which  came  before  the 
House,  it  was  inevitable  that  the 
Rules  should  appear  cumbersome  to 
those  uot  acquainted  with  them, 
but  he  denied  that  they  were  cumber- 
some as  a  matter  of  fact.  lustead  of 
being  cumbersome,  he  considered  that 
the  Rules  of  the  House  were  admirably 
good  Rules.  Undoubtedly,  he  had  come 
across  Rules  which  seemed  to  him  at  first 
to  be  without  good  reason,  but  he  soon 
came  to  understand  that  there  was  excel- 
lent and  sufficient  reason  for  the  Rules, 
and  that  without  them  the  business  of 
the  House  could  not  be  well  conducted. 
He  would  cite  as  an  example  of  what 
seemed  a  trifling  Jlnle  the  Rule  which 
said  that  no  Member  might  stand  above 
the  Bar.  If  that  Rule  had  been  strictly 
observed  the  scene  which  took  place  in 
the  House  last  Session,  and  which  they 
all  regretted,  would  not  have  occurred. 
He  should  strongly  condemn  the  hon. 
Member  for  Islington  for  presuming  to 
tell  the  House  that  its  Rules  were  cum- 
bersome ;  and  he  had  been  pained  to  find 
that  even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bodmin  was  inclined  to 
adopt  the  same  tone,  and  cast  ridicule  and 
contempt  on  some  of  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  which  were  entitled  to  great 
respect.  The  Australian  Parliament  was, 
like  all  Parliaments  worthy  of  the  name, 
based  upon  our  Parliament,  and  an  Aus- 
tralian Minister  recently  writing  on  the 
subject  had  said  that  they  had  thought 
they  could  improve  on  some  of  the  Rules 
that  had  been  adopted  from  the  House 
of  Commons ;  but  when  they  had  changed 
the  Rules,  they  found  that  things  did  not 
go  so  well ;  they  saw  that  there  was 
good  reason  and  sound  principle  at  the 
bottom  of  the  Rules  they  had  abandoned, 
and  so  they  quickly  re-adopted  the  Rules 
again ,  That  was  a  very  strong  testimony 
of  the  value  of  the  Rules  of  the  House. 
He  believed  that  the  Rules,  were  ad- 
mirable. They  had  grown  up  from  the 
experience  of  a  thousand  years,  and  if 
and  when  they  were  bad  it  was  because 
they  had  been  subjected  to  hasty,  unre- 
flecting, and  inconsiderate  Amendments, 
contrived  to  meet  the  supposed  exigen- 
cies of  the  moment  or  the  imagined  con- 
venience of  a  Party.  The  Rules  were 
good,  and  all  that  was  required  was  that 
they  should  be  understood  and  properly 
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,  carried  out.  The  Debate  had  turn 
the  point  of  the  allocation  of  the  ti 
the  House.  He  ventured  to  say  that  i 
impossible  to  read  attentively  thi 
and  understand  the  Rules  of  the  I 
without  seeing  that  the  ordinary  a 
tion  of  time  was  most  excellent  n 
tween  Ministers  and  non-official  or  u 
Members.  The  allocation  of  the  tii 
the  House  as  between  the  unpaid  Mei 
and  the  placemen  was  good.  But 
happened  ?  The  Session  was  h 
begun  when  the  Government  a 
priated  nearly  all  the  time  for  their 
measures,  and  there  was  very  little o 
tunity  left  for  any  other  business, 
offenders  against  the  Rules  of  the  H 
the  purloiners  of  its  time,  were  no 
private  Members,  but  the  Governn 
and  90  long  as  private  Members  uegl 
to  combine  together,  irrespectiv< 
Party,  to  maintain  their  rights  and  t 
fuse  the  Government  permission  to 
all  the  time  of  the  House  in  this  un 
stitutional  fashion,  so  long  would 
House  suffer  from  what  was  theg 
complaint  of  the  present  time.  The 
Member  for  Islington  had  also  dec! 
that  the  results  obtained  under  theS 
had  not  pleased  him.  There  were 
enough  Acts  of  Parliament  passed 
hon.  Member  complained  that  only  27 
of  357  Bills  introduced  last  Session 
passed.  His  own  opinion  was  iba 
were  rather  more  than  ought  to  1 
been  passed.  The  remaining  3«50  ^ 
extremely  bad,  haphazard,  ill-consid 
Bills,  which  ought  never  to  have 
introduced  at  all.  The  Member 
Islington  wanted  more  Acts  of  Pa 
ment  and  less  consideration.  He,  oc 
other  hand,  wanted  more  considen 
and  fewer  Acts  of  Parliament. 
Member  for  Islington  had  his  poc 
full  of  Bills,  some  Conservative  and  i 
Radical,  but  other  Members  took  a  i 
prosaic  view  of  their  duty.  They 
there  to  see  that  the  business  of 
country  was  well  conducted,  and  to 
vent  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
spending  too  much  money.  He  sIm) 
sidered  that  the  Twelve  o^Clock 
was  a  good  Rule  and  require<l  no  al 
tion.  It  was  not  reasonable  to  ask 
House  to  accept  Bills  after  12  oVl 
unless  they  were  of  a  non-contoBt 
character,  and  it  was  perfectly  right 
Members  with  sufficient  public  s 
should  object  to  Bills  being  considen 
such  an  iKmr,  when  there  was  no  tim 
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full  auil  free  discussion.  It  was  suggested  , 
that  they  should  have  a  system  of  uiidor- 
writing  Bills  ;   but  if  Bills  were  to  be 
UDderwritten,  thev  must  also  have  under- 
writing  against  Bills.     That  was  only  a 
natural  corollary  ;  and  consequently  they 
would  have   Members  in  charge  of  Bills 
occupying  the  whole  of  their  time  getting 
Members  to  back  their  Bills,  while  their 
opponents  would  be  running  about  on  the 
other  side    getting   other    Members   to 
underwrite  against  the  Bills.     Thou  he 
presumed  that  there  must  be  a  quorum  of 
underwriters.  What  would  be  the  quorum, 
50,  or  90,  or  120  ?     He  thought  that  half 
the  House  would   not   be   too    largo   a 
quorum.  Therefore,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  get  335  Members  to  back  a  Bill  before 
iteould  be  taken  out  of  its  turn  and  con- 
sidered.    He  thought  such  a  suggestion 
nnght  be  dismissed  without  further  atten- 
tion.   Technicalities  and  Forms  had  been 
treated  with  gre«t  contem])t  by  various 
Members  who  had  spoken  in  the  Debate. 
He  defended     the     technicalities     and 
Forms  of  the  House  as  being  a  protec- 
tioQ  of   the    weak    against    the  strong. 
He  would   remind  the  House  that  the 
Form  of  requiring  a  Member  introducing 
%  Bill  to  appear  at  the  Bar  of  the  House 
was  taken  from  the  ancient  practice  of  Bills 
being  brought  into  the  House  from  out- 
tide,  and  when  agreed  to  by  the  Parliament, 
Woming  Acts.     The  time  taken  in  this 
operation   was   extremely   small,  and  it 
seemed  to   him  that  it  was   a  Form  to 
which  meaning  and  traditions  attached 
which  ought  not  to  be  cast  aside,  but 
sinmld  be  preserved.     He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  deny  that  there  were  directions 
^  which  the  Rules  of  the  House  might 
possibly  be  amended ;  but  if  there  were,  it 
Was  rather  in  reversion  to  old  principles 
^  forms  and  the  language  of  old  Rules 
than  by — if   he   might  use  the  term — 
Setting  into  back  parlours  and  inventing 
^w  Rules   to   fit    particular   occasions, 
^here  was  a  time  when  placemen  were 
^t  allowed  to  sit  in  the  House.     There 
Was  a  time  when,  according  to  Prynne, 
^  was  not  considered  a  quorum  except 
^or  Prayers   and   unimportant  business  ; 
^  when  for  the  consideration  of  grave 
^  serious  Public  Business  it  was  held 
•^ooessary  that  the  whole  or  greater  part 
^  the  House  should  be  present.     That 
^le  had   been   not  invented,  but  l)or- 
*^wed  from  this  House  by  tlie  United 
States,'  80   that  while   this   House  had 
Cone  back  through  the  usurpation  of  the 


Long  Parliament  to  a  quorum  of  40,  the 
United  States  House  of  Representatives 
required  that,  before  serious  business 
could  be  considered,  there  should  be  half 
the  House,  plus  one,  present.  That 
might  1)6  a  reform  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. Again,  there  was  the  "  call  of  the 
House,"  such  as  was  made  in  1628, 
moved  by  Sir  G.  Moore — 

*'  Tliat  any  Members  of  the  House  being  in 
town  and  not  attending  here  the  Serjeant  to  be 
sent  for  them.  The  Serjeant  to  l)e  sent  for  all 
the  MemlHirs  of  the  House  now  iu  town  as  well 
lawyers  as  others '' 

There  was  no  privilege  for  lawyers  then, 
Ko  ;  the  country  wanted  them — 

"to  be  here  presently  and  to  attend  every 
day." 

Again,  next  year,  this  was  placed  on  the 
Journals  of  the  House — 

"  Orderetl,  No  Member  of  this  House  shall  go 
out  of  town  till  this  gn^eat  business  is  ended 
without  8i)ecial  leave  of  the  House." 

In  1628  it  was  ordered — 

"  The  House  shall  be  called  upon  Thursday 
next  week,  and  every  Member  of  the  House 
then  to  attend  upon  pain  of  £10,  to  be  disixMed 
of  as  the  House  shall  appoint,  besides  such 
further  forfeiture  as  the  House  shall  indict." 

That  "  call "  enforced  in  that  manner 
was  one  which  might  conceivably  be  re- 
verted to  by  Members  jealous  of  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  House.  Again, 
he  was  informed,  there  was  a  practice 
which  consisted  in  an  arrangement 
between  two  Members  that  one  should  vote 
one  way  and  the  other  the  other  without 
hearing  the  question.  That  was  a  practice 
he  did  not  indulge  in.  Ho  was  told, 
however,  that  it  existed  to  a  large  extent, 
lasting  sometimes  over  several  months. 
That  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  practice  that 
might  be  mended  by  the  Rules  of  the 
House.  He  had  ventured  to  make 
a  few  criticisms  on  the  Motion.  He 
had  set  forward  the  grounds  on 
which  he  found  it  impossible  to  vote 
for  it,  and  he  submitted,  in  conclusion, 
that  the  Rnles  of  the  House  as 
they  existed  were  extremely  good,  if 
only  the  Government  would  not  use  its 
majority  to  prevent  their  observance  ; 
and,  if  they  required  alteration  in  any 
way  at  all,  this  should  rather  be  in  the 
direction  of  reverting  to  some  of  the 
ancient  Forms  and  Regulations  than  by 
the  adoption  of  crude,  unreflocted,  and 
unconsidered  Motions  such  as  that  pre** 
sented  to  the  House  upon  the  present 
occasion. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  41  ;  Noes 
136. — (Division  List,  No.  11.) 

HOME  RULE   (SCOTLAND). 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  :    I 

rise  to  move — 

*<  That  it  is  desirable,  while  retaining  intact 
the  power  and  supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Par- 
liunent,  to  establish  a  Legislature  in  Scotland 
for  dealing  with  purely  Scottish  af^rs." 

I  am  not  unconscious  of  the  fact  that, 
having  regard  to  the  proposal  submitted 
yesterday  by  the  Government,  closely 
affecting  the  position  and  character  of 
Scotch  business,  there  may  be  a  disposi- 
tion in  some  quarters  to  regard  my  pro- 
posal as  somewhat  unnecessary  and  inop- 
portune. That  is  not  my  view.  On  the 
contrary,  I  doubt  whether,  if  I  had  been 
privileged  to  select  my  own  time,  I  could 
have  chosen  a  moment  more  calculated  to 
bring  home  to  the  mind  of  the  House  and 
the  country  the  force  of  my  Resolution, 
and  the  expediency  of  adopting  the  prin- 
ciple which  it  involves.  What  are  the 
circumstances  ?  Yesterday  and  to-day 
two  proposals  have  been  made  for  Com- 
mittees—one by  the  Government,  and 
the  other  by  an  influential  Member  of  the 
Tory  Party.  The  proposals  differ  in  cha- 
racter and  in  detail  ;  but  they  are  alike  in 
this — ^that  they  proceed  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  the  state  of  business  in  the  House 
has  arrived  at  the  point  when,  if  the 
Parliamentary  machine  is  to  discharge  all 
the  functions  that  are  properly  expected 
of  it,  some  new  and  bold  departure  will 
have  to  be  undertaken.  We  are  agreed 
that  the  disease  from  which  the  patient 
is  suffering  is  congestion.  We  only 
differ  as  to  the  remedy  that  is  to  be 
applied.  If  there  was  any  doubt  about 
the  nature  of  the  disease,  I  would  men- 
tion one  fact,  and  call  one  witness. 
Having  taken  pains  to  ascertain  the 
number  of  Bills  introduced  last  Session, 
I  find  that  there  are  no  fewer  than  386, 
and  that,  putting  aside  purely  Depart- 
mental Bills,  only  58  come  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  I  do  not 
claim  that  that  is  an  absolutely  reliable 
test,  but  it  is  fair  to  assume  that  every 
one  of  the  386  Bills  embodied  a  pro- 
posal desired  by  a  certain  section  of  the 
community,  and  the  fact  that  only  58  of 
them  were  even  discussed  is  an  indica- 
tion that  further  time  is  necessary  for 
the  Debates  in  this  House.     The  witness 


'  I  will  call  will  not   be    thought  to 
violently  enthusiastic  on  behalf  of  refoi 
It  is    Tke  Scotsman  newspaper.     So; 
three  years  ago  a  pamphlet  was  publisk 
from  Tke  Scotsman  office  putting  bef* 
Scotland  and  the  country  a  proposal 
what    was    termed     a     local    Natioi 
Assembly,  and  I  have  no  hesitation 
saying  that   it  is  one  of   the    most 
markable    contributions    that  have  \h 
made  to    the   Home   Rule   controver 
What  did  the  writer  say  ?     He  said — 

"  The  Imparial  Parliament  cannot  adequate 
cope  with  the  legislative  requirements  of  t 
different  mrts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  T. 
Imperial  Parliament  has  admitted  its  own  ii 
capacity  to  deal  with  all  the  subjects  it  one 
used  to  tiUce  in  hand.  It  has  parted  with  son 
of  its  work  from  time  to  time,  del^;ating  it  t 
other  hands.  Still  the  pressure  increases,  and  i 
is  simple  fatuity  to  suppose  the  question  of  for 
ther  and  wider  delegation  can  be  long  delajed.' 

That  is  a  Unionist  opinion,  certainly  ooi 
tainted  with  any  Radical  fallacy.  Ab  a 
Scotch  Member,  I  am  grateful  to  the 
Government  for  having,  even  at  this  Ute 
hour,  arrived  at  the  decision  that  some- 
thing must  be  done  in  order  to  ttnj 
through  Scotch  legislation.  But  it  '^ 
four  or  five  years  since  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dumfries  Burghs  (Mr. 
R.  T.  Reid)  put  forward  the  proi»»l 
for  a  Grand  Committee.  It  was  agw** 
brought  forward  on  the  day  on  which 
the  present  Parliament  assembled  bj  ^ 
Member  for  North  Aberdeen.  Being 
then  supported  with  a  requisition  by  ^ 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  Scotch 
Liberal  Members,  the  Government  ▼** 
asked  to  give  one  or  two  nights  in  ordtf 
to  set  up  a  Scotch  Grand  Committee, 
and  I  think  there  is  some  reason  to  won- 
der that  the  Government  did  not  see  the 
force  of  the  proposition  that  was  then 
made.  The  best  that  can  be  said  of  the 
Grand  Committee  is  that  it  is  one  stag^ 
and  one  stage  only.  All  that  we  show^ 
be  able  to  save  by  it  would  be  the  CoflJ' 
mittee  stage ;  and  we  have  to  face  the 
possibility  of  the  other  stages  being  ^^ 
consequence  considerably  prolonged.  1 
accept  the  proposal  for  the  Grand  Cofl|* 
mittee  in  the  spirit  in  which  I  am  surest 
is  offered  by  the  Government,  that  Ss^ 
a  temporary  makeshift,  and  not  m  ^ 
integral  part  of  the  fabric  of  the 
Scottish  Government.  It  is  fashioniW* 
in  some  quarters  to  suggest  tbs^ 
there  really  is  no  solid  demand  |° 
Scotland  for  the  principle  embodied^ 
my  Resolution.     The  hon.  Baronet  ^ 
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Member  for  Wigtonsliire  (Sir  H.  Max- 
well) took  upon  himself  the  respoDsibilitv 
of  sajing  that  there  is  no  demand  on  the 
part    of  Scotland  for  Home  Rule.     I 
wish  to  ask,  bj  what  means  are  we  to 
test  the  feelings  of  the  Scottish  people 
upon  public  questions  ?     Are  we  to  take 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  who  is 
identified  with  a  Partj  which  has  only  a 
minority  out  of  the  whole  reprei*entation 
of  Scotland  ?     The   legitimate   way   to 
find  oat  the  opinion   of  the  people  of 
Scotland   is  to  look  to  their  .Represen- 
tatives  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
the  Representatives  of  Scotland,  by  an 
OYerwhelming    majority,   voted   on   the 
hist  occasion  this  Motion  was  before  the 
House  for  the  principle  of  Home  Rule. 
The  demand   in  Scotland  is  a  growing 
demand,  and  is  formed  upon  the  solid 
opioion   that  in  the  direction  of  Home 
Bule  lies  the  only  possible  way  in  which 
fte  jadgment  of  the  people  of  Scotland, 
M  expressed  at  the  polls,  can  be  trans- 
lated into  legislative  action.     The  pro- 
gr^esB  of  this  movement  has  been  remark- 
*Ue.    In    1889,   when   the   Motion   for 
Borne  Rule  was  brought  forward  by  the 
Kember  for  Caithness,  it  was  rejected  by 
121, votes.     In  1890  it  was  rejected  by 
40.    In  1892  it  was  rejected  by  20  ;  and 
in  1893  it  was   rejected   by    18.     This 
Besolution    is   not   brought  forward   in 
tty    spirit    of    enmity    or    resentment 
mamst    England,  and,  if  it  were,  ruin 
^  disaster     would     be     immediately 
fought  upon  the  cause.     The  proposal 
^  offered  to  the  House  as  a  practical 
Bolation  of  the  difficulty  that  has  arisen 
I^Qgh  the  neglect  of  Scottish  business 
^  the  House  of  Commons.     I  will  quote 
^0  authorities,  to  give  an  idea  of  the 
8^&eral  feeling   that   has    existed   with 
''Bgtrd  to  the  treatment  of  Scotland  in 
the    Imperial     Parliament.       Professor 
^ytoun,  writing  in  1863,  said — 

*'The  form  in  which  our  afEairs  have  been 
jJj'ainiBterod  for  well-nigh  100  years  is  quite 
"^fdeqtmte  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
Anally  intended,  and  the  rapid  development 
^  the  wealth  and  population  of  the  country 
^^t  long  ago  to  have  suggested  the  propriety  of 
*  n^re  rational  arrangement.  The  case  is  a 
^  clear  one,  founded  upon  justice  and  public 
P^'Cy ;  and  if  properly  argu^  no  Government 
*a  venture  to  treat  it  lighUy." 

^  Ute  Prime  Minister,  when  receiving 
^«  freedom  of  Aberdeen  23  years  ago, 
ttid— 

**  I  admit  without  the  least  hesitation  that  the 
^'^^^m  eondltion  of  the  action  of  Parliament 


with  regard  to  Scotch  business  is  unsatisfactory. 
You  have  much  more  reason  to  complain  that 
we  have  not  been  able  to  deal  with  several  sub- 
jects interesting  to  the  people  of  Scotland,  and 
material  to  its  welfare,  with  the  promptitude 
that  we  should  all  have  desired.** 

But  it  is  on  what  has  happened   since 
1886  that  I  desire  to  base  the  demand 
which  I  put  before  the  House.     In  that 
year   the   Local    Government  Bill   was 
brought  in.     It  was  a  Bill  which  did  not 
raise  any  great  Constitutional  question. 
It  was  approached  in  a  nou-Party  spirit 
by  the  great  majority  of  the  Representa- 
tives   for    Scotland ;     and    yet   I    find 
that     on    every    vital    feature    of    the 
Bill    the   opinion    of    the    majority    of 
the    Scottish     people     was     practically 
set  aside.     On  the  question  of  the  control 
of  the  police,  48  Members  for  Scotland 
desired  that  that  should  be  given  to  the 
County  Councils,  and  18  were  against  it. 
With    respect    to    giving    the    County 
Councils  the  same  licensing  power  as  the 
burghs,  48  were  in  favour  and  12  against. 
On  the  question  of  the  compulsory  ac- 
quisition of  land  46   were  in  favour  of 
giving  power  to  the   County    Councils 
and     12     were    against.       And     there 
was     practically     the     same     unequal 
division     with     respect     to     the    ques- 
tion   of    rights   of    way.      In    face    of 
facts  such  as  these  it  is  beside  the  ques- 
tion to  pretend  that   Scottish  opinion  is 
fairly   considered   or   even  receives   any 
respect  at  all  in   this  House.     To  pass 
from  Government  Bills,  I  come  to  other 
questions  which  have  been  brought  for- 
ward, or   attempted  to  be   brought  for- 
ward, in  this  House.     There  is  the  ques- 
tion 01  access  to  mountains.     That  is  a 
question   to  which   a  great  deal  of  im- 
portance is  attached  by  a  large  section  of 
the    people   of    Scotland,   and    yet   the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy,  year  after  year, 
for    nine    different    years,   brought    the 
question    before  the   House,  and  it  was 
only  through  what,  I  think,  was  an  inad- 
(  vertence  on  the  part  of  the  Conservative 
Government,  that  another  Member  was 
able    to    secure    a    majority   in    favour 
of    that    proposal.       The     year     after- 
wards    the    Conservative    Government 
brought   forward    a    Bill    dealing    with 
the     question,     but     I     think     I     may 
fairly  claim  that  it  was  not  considered  a 
satisfactory  measure  by  the  great   body 
of    Scotch  Members.     I  take   next  the 
question  of  the  Local  Veto  Bill — a  ques- 
tion of  some   importance.     Apart  alto- 
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gether  from  the  merits  or  demerits  of 
that  question,  wc  must  admit  that  in 
Scotland  the  local  veto  question  receives 
the  support  of  a  vary  large  and  influential 
section  of  the  population.  For  10  years 
Mr.  M'Lagan,  recently  a  Meml)er  of  this 
House,  attempted  to  get  a  settlement  of 
that  question,  hut  he  was  never  ahlo  to 
do  so.  There  is  another  question  of 
equal  importance — the  question  of  the 
amendment  of  the  Crofters  Act.  That 
Act  v.'as  passed  some  six  or  seven  years 
since,  and  the  most  important  flaw  in  it, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  crofters' 
Representatives,  is  that  it  does  not  apply 
to  leaseholders,  Everv  vear  since  that 
Act  was  passed  an  attempt  has  been 
made  by  the  Member  for  Caithness  and 
other  crofters'  Representatives  to  obtain 
an  opportunity  for  amending  that  Act  in 
the  direction  of  the  inclusion  of  lease- 
holders. They  have  never  been  success- 
ful, and  there  is  not  the  slightest  hope 
that  the  question  will  be  dealt  with 
during  the  present  Session,  or  even 
during  the  present  Parliament.  Coming 
to  last  Session,  there  was  the  Fatal 
Accidents  Bill.  That  was  a  Bill,  again, 
of  a  non-Party  character,  and  it  was 
sent  to  a  Grand  Committee,  I  be- 
lieve, without  a  Division..  It  passed 
through  the  Grand  Committee,  and  was 
brought  into  the  House,  and  because 
what  I  consider  a  perfectly  legitimate 
Amendment,  suggesting  that  juries 
should  be  called  in  case  of  injury,  was 
put  in  the  Bill  it  was  withdrawn  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  impossible  to  get  the  two  or  three 
hours  necessary  in  order  to  discuss  that 
Amendment.  The  result  was  that  that 
Bill,  which  was  supt)orted  by  every 
Representative  Working  Class  Organisa- 
tion in  Scotland,  by  every  Trades  Union, 
and  by  every  Representative  Association, 
was  lost,  in  the  face  of  facts  such  as 
these  it  is  idle  to  pretend  that  Scottish 
desires  and  Scottish  opinion  can  ever  be 
properly  considered  in  this  House.  It  is 
agreed  by  Parties  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that,  so  far  as  the  financial  rela- 
tions between  the  two  countries  are 
concerned,  Scotland  has  a  very  great 
deal  to  complain  of,  and  I  am  glad  that 
the  Government  has,  after  several  years, 
seen  their  Avay  to  promise  that  an  in- 
quiry will  take  place  into  the  matter.  I 
would  just  remind  the  House,  in  con- 
sidering  the   general  position   of   Scot- 

Mr,  Dalziel 


land,    that    by    general    consent    it 
admitted  that  Scotland  is  overtaxed 
the    present    time     to     the    extent 
£1,000,000    or     £1,500,000     per    ye; 
Not  only  so,  but  Scotland  is  not  treat 
in  the  same  liberal  way  with  regard 
Imperial  grants  as  the  other  parts  of  t 
Kingdom  are,  or  have  been  in  the  paj 
I  would  also  remind  the  House  that  fro 
the   point   of   view   of    population    tl 
average  contribution  per  head  in  Irelau 
is £1  1  Is.  3d.  ;  in  England  it  is  £2  28.  3d 
and  in  Scotland  it  is  £2  os.  8d.,  so  tha 
in  that  respect  wo  have  something  U 
complain  of.     Then  there  is  the  que^tior 
of  Private  Bill  legislation.      That  is  a 
very  old  complaint  of  Scotland.    It  waa 
brought  forward  in  1876,  and  it  has  been 
renewed  in  almost  every  successive  year. 
I  will  give  the   House  just  one  or  two 
figures   as   to  the  cost  of   Private  Bill 
legislation.     I  have  had   supplied  to  me 
by  the  Treasurer  of  Glasgow  a  statement 
which  shows  that  from    1865  to  1892  no 
less  than  £283,028   Us.  6d.  were  spent 
in  the  promotion  of  and  opi)ositiontoPn- 
vato    Bills.     From    Edinburgh   I  le*ro 
that  from   1872  to  1893  £75,000  were 
spent  in  the  same  fashion.     In  Dundee, 
since    1871,    upwards   of  £60,000  were 
spent  in   connection   with  Private  Bil 
legislation,  and  I  believe  the  full  tow 
for  Scotland  for  the  14  years  from  IB"* 
to    1885    is   not    less   than   £1,294,812. 
[^CheersJ]     I  understand  the  cheers  from 
gentlemen   opposite.      I    suppose  thetf 
reply  to  me  on  this  point  will  be  that 
they  introduced  a  Bill  when  they  were 
in  Office,  and  that  if  that  Bill  had  been 
allowed    to    pass    the    whole  question 
would     have      been     properly    settled' 
But    the    Government    was     in   Oifi^ 
for      six      years,     and      how     was    ^^ 
they    could     not     find     time     to    p**' 
the  measure  ?     I  am   aware  that  it  was 
opposed  by  certain  Meml)ers,  but  that  ^ 
no  answer  to  the  complaint  that  if  it  wa> 
a  good  Bill    time  ought    to    have  beeo 
found  to  pass  it.     I  think  that  Bill  waj 
an  excellent  Bill  as  far  as  it  went,  and  1 
would  like  to  see   a   Bill   of  the  same 
character  introduceil  again,  but  I  hope'^ 
will  be  a  more  thorough -going  aud  com* 
plete   measure,  aud  will  deal  with  l"' 
opposed  as  well  as  Opposed  Private  Bill'- 
What  is  the  Tory  position  on  this  que-** 
tion  ?     Are  they  going  to  oppose  alU^^j 
of  decentralisation  ?     1  do  not  think  ^ 
am  justified  in  assuming  anything  of  ^^^ 
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id.  The  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
t  forward  last  night  one  of  the  most 
f^olationary  proposals  which  I  ever 
ard.  The  Government  brought  forward 
>ropo8al  that  Scotch  Members  should 
ftcticallj  be  supreme  so  far  as  Scotch 
:11s  wore  concerned,  and,  what  was  the 
titude  of  gentlemen  opposite  I  They 
mplained  that  the  proposal  did  not  go 
r  enough.  They  said  they  wanted  it 
r  England,  for  Ireland,  and'  for  Wales, 
think  if  they  go  that  length  they  will 
rjr  goon  be  prepared  to  go  a  little 
rtber,  and  to  recognise  that  if  it  was 
od  for  Scotch,  for  English,  and  for 
elsh  Members  to  be  supreme  on  their 
sal  questions  in  this  House  it  is,  per- 
ps,  a  little  better  that  they  should 
Jcnss  the  questions  in  the  localities 
>re  particularly  concerned.  It  is  no 
iger  a  question  of  whether  Home 
lie  is  to  be  granted,  but  it  is  a 
estiou  how  that  decentralisation  can  be 
plied.  Therefore,  the  conclusion  which 
arrive  at  is,  in  the  first  place,  that 
rliament  is  overburdened,  and  that  re- 
f  is  necessary  ;  secondly,  that  Scottish 
crests  have  been  neglected  in  the  past, 
d  that  there  is  no  prospect  that  they 
II  be  letter  attended  to  in  the  future  ; 
rdly,  that  the  principles  of  representa- 
e  government  demand  that  Scotch 
inion  should  be  supreme  in  Scottish 
airs,  aud  this  is  only  possible  by  the 
^blishmenf  of  a  Scottish  Legislature  ; 
irthly,  that  Scotland  presents  an  ideal 
Id  for  a  great  experiment  in  local  self- 
•vernment.  [_Laugheer  and  cheers,'] 
can  hardly  suppose  that  those  Mem- 
rs  opposite  who  are  Scotchmen  will 
ke  up  the  view  that  Scotland  does  not 
assess  an  ideal  field  for  local  self-go- 
•niment.  I  am  in  favour  of  Home 
ole  all  round.  I  believe  that  is  the 
'iy  possible  way  in  which  we  can  pro- 
'%  carry  forward  the  legislation  of  the 
»«ntry.  My  idea  is  that  this  House 
"1  have  to  undergo  a  very  great  and 
*terial  change  so  far  as  the  business 
'<!  before  it  is  concerned.  Wo  are  too 
^ch  ocbupied  in  discussing  purely  local 
'^tions  which  can  be  better  settled  in 
I®  localities  concerned.  Let  this 
ouse  devote  itself — first,  to  the  con- 
juration of  all  the  great  questions 
hich  have  the  same  application  to  all 
^tions  of  the  Kingdom  ;  and,  in  the 
<^nd  place,  to  the  consideration  of  the 
^t   Colonial,    Indian,    and    Imperial 


questions  which  ought  to  engage  more 
than  they  do  at  present  the  close  attention 
of  the  House.  It  is  because  I  believe  my 
Resolution  is  a  step  in  that  direction  that 
I  submit  it  to  the  House. 

Mr.  BIRRELL  (Fife,  W.)  said,  he 
desired  to  second  the  Motion.  He  did 
not  suppose  there  would  be  many  persons 
within  the  House  found  to  disagree  upon 
its  merits,  or  with  the  proposition  that  if 
they  were  given  a  geographical  area — he 
used  the  words  "  geographical  area " 
because  ho  preferred  to  avoid  the  word 
"nation,"  which  always  excited  the  worst 
possible  passion  in  this  House — with  a 
separate  Judicature  of  its  own,  with 
separate  laws  of  its  own,  the  best,  and  he 
should  suppose  the  most  obvious,  mode  of 
legislating  for  such  an  area  would  be  a 
Representative  Assembly  within  the 
jurisdiction  itself.  It  was  a  great  dis- 
advantage for  any  country  to  be  sepa- 
rated by  a  distance  from  the  seat  of  Go- 
vernment, an<l  he  believed  the  newly- 
awakened  interest  in  regard  to  London 
legislation  was  due  to  the  Metropolis 
|)ossessing  an  admirable  Local  Body  to 
look  after  its  affairs,  and  to  the  fact  that 
they  were  surrounded  by  a  horde  of 
London  Members  within  easy  cab  fare  of 
their  constituencies,  aud  who  were  able 
t-o  bring  to  boar  upon  this  House  a  con- 
stant pressure  which  those  constituencies 
at  a  distance  were  unable  to  do.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  a  Legislative  Assembly  of 
Scotsmen  sitting  in  Edinburgh  would 
develop  a  most  useful  representative 
activity  in  many  fields  which  were  at  pre- 
sent unexplored.  There  were  numberless 
law  reforms  and  land  reforms  which,  he 
was  sure,  if  there  was  a  Legislature  in 
Edinburgh,  would  engage  the  attention 
of  Scottish  lawyers  which  did  notenjicage 
them  at  present,  when  Scottish  legisla- 
tive reform  was  a  hopeless  dream.  There 
was  public  health,  which  engaged  much 
public  attention  in  a  country  largely  in- 
habited by  doctors.  They  complained  of  * 
the  very  inferior  and  obsolete  weapon 
which  the  old  Public  Health  Act  had 
put  into  their  hands  to  wage  warfare 
against  insanitary  conditions,  which 
were  not  altogether  undeserving  of 
attention.  There  were  questions  of  right- 
of-way,  liquor  iraffic,  and  educational 
questions,  and  the  last,  if  Scotland  was 
to  maintain  her  pre-eminence,  would 
certainly  require  great  consideration. 
He    believed     a    Scottish     Legislative 
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Assembly  would  deal  with  these  ques- 
tions in  a  grave  and  useful  spirit.  Then 
there  was  the  crucial  question  of  the 
Scottish  Church.  He  believed  that  there 
were  some  Imperialists  of  such  a  com- 
plexion that  thej  really  believed  that  the 
Scottish  people  should  not  deal  with 
their  own  Church  without  first  taking 
the  opinion  of  the  Calvinists  of  Wales 
and  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom.  His 
view  was  that  the  question  was  purely 
one  for  the  Scottish  people.  It  was 
idle  to  talk  of  a  referendum,  or  to  sup- 
pose that  the  United  Kingdom  would 
ever  consent  to  a  General  Election 
which  would  turn  simply  on  the  ques- 
tion whether  one  section  of  the  Presby- 
terian Body  should  have  an  Establish- 
ment or  not.  They  might  wish  to  con- 
fine people's  thoughts  to  the  restricted 
area,  but  in  practice  they  would  find  it 
perfectly  impossible.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  even  in  a  Scottish  Legislative 
Assembly  they  would  be  able  to  do 
it,  but  a  General  Election  there  which 
did  turn  on  that  question  would 
practically  amount  to  a  referendum  on 
that  question,  because  the  Scottish 
people  would  recognise  the  importance 
of  the  question,  and  give  it  precedence 
over  all  others.  Although  a  Disestab- 
lisher  to  the  backbone,  and  baptised  into 
the  spirit  of  the  Disruption,  he  still 
believed  it  was  a  monstrous  thing  that 
the  Scottish  Church  should  be  disestab- 
lished by  the  votes  of  English  Noncon- 
formists, who  might  be  giving  their  vote 
simply  with  an  eye  to  the  disestablish- 
ment of  the  English  Church  at  home. 
Here  was  an  opportunity  for  Tory 
Members  who  had  been  so  active  on 
platforms  during  the  last  few  weeks  in 
making  the  assertion  that  Disestablish- 
ment was  a  question  for  the  Scottish 
people.  They  had  now  an  opportunity 
to  assent  to  a  proposal  which  would 
remit  that  question  to  a  Scottish 
Assembly.  The  objections  to  Scottish 
Home  Rule  were  not  serious  in  character. 
There  were  no  Fenians  in  Scotland  and 
no  Orangemen.  Though  some  miserable 
and  cowardly  attempts  had  lately  been 
made  to  fan  the  dying  embers  of  religious 
bigotry  in  Scotland  into  a  fiame,  they 
had  miserably  failed,  as  they  deserved. 
The  objections  were  not  serious.  They 
were  mainly  of  a  personal  character. 
Scottish  Members  opposite  had  a  great 
objection  to  what  they  regarded  as  a  one- 

Mr,  Birrell 


horse  Legislature  sitting  in  Scotlai 
The  Member  for  Buteshire  (Mr.  Grahi 
Murray)  on  the  last  occasion  when  tl 
subject  was  before  the  House  wound 
an  eloquent  speech  by  declaring  1 
unwillingness  to  barter  the  heritage 
an  Imperial  Parliament  for  any  miseral 
Parliament  that  might  be  offered  in 
stead,  and  he  would  never  forget  1 
expression  on  the  face  of  that  distinguisl; 
man,  now  the  Lord  President,  when  asiLc 
Advocate  he  contemplated  the  bare  po« 
bilityof  the  existence  of  a  Scotch  Legia 
ture.  The  hon.  Member  had  said  it  woo 
be  a  bleak  and  barren  prospect.  But,  aft 
all,  a  Representative  Assembly  enisU 
not  simply  as  a  playground,  and  for  tl 
amusement  and  edification  of  its  Men 
bers,  however  distinguished,  but  for  th 
purpose  of  attending  to  the  legislati? 
needs  of  the  country  in  whose  service  i 
was  summoned.  If  by  any  chance  evei 
a  dull  Scotch  Assembly  transaetei 
Scotch  business  better  than  that  Hoa« 
— and  he  admitted  that  many  of  tb( 
local  Scotch  Assemblies  were  dull  in- 
deed,  though  he  could  not  speak  witl 
the  authority  of  the  late  Lord  Advocate- 
then  he  could  quite  imagine  that  Scot- 
land would  prefer  a  Parliament  of  i^ 
own  in  Edinburgh,  although  it«  ^ 
ceedings  would  be  enlivened  by  tboee 
flashes  of  wit  and  philosophic  discourse* 
which  made  a  seat  in  the  Iroperi*' 
Chamber  at  once  a  liberal  education  ao< 
a  round  of  cheap  amusement.  Scotcl 
electors  had  given  their  Representative 
no  mandate  to  be  witty — if  they  had  i 
might  be  discharged,  at  all  events,  to  the 
own  satisfaction — but  they  sent  them  i 
Westminster,  in  the  first  place,  to  loc 
after  the  affairs  of  the  Empire  ;  and,  i 
the  second  place,  to  pass  laws  for  Sco 
land.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  hfl 
very  little  time  for  either  of  those  dutie 
The  interests  of  the  Empire  were  ahno 
entirely  overlooked,  and  the  affairs  • 
Scotland  were  neglected,  while  Membe 
were  kept  there  month  after  mouth  ei 
gaged  in  pursuits  in  which  their  co> 
stituents  certainly  took  no  intere 
whatever.  He  would  point  out  tb 
there  was  no  need  for  those  gentlemi 
who  had  such  an  unconquerable  objectii 
to  appear  in  a  Local  Assembly  • 
Edinburgh  to  sit  there  at  all.  The  dif 
culty  arose,  he  supposed,  from  a  feelii 
that  the  grant  of  Scotch  Home  Ku 
would  necessitate    the    same   grant  ^* 
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Englandy  and  *that  the  latter  would 
serionslj  interfere  with  the  present  sys- 
tem of  Cabinet  Government.  But  that 
wonld  not  necessarily  follow  at  all,  even 
asgnming  there  were  an  English  Adminis- 
tration apart  from  the  Imperial  Govern- 
meot.'  He  did  not  think  that  Scotch 
Members  were  in  the  least  degree 
iDxions  to  interfere  in  matters  purely 
English,  and,  having  regard  to  the 
condition  of  Scotch  business  and  also 
to  the  common-sense  reasons  of  the 
case,  he  thought  that  the  time 
had  come  when  devolution  should 
be  allowed  to  take  its  natural  course. 
All  parely  Scotch  legislative  business  in 
which  Englishmen  really  did  not  take 
anj  interest  should  be  left  in  the  hands 
of  Scotchmen,  who,  he  submitted,  had  a 
right  to  demand  that  they  should  be 
iUowed  to  pass  those  laws  which  only 
opiated  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Scot- 
land. Those  were  some  of  the  reasons 
why  be  had  great  pleasure  in  seconding 
tile  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  it  is  desirable,  while  retaining  intact 
tl>e  power  and  supremacy  of  the  Imperial 
^ttliament,  to  establish  a  Legislature  in  Scot- 
and  for  dealing  with  purely  Scottish  affairs." 
HMt,  DalzieL^ 

*Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  said, 
be  must  congratulate  the  hon.  Member 
on  his  witty  speech,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  be  could  not  help  thinking  that 
It  had  been  intended  to  be  delivered  last 
^ight.  He  could  not  agree  with  the  re- 
n»*rk8  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  Scot- 
land was  an  "  ideal "  field  for  an  experi- 
niental  Home  Rule  Bill,  and  he  would  be 
exceedingly  sorry  to  think  that  Scotch- 
men should  have  Home  Rule  or  any  other 
"measure  forced  upon  them  against  their 
^ill*  He  was  a  Scotchman  himself,  and  it 
^as  only  natural,  therefore,  that  he  should 
^ject  entirely  to  apply  the  old  maxim 
^'  txperimentum  in  corpore  vili  when 
foeh  a  question  as  that  was  raised,  and 
^fegretted  to  hear  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
^  considered  Scotland  to  be  an  "  ideally 
^"e  body  "  for  such  an  experiment.  The 
JP^h  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
*ife  was  clearly  intended  to  be  delivered 
^  liight,  for  he  actually  told  the  House 
^  the  commencement  of  it  that  he  "  rose 
to  support  the  appointment  of  this  Com- 
**^tee."    The  hon.    Member   had   said 


that  there  were  no  Orangemen  in  Scot- 
land.    That  was  not  the  case,  for  if  he- 
would  investigate  the  matter  he  would 
find  that  there  were  many  of  them,  and 
that,    too,  in   Lanarkshire,  the   greatest 
county  of  Scotland.     Having  spoken  at 
considerable   length   last   evening   on  a 
cognate    subject,   he  would  not    detain 
the  House  by  offering  any  extended  ob- 
servations then.     The  Highlanders  from 
Black  heath  and  the  patriots  of  Putney 
had  been  putting  on  their  kilts,  and  it  was 
only  right  that  those  who  were  not  real 
Scotchmen  should  take  a  leading  part  in 
that  pseudo-patriotic  Debate.     He  wonld 
like  all  those  gentlemen  to  be  allowed 
to  have  their  Highland  fling   to    their 
hearts*  content.     He  was  sure  that  the 
real  Scottish  Members  were  all  anxious 
to  hear  the  Englishman  who  happened 
to   be   Home   Secretary    as   well    as   a 
Fifeshire   Member   explain  his   pseudo- 
patriotic  views,  and  to  hear  the  English 
Solicitor  General  explain  why  he  went 
to    Forfarshire    at    the    behest   of   the 
English  wirepullers   in  order  to   secure 
what    was    supposed     to     be     a     safe 
seat  to  advance  his  professional  career. 
Above  all,  they  were    anxious  to  hear 
their  English  Secretary  for  Scotland,  who 
last  year  supported  Home  Rule  for  Scot- 
land, and  who  was  subsequently  ''  hauled 
over  the  coals,**  ridiculed,  and  scorned  in 
the  other  House  by  the  Scottish  noble- 
man who  was  now  Prime  Minister  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  There  was,  indeed,  one 
movement  in  which,  like  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy,  he,  too,  took  the 
deepest  interest — the  movement  in  favour 
of  an   improvement   iu  the  Private  Bill 
legislation  for  Scotland.     He  was  certain 
that  the  Scottish  Members  on  the  Oppo- 
sition Benches  were  unanimous  on   this 
point.     A  Bill  had  been  brought  forward 
by    the    late    Government,  but    it    was 
obstructed   and   destroyed  by  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    the    Member   for   the 
Stirling  Burghs,  who  was  now  Secretary 
for    War.      Personally,  he  (Mr.  Hozier) 
could    only    say    he    would  do   all   he 
could  to  promote  such  a   measure.     He 
denied  that  Scottish  constituencies   bad 
declared  iu    favour  of  Home   Rule   for 
Scotland,  and  the  fact  that  the   present 
Gladstonian    Members  supported   it  did 
not  show  that   that   was   the  case.     In 
the  vast  majority  of  instances  Home  Rule 
for  Scotland  had  never  been  before  the 
constituencies   at   all.      Practically,   all 
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Unionists    were  opposed  to  a    separate 
Parliament  for  Scotland  ;  the   Unionist 
vote  was  solid  against  Home  Rule  for 
^Scotland,  and  no  one  pretended  that  even 
the  Gladstonians  were    unanimouslj   in 
favour  of  it.     In  most  of  the  Gladstonian 
constituencies  Scottish  Home  Rulers  were 
a  very  small  minority,  even  among  Glad- 
Etonians,  but    that    small    minority  was 
like  the  mosquito — it  made  a  very  great 
deal  of  uoiso  for  its  size,  and  it  was  able 
to  make  its  presence  felt.      This  small 
minority,  for   example,  could    make    its 
presence  felt  in  the  selection  of  a  Glad- 
Htouian  candidate;  and,  again,  even  after 
a  candidate  had  been  selected,  ho  might 
still    l>e    "  heckled "  into    shape  by  the 
Home    Kule    minority.     Ho    wished    to 
put  a  question  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness,  who  was  the  President  of  the 
Scottish  Home  Rule  Association,  and  to 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  If  a  separate 
I'arliameiit  were  granted  to  Scotland  to- 
morrow, would  the  question  of  the  Dis- 
establishment of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
1)0  handed  over  to  it  ?  Perhaps  the  Secre- 
tary for    Scotland  would    kindly  either 
nod  or  shake  his  heail  in  answer  to  that 
question.     He  was    going    to    Scotland 
soon,  and  he  would  like    to  bo  able  to 
take  back  an  answer.     As  the  right  hon. 
(Tontlcman   made  no  response,   perhaps 
the  hon.   Member  for  Caithness  would 
answer.     There  was  no  answer  given  to 
that  question.     An  election   was   going 
to  take  place  in  a  few   days  in  a  con- 
stituency neighbouring  his  own,  and  he 
had  every  right  to  know  the  opinion  of 
the  Government.     He  should  also  like  to 
know  whether  the  Secretarv  for  Scotland 
*'  homologated,"  to  use  the  Scotch  term, 
and  concurred  in  the  statement  made  last 
week  by  Mr.  Caldwell,  the  Gladstonian 
candidate   for    Mid    Lanark,    when    the 
President    of    the    Scottish   Home  Rule 
Association,  the  hon.  Member  for  Caith- 
ness, was  on  the  platform  ?   Mr.  Caldwell 
said — 

"  Digesfrablishment  is  n  matter  of  principle 
with  the  Liberal  Party,  ami  the  Liberal  Party 
having  »lenied.  or  intending  to  deny,  the  right 
to  Ireland,  has  no  right  whatever  to  leave  the 
matter"  ((»f  the  Establishe*!  (^hurch)  *' to  be 
<lcterminetl  by  a  vote  of  Scotland,  even  although 
there  shouhl  l^e  a  majority  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  in  favour  of  the  Established  Church." 

That  was  a  curious  statement  to  l)e  made 
by  a  Scotch  Home  Ruler.  If  these 
words  meant  anything  they  meant  that, 
even  if  a  separate  Parliament  were  given 

Mr.  Hozier 


to  Scotland,  it  would  not  be  competent  t 
deal  with  the  Church  question ;  and  that 
even  if  a  General  Election  were  to  b 
held  on  the  question  of  Disestablishmen 
in  Scotland,  and  a  majority  in  favour  o 
maintaining  the  "  auld  Kirk  "  were  re 
turned,  the  Government  would  still  b 
bound,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  to  dis 
establish  and  disendow  the  Church  ■ 
Scotland  in  spite  of  the  strongest  pr- 
tests  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 

Mr.  HERBERT  LEWIS  (Flint,  &- 
entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  Membe= 
statement  that  the  cause  of  Home  Kh 
for  Scotland  was  rapidly  gaining  groun 
and  had  l)een  doing  so  year  by  year, 
was  quite  evident  that  the  Scotch  peoM 
had  made  up  their  minds  on  the  qucstS 
and  when  Scotland  made  up  her 
on  any  particular  subject  she  geuer; 
succeeded  in  attaining  it.  The  certai 
of  her  doing  so  in  this  instance  was  ii 
not  verv  distant  future.  He  wishe«^l 
explain  his  attitude  on  this  Motion  ^i 
Welsh  Member.  Home  Rule  for  S  * 
land  was,  as  he  had  said,  a  certain^  ji 
no  distant  date  ;  and  he  would  impn 
on  the  House  that  Home  Rule  for  \%^«i 
must  not  be  left  out  of  the  questioi 
Not  much  had  been  said  of  th 
neglect  of  Welsh  business,  i\iou\^i 
Wales  had  waited  Session  after  Session 
for  her  legislation,  until  weariness  had 
almost  ripened  into  disgust  with  the  him- 
l)ering  and  clogged  machine  called  Im- 
perial Parliament.  Last  year  a  Local 
Veto  Bill  for  Wales  passed  its  Second 
Reading,  and  only  one  Welsh  Member 
opposed  it,  while  26  supportetl  it.  Yet 
there  was  not  the  least  hope  of  that  Bil' 
passing  into  law.  A  large  number  oi 
Bills  in  which  Wales  was  interested: 
were  pending,  but,  with  one  singi' 
exception,  there  was  no  chance  o 
their  being  passed  this  Se^ision.  Th' 
same  might  be  said  with  reganl  t' 
this  Session,  because  thev  knew  the; 
would  have  no  opportunity  *of  pas^in] 
that  Bill  into  law.  There  were  tw 
principal  objections  to  Home  Rule  Ic 
Wales.  The  first  one  denied  the  natioi^ 
hooil  of  the  countrv,  and  the  other  wn 
founded  upon  the  small  population  c 
Whales.  With  regard  to  the  first  obje<-' 
tion,  he  should  imagine  that  there  w* 
hardly  anyone  in   the  House  who  wouI< 


>1 


Home  Rule 


3  Ahhii.  189i} 


(Scotland). 


iitnre  seriously  to  aBeort  tliat  tlie 
e\»li  were  uot  »  nation.  The  people 
Wales  were  beoomiiig  more  niiil  mora 
NaiioDal  Body ;  separate  ai^ta  of  legi»~ 
itioTi  were  beiii^  contiuuiilly  pushed  for 
be  Priucipality.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
her  Scotch  or  Irish  Members  were 
ccuatomed  to  hear  the  vernacular  spoken 
II  Tli«ir  cnuntrios,  but  lie  might  »ay  that 
here  were  «  conBiderablc  number  of 
^'elsli  Membem  Bitting  in  thut  Uousa 
rho  uxetl  it  in  \^'alcs  as  tlio  nsual  mode 
f  commnuinatiou.  Lie  would  noir  come 
>  ihe  objection  that  Wales  was  too 
nail  for  Home  Rale. 

•ilB.  SPEAKER  :  The  hon.  Gtiitlo- 
laii  must  remember  that  this  Motion 
3plic8  to  ScotlauJ  only.  lie  is  entitled 
'  use  rhe  east;  of  Wales  as  au  illustra- 
on,  but  be  is  not  entitled  to  go  into  the 
bole  question  of  Home  Rule  for  Wales. 

Mb.  HERBERT  LEWIS  said,  he 
ould  only  mention  the  case  of  Walcx  in 
fereiice  to  its  bearing  upon  Home  Rule 
r  Svoiland.  With  regard  to  the  objec- 
3ti  that  Wales  was  too  small  for  Home 
ule,  he  had  only  to  roiniud  the  House  of 
hat  was  the  case  with  regard  to  other 
^llislatures  all  over  the  world.  Canada 
ad  nine  Parliaments,  Bud  Australasia, 
■itb  a  population  of  4,000,000.  had  also 
large  number  of  Parliaments,  while 
rermany,with  a  population  of  26,000,000, 
lad  2'2  separate  Parliaments.  He  en- 
■'i^lj  Agreed  that  the  arguments  agaiust 
Home  Rule  for  Ireland  did  not  apply  to 
Scotland.  The  case  of  Wales  was 
iimilju-  to  that  of  Scotlaml  in  several 
fsspwis,  and  the  arguments  against  Home 
Kuie  far  Ireland  did  not  apply  to  Wales. 
Both  Scotland  and  Wales  were,  at  all 
^v^ts,  willing  to  l<e  mude  the  subjects  of 
*  Home  Rule  experiment.  He  conltl  not 
Soiiito  the  case  of  Wales  localise  of  the 
SpaWs  ruling,  aod  ho  simply  wished  to 
'V  ihat,  knowing  something  of  Wales, 
*'>i  llmt  Ihe  cireumstanccs  of  that 
Wnutry  wera  in  many  raspeets  identical 
*"li  tbose  of  Scotland,  be  hoped  as 
'1  adoption  of  the  principle  of  Home 
"f'e  this  Motion  would  l>e  carried  by  the 
House, 

*Su  C.  PEARSON  (Edinburgh  and 
"'■  Andrew's  Universities)  said,  he 
*ould  twt  follow  tliB  hon.  Member  at 
the  analogy,  which 
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no  Scottish  Member  would  for  a  moment 
grudge,  between  the  cases  of  Wales  and 
of  Scotland  in  this  matter,  althongli  he 
did  not  agroe  with  him  that  there  were 
no  many  points  of  simiUrity  between  the 
two  coiintriea  as  the  hon.  Member  seemed 
to  imagine.  Nordid  he  think  Ihatthere 
was  really  tlie  rivalry  between  the  two 
countries  to  present  the  body  politic  for 
any  anatomical  experiment  which  the 
Oovernmeut  might  wIhIi  to  make  in  the 
direction  of  the  Resolution.  Nor  would 
be  examine  tlio  tlicory  which  he  pre- 
sented upon  tlie  reproductive  powers  of 
Parliaments.  He  desired  to  look  nt  the 
subject  mainly  from  a  Scottish  point  of 
view.  This  subject  evidently  deinnndctl 
very  careful  treatment,  and  no  subject 
could  have  liecn  treated  more  dissimilarly 
than  it  was  by  the  Mover  and  Seconder. 
They  had  the  "severe"  and  the  "lively," 
and  ho  was  gla<l  that  the  Member  for 
West  Fife,  in  tho  courno  of  a  moHt  enter- 
taiuingspeoch,at  la.st  recogniaed  that  this 
was  a  subject  which  had  its  diHicultiea. 
What  were  the  grounds  on  which  this 
Motion  waB  made  at  tlie  present  time  P 
They  might  have  expected  to  bear  some 
now  aspect  of  the  case — some  develop- 
ment of  tlie  circumstances,  some  stronger 
arguments  than  had  previously  lieon 
put  forward.  But  they  only  bad  the 
old  arguments.  They  bail  the  old 
assertion  about  tho  neglect  of  Scottish 
business  in  the  House,  and  that  they 
would  get  rid  of  that  neglect  only  by 
applying  this  ridiculous  specific  of  Home 
Rule  as  the  remedy.  He  was  disposed 
to  dispute  both  these  propoHitiona.  He 
wouldremind  the  House  that  this  proposal 
was  to  have  a  L^islature  in  Scotland  for 
purely  Scottish  affairs,  while  retaining 
intact  the  Hupramacy  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament.  Upon  the  latter  part  they 
had  heard  nothing.  Vet  it  was  the 
more  important,  and  they  all  knew  how 
it  was  felt  to  bo  most  difficult — prac- 
tically impossible — t<i  reconcile  tho  exist- 
ence of  a  separate  Legislature  and 
Executive  with  the  supramacy  of  an 
Imperial  Parliament  in  the  Debates  on  a 
measure  relating  to  another  part  of 
the  Kingdom  in  the  present  Parliament. 
And  yet  this  abstraut  Resolution  was 
moved  without  any  allusion  whatever  to 
this  most  difficult  Bubject.  They  would 
notice  fuither  that  as  usual  England  was 
not  in  it.  They  were  getting  accus- 
tomed to  the  idea  of  Federation  with  the 
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omission  of  the  predomiDant  partner. 
But  it  was  felt  throughout  the  country 
that  anj  such  scheme  should  be  disclosed 
on  the  responsibility  of  a  Groyernment 
and  submitted  as  a  whole  for  the  dis- 
cussion of,  and  consideration  by,  the 
House.  He  was  not  surprised  to  find 
that  the  Mover  experienced  a  difficulty 
in  discussing  the  Resolution  apart  from  the 
discussion  of  the  previous  night.  But  he 
was  yet  to  learn  that  certain  statements 
then  made  committed  gentlemen  on  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House  to  certain 
views  as  to  the  propriety  of  Federation, 
That  was  a  suggestion  which  was  utterly 
baseless.  He  asserted,  in  the  first  place, 
that  there  was  no  demand  whatever  in 
Scotland  which  ought  for  a  moment  to 
move  the  House  in  the  direction  of  this 
Resolution.  He  went  further,  and  said 
that  the  cause  which  had  been  championed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
was,  so  far  as  indications  enabled 
them  to  judge,  a  back-going  cause 
in  Scotland.  He  observed  the  hon. 
Gentleman  omitted  the  year  1891  in  his 
Parliamentary  history  of  this  matter. 
That  happened  to  be  the  only  year  in 
which  a  Bill  was  tabled  embodying  any- 
thing approaching  to  the  details  pointed 
at  in  this  Resolution  ;  and  what  hap- 
pened to  it  ?  The  discussiou  upon  it 
was  set  down  for  a  particular  evening, 
and  the  keenness  of  the  interest  which 
hon.  Members  for  Scotland  felt  in  the 
subject,  and  the  urgency  of  the  demand 
in  Scotland,  were  set  forth  by  the  simple 
fact  that  the  House  was  counted  out. 

Mr.  DALZIEL  :  I  did  not  include 
that,  because  it  is  well-known  that  the 
Bill  came  on  quite  unexpectedly,  almost 
at  the  end  of  the  Sitting.  The  Scottish 
Members  did  not  expect  it  to  come  on, 
and  I  did  not  think  it  was  worthy  of 
being  considered  an  important  factor. 

•Sir  C.  PEARSON  said,  he  should 
have  assented  to  the  hon.  Member^s 
view  of  the  matter  had  it  not  been  for 
the  use  which  had  been  made  of  the 
fact  iu  Scotland  as  representing  the 
way  in  which  Scottish  business  was 
neglected  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
So  far  as  he  could  judge,  the  Associa- 
tion which  had  already  been  mentioned, 
and  of  which  the*  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark),  he  believed,  was 
still  the  President,  had  been  largely 
availed  of — he  did  not  say  created — by 
Members   of   this   House  for    what   he 

Sir  C.  Pearson 


might  call  English  consumption.  He  c 
not  know  how  many  Members  were  Vi 
Presidents  of  it.  He  thought  the  tii 
had  come  when  they  must  prot4 
against  the  use  which  was  attempted 
be  made  of  such  an  Association— on  t 
one  hand,  holding  out  to  the  people 
England  that  it  expressed  the  views 
Scotland  on  the  matter;  and,  on  i 
other  hand,  in  Scotland  assuming  1 
position  of  renouncing  the  Associat: 
and  all  its  works,  and  severing  connect 
with  it.  The  hon*  Member  for  KL 
caldy  said  Scottish  business  had  b« 
neglected  for  a  long  series  of  years,  m 
was  still  neglected.  The  hon.  Mens 
made  two  quotations  upon  the  first  p^ 
— one  20  years  old,  and  the  other  40» 
latter  being,  if  he  (Sir  C.  Pearson)  m 
took  not,  a  complaint  which  pointed 
in  the  direction  of  this  Resolution^ 
rather  in  the  direction  of  the  restc 
tion  of  the  ancient  office  of  Secret! 
for  Scotland,  which  had  been  dot 
The  other  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  r 
marks  on  the  neglect  of  Scottish  bosinei 
led  him  to  say  that  the  words  ^^  neglee 
of  Scottish  business"  hardly  expressed  tb 
truth  of  the  case.  It  appeared  to  him  tbej 
were  all,  or  nearly  all,  agreed  in  regrettiofj 
that  Scottish  business  did  not  get  Ma 
through  the  House,  but,  at  the  same  tiiM 
it  was  not  absolutely  exceptional  in  th*^ 
particular.  He  was  not  aware  that  Eng* 
lish  business  got  on  any  faster.  But  i< 
was  not  a  case  of  neglect,  nor  did  he  re 
gard  it  as  a  case  of  the  machinery  of  tb< 
House  breaking  down  except  ^ 
to  a  certain  point.  He  regarded  th' 
persons  primarily  chargeable,  not  fo 
neglect,  but  for  mismanagement  in  dc 
laying  the  progress  of  Scottish  legist 
tion,  as  the  Government  of  the  day, 
that  delay  had  happened.  They  w^ 
the  parties  responsible  for  the  divisic 
and  appropriation  of  the  time  of  t) 
House.  He  pointed  to  the  fact  that  1 
did  not  think  it  would  be  disputed,  wha 
ever  might  be  thought  opposite  of  tl 
conduct  of  business  all  round  by  the  la 
Unionist  Government,  that  during  t 
six  years  that  that  Government  was 
Office  Scottish  business  showed  in 
least  as  good  a  proportion  relative 
as  the  legislation  for  Euglao 
Wales,  and  Ireland.  That  demonstrate 
to  his  mind,  at  all  events,  that  there  w 
something  not  inherent  in  the  machioe 
of  Parliament  which  was  primarily  i 
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sponsible  for  the  present  state  of  matters. 
There  were,  he  admitted,  two  limitations 
under  which  all  Governments  must  ap- 
piXMch    this    question.     One    was    the 
g^rett   difficultj,   both    as    regards    the 
House  as  a  whole,  and  individual  Mem- 
ben  of  it,  which  was  brought  about  by 
the  enormous  increase  of  Private  Bills. 
He  ooold  onlj  say  that  the  late  Unionist 
Grovemment  did  their  very  best,  by  the 
introduction  of    Bills,   to    remove  that 
difficulty.      If  the  proposals  were  bad, 
they  might  have  been  amended  by  fair 
criticism.     The  other  direction  in  which 
they  were  all  agreed   that  this  House 
eoidd   be    relieved    was  by    devolution 
of    powers     to    Local    Bodies.      Local 
government  had  been  awarded  both  to 
England    and    Scotland.       The    bodies 
Uins  created   were   bodies   upon   whom 
large  administrative  or  executive  powers 
might    be,    and    no    doubt    would   be, 
devolved   to    the    relief    of   the   neces- 
sity  of    legislation    in  this    House    in 
eertain  directions.     To  say  that  English 
votes    overbore    Scottish    opinion    was 
simply  one  mode  of  saying  that  this  was 
ft  nnited  Parliament,  and  that  England 
Wis  the  predominant  partner.     They  did 
not  in  one  sense  object  to  English  votes 
overriding,  as  was  said,  Scottish  opinion, 
Wanse,   if  it  was  a  price  to  be  paid,  it 
Wis  one  they   were  willing   to   pay  for 
saembership  of  an  Imperial  Parliament, 
sad  it  was   astonishing   to  him  to  find 
Scottish  Members  taking  objections   to 
^  Divisions  on  the  Scottish  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  when  not  so  many  months 
%o  they  had  welcomed  Welsh  and  Irish 
votes,  not  to   speak  of  Scottish  votes,  to 
vote  down    the    English    majority    on 
P^lj  English  questions.     Another  con- 
sideration  ought   to    make  this   House 
ttrow  out  the  Resolution.      This  Legis- 
tttore  was  proposed  to  sit  in  Scotland  to 
dssl  with  purely  Scottish  affairs.     Pass- 
^  bj  the  difficulty  of  drawing  a  dis- 
^i^on  between  affairs  that  were  purely 
^^ottish  and  those  which  were  not,  was 
u  not  too  much  for  any  hon.  Member  to 
^ye  each   a  Resolution   without  even 
^^1^  them  what  he  proposed  as  to  the 
"J^n    between    the    membership    of 
^Scottish  Legislative  Body  and  the 
^^bership  of  the  Imperial  Parliament  ? 
J^  the    Members    of    the    proposed 
^^^''I'sstio  Legislature  to  attend  the  Im- 
P^  L^pilature  at  Westminster  or  not  ? 
^  the  Members  of  the  Scottish  Legislature 
^sre  not  required  to  attend  at  Westminster 


the  scheme  would  bear  separation  on  the 
face  of  it,  and,  not  only  so,  but  would 
deprive  Scotland  of  her  fair  share  of  the 
management  and  control  of  Imperial 
concerns.  On  the  other  hand,  if  they 
were  required  to  attend  at  Westminster, 
was  it  not  plain  that  the  difficulty  which 
was  expounded  at  length  last  year 
would  arise — namely,  that  either  the 
Scotch  Members,  besides  having  a  Le- 
gislature of  their  own,  would  turn  the 
balance  in  the  Imperial  Parliament  on 
Irish  or  English  affairs,  or  else  that  they 
must  walk  in  or  out  according  to  the 
subject-matter  of  discussion  ?  The  Bill 
of  1891  enacted  that  they  should  be  ipso 
facto  Members  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, or  rather  that  the  Members  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  should  be  ipso  facto 
Members  of  the  Scottish  Legislature.  The 
present  Prime  Minister  (Lord  Rosebery), 
speaking  in  Edinburgh  in  1892,  said — 

"  I  am  far  from  being  one  of  those  who  would 
throw  any  discredit  on  the  simple  and  elemen- 
tary proposition  that  to  discuss  distinctly 
Scottish  affairs  the  best  persons  are  elected 
Scottish  Representatives,  bat  I  will  say  in  all 
seriousness  I  have  great  doubts  as  to  whether 
that  obvious  proposition  is  best  carried  out  by 
making  them  Scottish  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  I  believe  that  you  elect  your 
Representatives  to  go  to  Westminster  on  one 
footing,  and  that  if  you  had  to  elect  your  Re- 
presentatives to  a  local  Parliament  you  would 
choose  them  from  a  more  large  and  a  more  re- 
stricted point  of  view." 

The  noble  Lord  added  that  it  would  bo 
necessary  to  draw  a  clear  line  between 
the  persons  elected  as  Imperial  Repre- 
sentatives and  those  elected  for  local 
purposes.  Until  a  repudiation  of  that 
position  was  forthcoming  from  someone 
who  was  responsible  for  the  only  Bill  on 
the  subject  that  had  yet  been  put  in,  he 
must  assume  that  that  Bill  represented 
the  views  of  average  Scottish  Home 
Rulers,  and,  if  so,  he  must  leave  them  to 
settle  their  accounts  with  their  chief. 
Lord  Rosebery.  The  situation  in  which 
the  House  had  been  placed  by  this 
Motion  was  one  of  extreme  interest. 
The  Motion  had  been  introduced,  of 
course  not  intentionally,  in  the  middle  of 
a  discussion  upon — he  did  not  like  to  say 
an  alternative  scheme  of  Home  Rule-^ 
but,  at  all  events,  a  proposition  which 
was  supported  last  night  upon  some  such 
grounds.  What  he  was  anxious  to  get 
at  was  the  position  of  the  Grovernment 
upon  the  Motion  now  before  the  House. 
Which  of  the  two  proposals  did  the  Go- 
vernment mean  to  support  ?  Did  it  mean 
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to  say,  ^^  We  desire  a  Scott isli  Legisla- 
ture Bittiug  in  Ediuburgh,  and  also  a 
Scottish  Graud  Committoo  sitting  up- 
stairs ?  "  He  thought  it  was  too  late  for 
the  Government  to  say,  as  they  had  done 
on  previous  occasions,  that  the  matter 
was  one  on  which  they  had  no  views 
and  no  policy.  Did  they  mean  busi- 
ness on  the  present  occasion,  and,  if 
so,  did  they  mean  business  upon  their 
own  Grand  Committee  Resolution,  or 
were  they  still  in  the  frame  of  mind  in 
w^hich  the  Prime  Minister  was  about 
nine  months  ago  in  another  place,  when 
he  said,  referring  to  a  Scottish  Home 
Rule  Motion — 

"  Is  this  fatal  Motion  to  become  a  precedent 
for  future  deliberations  1  If  so,  I  can  see  what 
will  happen.  Some  noble  Lord  will  rise  and 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  what  are  their 
views  about  the  Creed  of  St.  Athanasius.  No 
one  will  deny  that  that  deals  with  subjects 
much  more  vital,  and  much  more  im{)ortant, 
and  on  which  it  is  much  more  imi)erative  to 
form  an  opinion  than  on  the  question  of  Scottish 
Home  Rule." 

What  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G.  Tre- 
velyan)  to  say  to  this  ?  A  Government 
which  had  pledged  itself,  first,  to  give 
Home  Rule  to  Ireland,  and,  secondly,  to 
give  nothing  to  Ireland  which  it  was  not 
ready  to  give  to  Scotland,  was  bound  to 
answer  the  question,  and  not  to  put  it 
off  as  they  had  done  on  a  previous 
occasion  by  a  statement  that  they  had  no 
policy  upon  the  subject. 

*The  secretary  foe  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  last  year  I 
took  part  in  a  Debate  on  this  Resolution, 
and  I  then  made  a  speech  in  support  of 
it.  Certainly,  I  am  very  unwilling  to 
repeat  a  speech  of  that  length  to-night ; 
but  I  know  that  there  may  be  some 
hon.  Members  present  now  who  were 
not  present  then,  and  I  certainly  am 
unwilling  to  give  a  silent  vote  upon 
this  occasion.  My  vote  will  be  given 
in  favour  of  the  Resolution  of  my  two 
hon.  Friends  who,  like  the  hon.  Friend 
I  supported  last  year,  ask  for  a  separate 
Legislature  for  Scotland.  {_Ironieal 
Opposition  cheers,^  Oh,  I  do  not  mind 
any  scoffs  or  hard  words  that  come  from 
the  Opposition.  I  have  learnt  by  the 
experience  of  yesterday  that  it  is  not 
necessary  to  bring  forward  a  sweeping 
change  and  to  accompany  it  with  violent, 
subversive,  and  revolutionary  language  in 
order  to  be  charged  with  subverting  the 
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Constitution  of  the  country.  Yestcn 
I  brought  forward  a  practical  and  wo 
manlike  proposal  for  adding  a  third 
the  two  existing  Grand  Committees 
this  House.  [^Opposition  laughter  a 
ironical  cheersJ]  I  think,  Sir,  that,  c« 
sideriug  how  the  right  hon.  Gentlen 
who  has  just  sat  down  was  listened 
gentlemen  opposite  might  give  me  a  f 
hearing.  Well,  that  was  a  proposal 
enabling  Scottish  business  to  be  bet 
done  in  this  House  and  English  busiix 
to  be  better  and  more  easily  done.  * 
that  occasion  I  was  denounced  in  li 
guage  which  would  have  been  qi 
strong  enough  if  the  Government  I 
then  and  there  proposed  to  separate 
two  Kingdoms.  That  proposal  ref 
sents  what  the  Government^  as  a  C 
vernment,  intended  to  do  in  order  to  n: 
the  great  demands  of  Scotch  business 
the  great  and  growing  national  feeling 
Scotland.  They  believe  that  in  making  l 
proposal  of  a  Grand  Committee  t^ 
have  done  a  reallv  useful  work  for  S> 
land,  and  they  are  more  confirmed  in  i 
belief  by  the  opposition  which  it 
aroused,  and  which  shows  that  somet  I 
has  clearly  been  done  for  the  great  p 
ciple  of  devolution  and  for  the  far: 
principle  of  management  of  natio 
affairs  in  accordance  with  natio 
opinions.  The  right  hon.  Gentlem 
(Sir  C.  Pearson)  asks  me  whether  tl 
Grovemment  mean  business  in  this  matf^ 
They  do  mean  business. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :    In  whic 
matter  ? 

•Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  lu  tl 
matter  of  the  Grand  Committee.  The 
intend  to  carry  the  Grand  ComniitM 
through  by  every  means  which  they  c« 
possibly  employ,  and  by  staking  ever 
thing  upon  it,  and  up  to  that  extent  the 
are  prepared  to  pledge  and  bind  then 
selves  to  the  Scotch  Members,  Fiirtb 
than  that  on  this  occasion  the  Gorer 
ment,  as  a  Government,  do  not  inteud 
go.  As  regards  individual  Membei 
whether  on  this  Bench  or  elsewhere,  th* 
must  use  their  own  judgment  and  xh 
own  way  of  looking  at  the  public  iutcr« 
in  order  to  determine  in  what  direeti* 
they  should  vote.  For  my  own  pan 
am  very  glad  that  this  question  has  be* 
brought  forward.  There  is  very  gre 
use  in  an  abstract  Resolution  for  the  pu 
pose  of  promoting  public  questioos,  ai 
there  is  very  great  use  in  taking  a  Di^ 
sion  in  order  to  show  "what  real)  sol 
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\)a&\£iug  of  public  opiuiou,  represented 
as  >ve  believe  that  public  opinion  is, 
\)y  -tbe  balance  of  Parliamentary  opinion, 
liiere  is  in  the  country.  It  was  the 
opinion  of  the  late  Professor  Fawcett 
that  there  is  no  means  by  which  a 
great  public  question  can  be  pushed 
forward  with  such  certainty  as  by  the 
advocates  of  that  question  showing  their 
belief  in  it  by  supporting  their  opinion 
in  the  Lobby.  This  question  is  going 
forward,  although  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  thinks  it  is  going  back- 
ward. In  the  last  Parliament  30  Scotch 
Members  voted  for  a  separate  Legislative 
Assembly  in  Scotland  ;  40  Scotch  Mem- 
bers voted  in  favour  of  it  in  this  Parlia- 
ment, and  we  shall  see  how  many  will 
vote  for  it  to-night.  I  believe  the  ques- 
tion has  progressed.  Another  12  months 
have  gone  by,  and  there  has  been  another 
12  months'  block  of  Scotch  business. 
There  is  great  unanimity  in  Scotland 
in  favour  of  the  measures  they  cannot 
%^iy  and  a  greater  determination  to  have 
them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
gave  other  reasons  for  the  block  in  Scotch 
business  than  those  which  were  given  in 
the  two  excellent  speeches  in  which  this 
Hesolution  was  moved  and  seconded. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  Go- 
vernment were  responsible  for  the  appro- 
priation and  division  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  I  thoroughly  allow  that,  but 
they  are  not  responsible  for  the  amount  of 
the  time.  The  time  is  limited  in  amount ; 
and  the  Government,  as  Napoleon  af  the 
Battle  of  Waterloo  said  when  he  was 
^ked  for  more  infantry,  cannot  make 
time  which  does  not  exist.  There  is 
^0  Tray  of  making  time  except  by  the 
'ficeived  method  of  developing  the  work 
of  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House 
^pon  Committees  upstairs,  and  by  the 
more  heroic  remedy  proposed  by  my  hon. 
Wend  below  the  Gangway,  of  devolving 
«i6  business  of  the  Ilouse  upon  Local 
Bodies  of  sufficient  dignity.  The  right 
*^on.  &entlemau  opposite  says  he  is  in 
fcvonr  of  devolution  to  Local  Bodies.  I 
did  not  quite  catch  the  full  meaning  of 
*WB  argument,  but  he  spoke  of  County 
Councils  and,  I  presume.  District  Coun- 
^^  Parish  Councils,  and  Municipal 
Councils,  and  said  that  we  could  devolve 
Ae  work  of  Parliament  upon  them, 
"ell.  Sir,  there  is  very  little  of  the 
^isLative  work  of  Parliament  that  you 
can  devolve  upon  any  body  unless  it  be  to 
a  Committee  or  a  genuine  local  Parlia- 


ment. But  I  must  own  that  whenever 
we  tried  in  the  last  Parliament  to  devolve 
on  Local  Bodies  some  little  part  of  our 
own  duties,  we  met  with  verv  small 
success.  We  proposed  to  devolve  on  the 
County  Councils  the  power  of  acquiring 
land  for  public  purposes  instead  of 
obliging  them  to  come  to  Parliament  for 
Provisional  Orders.  Fortv-six  Scotch 
Members  were  in  favour  of  that  change 
and  12  afj^aiust  it,  but  unfortunately  the 
Scotch  Members  were  not  allowed  to 
have  their  own  way.  We  proposed  that 
County  Councils  should  have  power  to 
protect  rights  of  way — power  of  a  sort 
!  which  in  some  degree  is  at  present  held 
by  them.  Forty-three  Scotch  Members 
were  in  favour  of  and  12  against  that  pro- 
posal, but  the  Scotch  Members  were  not 
allowed  to  have  their  own  way.  We 
proposed  that  the  County  Councils 
should  be  allowed  to  regulate  their  own 
duties  of  health.  Forty  Scotch  Members 
were  in  favour  of  that  proposal  and  12 
against  it,  but  again  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  not  allowed  to  have  their  own 
way.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us 
that  those  who  had  spoken  up  to  this 
time  in  support  of  the  Motion  had  only 
used  the  old  arguments.  Well,  after  a 
reform  has  been  for  some  time  before 
the  country  you  may  be  pretty  certain  of 
one  thing,  and  that  is  that  if  you  have  a 
good  argument  in  its  favour  it  probably 
will  be  an  old  one,  because  the  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  a  reform  are 
few,  simple,  and  strong,  whilst  those 
against  it,  if  it  is  a  good  reform,  are 
many,  new,  and  ingenious.  In  what 
respect,  I  would  ask,  has  it  been  shown 
that  it  would  be  dangerous  to  have  a 
Parliament  for  Scotland  ?  Have  we 
been  told  that  the  country  is  too  small 
and  unimportant,  when  it  has  a  popula- 
tion as  large  as  a  second-class  Kingdom, 
and  is  a  country  with  manners,  customs, 
and  laws  of  its  own,  and  an  administra- 
tion of  its  own  ?  Have  we  been  shown 
that  the  population  to  which  these 
powers  are  asked  to  be  entrusted  is  a 
population  that  cannot  be  trusted  with 
them  ?  Have  we  been  shown  that 
the  Scotch  people  are  a  people 
in  which  classes  are  divided  by 
deep  and  bitter  differences,  and  cannot  be 
allowed  to  fight  their  own  battle  within 
their  own  confines  without  being  kept  in 
order  by  a  Parliament  sitting  in  West- 
minster ?  Have  we  been  shown  that 
Scotchmen  do   not  understand  and  are 


1311 


Home  Rule 


{COMMONS} 


(Scotland). 


131 


unfit  to  manage  their  own  education, 
their  own  Universities,  their  own  muni- 
cipal affairs,  their  own  local  traffic,  and 
all  the  other  matters  which  concern 
the  morality,  the  welfare,  and  the  pro- 
sperity of  the  country  ?  No,  Sir  ;  let 
hon.  Gentlemen  show  that  Scotchmen 
are  not  fit  to  have  that  self-government 
which  is  enjoyed  by  many  smaller,  poorer. 
And  much  less  intelligent  nations,  or  let 
them  allow  that  we  have  indeed  a  good 
case.  My  belief  is,  that  this  feeling  in 
Scotland  in  favour  of  Scottish  self- 
government  is  growing  and  will  grow, 
and  I  hope  the  Division  to-night  will 
show  that  many  Scotchmen  want  it  and 
that  many  Englishmen,  Irishmen,  and 
Welshmen  are  willing  to  help  them  to 
get  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
£.)  :  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the 
speech  we  have  just  listened  to  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  unique  per- 
formance in  our  Parliamentary  annals. 
The  Prime  Minister  of  the  Government 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a 
Member,  speaking  upon  this  very  ques- 
tion of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland  not  long 
ago,  said — 

**  I  have  not  the  gift  of  enthusiasm  possessed 
lay  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, which  carries  him  a  great  deal  farther 
than  that,  and  I  am  not  responsible  for  all  his 
opinions." 

I  do  not  think  that  when  the  Prime 
Minister  delivered  himself  of  that  inte- 
resting verdict  upon  his  own  colleagucihe 
could  have  foreseen  the  performance  upon 
this  very  subject  which  that  colleague 
was  destined  to  execute  within  a  few 
months  of  the  time  at  which  that  utter- 
ance was  made  in  the  House  of  Lords. 
For  what  is  it  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  just  done  ?  On  Monday,  the  2nd  of 
April,  he  comes  down  to  this  House  and 
makes  a  speech  in  favoiu*  of  Scotch 
Grand  Committees  which  will  have  the 
effect  of  handing  over  to  Scotchmen  a 
power  over  the  legislation  dealing  with 
Scotland  not  possessed  by  Englishmen, 
Welshmen,  or  Irishmen.  That  proposal 
is  discussed,  but  is  not  divided  upon. 
Some  of  the  most  important  criticisms  on 
it  have  yet  to  be  delivered.  But  on  one 
of  the  days  of  the  week  sandwiched  in 
between  the  day  on  which  that  proposal 
is  made,  and  the  day  on  which  it  has  to 
be  decided  upon,  the  same  right  hon. 
Gentleman  comes  down  to  this  House  and 
iiells  us  that  he,  though  an  Englishman,  is 
so  enamoured  of  Scotch  liberties    that, 
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not  content  with  getting  Scot<;hme 
privileges  in  this  House  which  no  othc 
nationality  possesses,  he  desires  in  add: 
tion  to  give  Scotland  a  separate  Legisla 
ture  !  Sir,  was  there  ever  such  a  comed 
performed  in  this  House  ;  was  ever  legit 
lation  made  more  ridiculous  ?  Have  w 
ever  seen — has  the  oldesiMember  in  thi 
House  ever  seen — ^a  performance  likethii 
in  which  the  same  Minister  proposes  o 
two  successive  days  these  two  inconsis 
tent  schemes,  and  on  the  second  daj 
when  he  himself  is  advocating  a  chang 
which  will  rend  in  pieces  the  Constitutio 
of  this  country,  finds  himself  supporte 
during  his  speech  upon  the  Bench  b 
three  Law  Officers,  two  Under  Seen 
taries,  and  no  Cabinet  Minister  at  all 
The  Secretary  for  War  (Mr.  Campbel 
Bannerman)  and  the  President  of  th 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Sban 
Lefevre)  are  present,  but  they  only  cam 
in  for  the  peroration.  During  the  pre 
gress  of  his  speech  I  anxiously  watche 
to  see  who  were  the  supporters  on  thf 
Bench  of  this  second  edition  of  tb 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  proposal  for  es 
pediting  Scotch  legislation,  and  I  ai: 
accurate  in  saying  that  they  consisted  Q 
two  Scotch  Law  Officers,  one  English 
Law  Officer,  and  two  Under  Secretaries. 
Sir,  this  is  to  make  the  House  of  C(Nn- 
mons  ridiculous.  I  did  not  hear  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  pro- 
posed this  Motion,  and  I  am  ready  tc 
believe  everything  good  of  it ;  but  I  have 
heard  all  the  other  speeches,  and  the  idea 
that  we  are  to  sanction  a  change  whicli 
will  fundamentally  alter  the  Constitution 
of  this  country  and  which  will  reverse  in 
its  most  essential  particulars  the  Act  of 
Union  passed  some  180  odd  years  ag(>— 
that  we  are  to  reverse  that  legislation 
after  a  Debate  of  this  kind,  in  which  mj 
countrymen  have  evidently  set  it  before 
them  as  an  object  that  they  are  to  prove 
to  the  world  at  large  that  they  can  ap- 
preciate a  joke — is  really  too  absurd. 
Now,  Sir,  I  listened  to  the  admirable 
literary  exhibition  of  that  English  Mem- 
ber for  Fifeshire,  whose  books  we  have 
all  read  with  delight  and  whose  speech 
to-night  was  very  interesting  and 
amusing ;  but  it  was  not  a  speech,  if  ^ 
may  venture  to  criticise  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, which  was  an  adequate  preface  for 
a  great  Constitutional  change.  The 
humorous  treatment  of  Scotch  legislation 
is  a  very  good  pastime  for  the  House  of 
Commons  in  its  more  wearied  moments, 
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but  it  is  not,  I  venture  to  say,  a  proper 
preface  for  passing  a  Resolution  which,  if 
acted  upon — and  I  believe  it  never  will 
he  acted  upon — would  make  a  revolution 
iu  our  affairs  which  hardly  any  patriotic 
Scotchman  has  contemplated  without 
horror  for  the  last  100  years.  The  elc- 
nent  of  comedy,  the  elements  contri- 
buting to  this  Parliamentary  farce  which 
we  have  been  listening  to  to-night,  have 
not  been  contributed  by  my  own  country- 
men alone.  A  Member  for  Wales  inter- 
vened in  the  earlier  part  of  the  Debate, 
and  that  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  Flintshire,  was  only  stopped  by  your 
intervention,  Mr.  Speaker,  from  giving 
us  his  views  on  Welsh  Home  Rule,  and 
although  ho  was  not  permitted  to  develop 
at  length  his  argument  upon  that  great 
theme,  he  made  it  perfectly  clear  to  the 
House- that  there  was  no  argument  to  be 
advanced  in  favour  of  Scotch  Home 
Bule  which  could  not  be  advanced  with 
equal  force  in  favour  of  Welsh  Home 
Bule;  not  only  with  equal  force  but  with 
greater  force,  for  whereas  about  half  the 
Scotch  electors  who  voted  at  the  last 
Election  were  strongly  opposed  to  Scotch 
Home  Bule,  I  believe,  though  I  have  not 
▼erified  the  figures,  that  the  proportions 
who  supported  Members  liolding  the 
political  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Flintshire  are  probably 
greater.  But  even  Wales  does  not  stand 
iilone  in  this  appetite  for  a  separate 
Legislature,  which  is  grailually  growing 
op  in  every  part  of  the  Kingdom. 
[^^linisierial  c/ieersJ]  London  wants 
one.  Why  is  that  not  cheered  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  ?  Why  are  they 
going  to  refuse  to  London  what  they 
pant  to  give  to  Wales  and  long  to  give 
to  Scotland  ?  London  is  larger  in  popu- 
lation than  Scotland,  a  very  great  deal 
Urger  than  Wales,  and  I  believe  even 
larger  than  Ireland,  and  I  cannot  con- 
<^iv6any  argument  that  can  be  advanced  in 
fcvourof  Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  Wales, 
or  Ireland  that  cannot  be  advanced  in 
favour  of  Home  Rule  for  London.  If 
there  be  such  an  argument  I  desire 
to  hear  it.  It  has  not  been  advanced 
in  this  House,  and  I  wait  for  it.  If  we 
Are  to  have  Welsh,  Scotch,  Irish,  and 
london  Homo  Rule,  why  may  I  not,  as  a 
lAncashire  Member,  claim  Lancashire 
Home  Rule?  The  population  of  Lancashire 
i^Qot  inferior  to  the  population  of  Scothiud. 
Certainly,  Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  to- 
g^er  are  far  in  excess  of  the  population 
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of  Wales,  and  1  do  not  know  that  they 
are  inferior  in  intellect  and  in  the  power 
to  manage  their  own  affairs.  Do  you 
propose  to  have  a  separate  Parliament  for 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  ?  If  not,  why 
do  you  not  propose  it  ?  Why  are  we  to 
be  put  off  with  this  futile  and  inconse- 
quent treatment  of  a  great  Constitutional 
question  ?  Why  are  we  to  be  dragged 
down  here  at  the  fag-end  of  a  Tuesday 
evening  in  order  to  hear  Scotch  jokes 
upon  Scotch  business,  but  not  to  hear  one 
single  argument  worthy  of  the  great 
subject  which  hon.  Gentlemen  in  their 
more  flippant  hours  appear  anxious  to 
treat  of  ?  Is  the  constitution  of  this 
country  a  matter  to  be  treated  upon  in 
this  House  in  the  absence  of  the  Leader 
of  the  House — in  the  abseuce  of  every 
Cabinet  colleague  of  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  except  one  Scotch  Member  and 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  ;  are  we  actually  to  be  asked  to 
come  to  a  decision  on  questions  like  this 
when  our  natural  guides  have  chosen  the 
better  part  and  gone  to  bed  ?  It  is  turn- 
ing, if  I  may  venture  to  say  it,  the 
privileges  of  private  Members  into  a  farco 
when  they  ask  us  to  come  to  these 
momentous  decisions  under  circumstances 
and  upon  grounds  like  these.  Neither 
the  arguments  that  they  have  advanced 
nor  the  circumstances  under  which  they 
have  been  advauccjd  nor,  if  I  may  say 
it  with  respect,  the  men  by  whom  the 
arguments  have  been  advanced  are  of  a 
kind  to  command  the  assent  of  the  House 
of  Commons  in  a  controversy  which 
touches  nearly  in  its  issues  the  greatest 
topics  which  this  House  can  deal  with. 
I  have  abstained,  as  the  House  will  see — 
and  it  is  only  following  the  example  of 
every  speaker  who  preceded  me — from 
touching  upon  the  real  merits  of  this 
question,  because  I  consider  that  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  it  is  brought 
forward  have  rendered  discussion  of  the 
merits  absolutely  absurd.  In  no  speech 
that  has  been  delivereil  to-night,  neither 
in  the  speech  of  the  Seconder — I  did  not 
hear  that  of  the  Mover — nor  in  the 
speeches  of  those  who  have  supported 
him,  nor  in  the  speech  of  the  Minister  for 
Scotland  himself,  has  this  topic  been 
treated  on  its  merits  ;  and  the  idea  that 
the  Act  of  1707  is  to  be  reversed  on  a 
Tuesday  night  between  half-past  9  and 
12  upon  such  speeches  as  we  have  heard 
is  to  say  that  this  House  has  repudiated 
its  main  functions.     I  think  before  the 
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Secretary  for  Scotland  asks  us  to  accept 
the  Motion  for  which  he  is  going  to  vote 
he  ought  to  induce  at  least  a  moiety  of 
his  own  Cabinet  to  support  him  by  their 
presence  ;  but  in  the  absence  of  the  Go- 
vernmenty  and  in  the  absence  of  any 
argument  urged  from  any  quarter  of  the 
House  adequate  to  the  great  theme  on 
which  we  are  nominally  engaged,  I 
trust  the  House  will  show  its  contempt 
for  the  proposal  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  proposal  is  introduced  by  re- 
jecting it  without  ceremony  in  the 
Lobby. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  180  ; 
Noes  170. — (Division  List,  No.  12.) 

Resolved,  That  it  is  desirable,  while  retaining 
intact  the  power  and  supremacy  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  to  establish  a  Legislature  in  Scot- 
land for  dealing  with  purely  Scottish  afiEairs. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Am  I  in 
Order,  Sir,  in  asking  the  Government 
whether  they  propose  to  bring  in  a  Bill  ? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

PCBLIC   BUILDINGS  (LONDON)   BILL. 

(No.  79.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich) 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
the  object  of  which,  he  explained,  was  to 
give  Local  Authorities  the  same  powers 
of  acquiring  lauds  for  public  buildings  as 
was  possessed  by  every  Local  Board 
under  the  Act  of  1875.  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Derbv  Divi- 
sion  of  Liverpool,  and  others,  who  had 
seen  the  Bill,  all  agreed  that  it  was 
a  non-contentious  measure  which  should 
not  be  opposed.  He  did  not,  therefore, 
anticipate  any  opposition  from  any 
(juarter  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Coionel  Hughes,) 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  had  looked 
earefully  into  the  Bill,  and  he  did  not  see 
wliy  these  powers  should  not  be  con- 
ferred on  the  Local  Authorities. 

,   Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow. 

Mr,  A,  J.  Baljour 


LOCAL    GOVERNMENT     (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL  ORDER  (No.  2)    BILL. 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 
MO  T I  0  N  S. 


SOLICITOUS  (Ireland)  (  no.  2)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Carson,  Bill  to  amend  and 
consolidato  the  Laws  relating  to  Solicitors  and 
to  the  service  of  Indentured  Apprentices  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Carson, 
Sir  Albert  RoUit,  Mr.  O'Neill,  Mr.  Maurice 
Healy,  Mr.  William  Kenny,  Mr.  Barton, 
Mr.  O'Eeeffe,  and  Mr.  Macartney. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  1 33. ] 

WILD    birds'    protection    ACT  (1880) 

AMENDMENT      BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell,  Bill  to 
amend  '*  The  Wild  Birds'  Protection  Act,  1880," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well, Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Joseph  Pease,  Mr. 
Loder,  Sir  William  Ingram,  and  Captain  Bagot. 

Bill  presented,  and  rea^l  first  time.    [Bill  1 34.] 

BOARDS  OF  CONCILIATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to  con- 
fer additional  powers  on  Boanls  of  Conciliatioo 
and  Arbitration,  orderctl  to  be  brought  in  by 
Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Charles  Fenwick,  Mr. 
Howell,  Mr.  Mather,  Mr.  Montagu,  Sir  FranciB 
Powell,  and  Sir  Albert  Rollit. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  133.] 

PARLIAMENTARY   ELECTIONS   (COrXir 
OF  LONDON  SATURDAY  POLL  BILL.) 

On  Motion  of  Captain  Norton,  Bill  to  provide 
that  at  Parliamentary  Elections  in  the  coantj 
of  London  the  Poll  sliall  take  place  on  a  Satur- 
day, ordered  to  l>e  brought  in  by  Captain 
Norton,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  James  iStuart,  and 
Mr.  John  Bums. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  13d. j 

HOURS  OF  LABOUR  (LOCAL  AUTHORITIES, 
&(\,    servants)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macdonald,  Tiill  to  limit 
Labour  in  the  sen'ice  of  Local  Authorities  and 
of  Railway  Companies  to  Eight  Hours  a  day, 
onlered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Macdonald,  Mr. 
Beaufoy,  Mr.  Jolui  Burns,  Mr.  Samuel  Evans, 
and  Mr.  Ktir-Hardie. 

Bill  presente<l,  and  read  first  time,  [Bill  137.] 

teachers'    REGISTRATION    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  MacilonaUI.  Hill  to  proride 
for  the  Registration  of  Teachers,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Macd<mald,  Mr.  Bousfield. 
Mr.  Grove,  Mr.  Henry  Hobhouse,  and  Mr. 
Henry  J.  Wilson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Dill  135.] 

employers'    LIABILITY    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seton-Karr,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Liability  of  Emplojen 
for  injuries  to  their  workmen,  onlered  to  he 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Seton-Karr,  Mr.  Walter 
M*Larcn,  and  Sir  William  Houldswortb. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  13$.] 

House  adjourned  at  two  minatti 
before  Twelve  o'clock. 
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HOUSE      OF      COMMONS, 
Wednesday^  4th  April  1894, 


ORDERS    OF     THE    DAY 


OLD  AGE  PROVIDENT   PENSIONS  BILL. 

(No.  9.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Colonel      DAMPIER.    PALMER 

(Gravejjeud)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  believe  the 

House    of   Commons   never    refuses    to 

extend  a  full  measure  of  indulgence  to  ii 

nevr    Member  when  he  addres.scs  it  for 

the  first  time,  and  had  I  not  felt  that  1 

might  hope  for   such    indulgence  being 
extended  to  me  I  should  hardly  have  had 
the  courage  to  propose  the  Bill  of  which 
it     is     niy   duty    to    move    the    Second 
Beading    to-day.       Greatness    is    some- 
times   thrust  upon  Members  who  neither 
desire  nor  deserve  it,  and  the  position  1 
occupy  to-day  is  entirely  owing  to  the 
good    fortune    I    had    in    the    Ballot   of 
private  Memlwrs.     This  old  age  pension 
qnestiou  is  uo  new  thing,  and  this  is  not 
the    Hr»t  time  on  which   the   House  has 
beeu    called  upon   to  deal  with    it.     As 
loog  ago  as  the  year  1773  a  Bill,  perhaps 
'      not  of  the  same  name  as  that  now  before 
the  House,  but,  at  any   rate,  having  a 
similar   object   in  view,  was  passed  by 
this    House,  and  went  up  to  the  House 
of    Lords,    where   it    was   rejected.      A 
Bimilar  Bill  was   introduced  and   passed 
in  1789.     In   1796  Mr.  Pitt  proposed  a 
I       Parochial   Fund,  and   in    1817   a  Coni- 
.  mittee  of  this  House  recommended  that 
the  Benefit  Societies  should  be  able  to 
t,  .  offer  greater   facilities  for  provision  for 
|l       old  age.     That  is  the  position  which  the 
|l      questioD  has  occupied  up  to  recent  times, 
ft      In  recent  years  it  has  very  much  come  to 
B       tbe  front,  and  it  is  an  extraordinary  fact 
V'    that  at  the  last  General  Election  there 
K     ^ts  hardly  a  platform  throughout  the 
W'    kngthand  breadth  of  thecountry  in  which 
WT  iBiiie  alteration  was  not  suggested  and  re- 
'-  Qommeoded  by  cSHndidates  for  this  House, 
^  natter  what  Party  they  represented. 

^        VOL.  XXII.   [VOURTH   SERIES.] 


It  is  peculiar  to  notice  that  since  the 
General  Election  legislation,  which  was 
sympathiseil  with  and  which  was  so 
much  discussed  upon  public  platforms, 
has  been  heard  very  little  of.  It  may 
crop  up  now  and  then,  principally  at 
bye-elections,  and  it  will  inevitably  be 
found  on  such  occasions  that  the  two 
candidates  compete  with  one  another  in 
the  sympathy  which  they  express  to- 
wards the  persons  who  will  be  benefited 
by  the  passing  of  a  Bill  of  this  nature, 
and  endeavour  to  obtain  votes  based 
upon  the  sympathy  thus  expressed. 
Well,  Sir,  if  that  be  the  case — and  I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  question  that  it  is 
the  case — the  country  has  a  right  to  ex- 
pect that  something  shall  be  done  by 
Members  when  they  get  into  this  House 
to  carry  out  the  pledges  they  have  made 
on  the  hustings  with  the  object  of  ob- 
taining a  seat  in  it.  It  is  the  desire  to 
carry  out  my  ple<lges  that  animates  me 
to  a  threat  extent  in  mv  advocacv  of  the 
measure  now  )>ef()re  the  House.  There 
appears  to  me  to  have  beeu  a  general 
consensus  of  o)>inion  as  to  the  disease 
which  has  to  be  remedied,  but  there  is, 
unfortunately,  not  the  sunie  agreement  in 
regard  to  the  cure  which  should  be  ap- 
plied to  the  disease.  The  position  of  the 
old  age  pension  ({uestion  reminds  me  of 
a  patient  who,  stricken  yr\i\i  a  serious 
illness,  calls  in  two  eminent  professional 
men,  who  prescribe  differently,  with  the 
result  that  the  patient  is  left  very  much 
where  he  was.  I  will  first  mention  those 
points  in  relation  to  the  matter  on  which 
there  is  general  unanimity.  There  is 
general  unanimity,  I  think,  in  the  feeling 
that  there  should  be  some  place  for  an 
a^red  member  of  the  communitv  who  has 
done  his  dutv  in  that  state  of  life  to 
which  it  has  pleased  God  to  call  him — a 
place  in  which  his  career  might  have  a 
more  fitting  termination  than  in  the  work- 
house, which  carries  with  it  personal  humi- 
liation and  i)o]itical  disqualification.  There 
is  also  a  general  feeling  that  any  scheme 
having  for  its  object  the  removal  of  these 
disabilities  should  l>e  one  which  tends 
towards  thrift,  and  that  we  should  not, 
by  any  measure  which  might  be  passed 
by  this  House,  takeaway  or  minimise  in 
any  sha()e  or  form  the  self-reliance  and 
thrifty  habits  of  those  people  whom  it  is 
our  desire  to  serve.  So  far  we  are  all  in 
complete  agreement.  I  think  we  may  go 
a    little  further,  and   say  we  are  agreed 

3  N 


1319         Old  Age  Provident  {COMMONS} 


Petisiofis  Bill. 


1 


that  there  are  no  agencies  in  existence  at 
the  present  time  which  enable  a  poor  man 
to  provide  for  his  declining  years.  I  do 
not  for  a  moment  forget  the  Friendly 
Societies.  I  am  perfectly  well  aware 
of  the  enormous  amount  of  good  they 
have  done ;  but  it  i^  an  extraordinary 
thing  with  regard  to  the  Friendly  So- 
cieties that  the  benefits  they  confer  and 
the  good  they  do  are  almost  entirely 
limited  to  that  period  of  a  workman's 
life  when  he  is  in  full  possession  of  his 
energies,  and  that  the  money  he  sub- 
scribes is  subscribed  principally  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  some  provision  in  the 
case  of  the  sickness  or  death  either  of 
himself  or  some  member  of  his  family. 
But  that  branch  of  the  Friendly  Societies 
Bill  which  suggests  to  a  man  that  in  his 
youth  or  early  manhood  he  should  set 
aside  a  sum  of  money  for  the  purpose  of 
making  provision  when  he  reaches  the 
age  of  65  years  has  only  been  taken  up 
by  the  working  classes  to  such  a  small 
exteut  that  it  may  almost  be  left  out  of 
consideration.  That  is  verv  much  the 
position  in  which  we  find  this  question 
to-day.  This  is  not  the  only  country  in 
which  schemes  of  this  description  have 
been  considered,  and  in  some  countries 
not  only  considered,  but  passed  into  law. 
They  have  been  discussed  in  various 
countries  on  the  Continent,  but  I  will 
only  mention  the  two  cases  in  which  the 
discussions  I  have  alluded  to  have  re- 
sulted in  legislation.  I  •  refer  first  to 
Germany,  which  parsed  a  law  in  1889  ; 
but  the  provisions  of  the  law,  I  think  I 
may  say,  would  not  bo  applicable  to 
the  circumstances  of  this  Empire.  The 
German  law,  quoting  it  roughly,  is  some- 
thing to  this  effect — that  the  workmen 
should  subscribe  a  certain  amount  from 
week  to  week  of  their  weekly  wages  ; 
that  to  that  amount  an  equivalent  should 
be  added  by  the  master,  and  that  those 
two  sums  together  should  be  supple- 
mented by  an  addition  fronj  the  State. 
The  great  objection  to  the  scheme  is 
that  tlie  provision  made  is  altogether 
inadequate  to  sustain  a  man  when  he 
arrives  at  an  age  when  he  desires  to 
avail  himself  of  a  pension.  The  pension 
is  divided  into  four  classes,  and  in  these 
the  payment  varies  from  2s.  to  4s.  6d.  a 
week,  totally  inadequate  to  maintain  a 
man  in  any  degree  of  comfort.  There 
are  other  objections  to  this  scheme.  In 
Germany  the  collecting  card  passes  from 

Colonel  Dampier  Palmer 


hand  to  hand,  and  upon  it  is  marked 
contributions  that  are  made,  so  that  si 
a  card  carries  on  the  face  of  it  the  arooi 
of  work  done,  so  that  it  implies  a  sort 
character,  and  appears  to  me  to  l>e 
inquisitorial  system  that  would  not 
tolerated  by  the  working  classes  of  tl 
countrv.  Then  one  can  hardlv  lea 
out  of  count,  in  taking  into  considerati 
the  different  state  of  affairs  here  and 
one  of  the  large  Continental  countries 
Europe,  that  upon  the  Continent  there 
a  law  which  does  not  affect  us  here 
namely,  the  law  of  conscription,  that  I 
which  takes  away  from  the  early  m\ 
hood  of  the  men  a  considerable  part 
their  time,  and  their  duty  to  the  State 
that  way,  perhaps,  renders  it  uecessa 
for  the  Government  of  a  country 
which  such  a  law  exists  to  take  su 
different  methods  to  those  which  apj 
in  this  country  where  such  a  law  Jc 
not  exist.  I  then  pass  to  Italy  a; 
France,  but  I  will  not  detain  the  IIou 
with  discussing  the  suggestions  made 
those  countries,  as  at  present  no  law  ba 
resulted  from  them.  But  in  Denmar 
the  position  is  somewhat  different ;  w 
in  speaking  of  the  laws  and  regulation 
which  exist  in  Denmark,  I  would,  witt 
the  permission  of  the  House,  like  to  go « 
little  more  closely  into  them,  because  anj 
Member  who  has  read  the  Bill  no^^ 
before  the  House  will  be  aware  that  n 
this  Bill  those  who  are  responsible  for » 
have  to  a  certain  extent  altered  andeutoa 
certain  portions  which  are  not  suitabw 
to  this  country,  but  that  in  the  maj' 
there  is  no  doubt  the  provisions  now  n 
existence  in  Denmark  are  to  a  consi<ier 
able  extent  incorporated  in  this  Bill.  1' 
the  Danish  scheme,  which  varies  alto 
gether  from  that  in  force  in  Germany 
we  find  these  salient  features.  First  o 
all,  there  is  no  contribution  whateve 
from  the  recipients  ;  that  the  funds  thi 
are  necessary  to  carry  out  this  scbem 
are  provided  in  equal  proportions  bvth 
State  and  the  Poor  Law  Authoritic 
And  here  there  is  a  difference  in  tl) 
suggestion  we  make.  I  am  well  awai 
of  the  great  diversity  of  opinion  thi 
exists  as  to  the  method  by  which  ti 
requisite  sum  should  be  raised  for  dealin 
with  this  pension  question  and  also, 
believe,  as  to  the  amount.  Whatevi 
suggestion  might  be  made  undouhtedJ 
there  would  be  a  host  of  objections  to  i 
Then,    again,  in    Denmark   the  age  i 
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lich  a   peDsioner  becomes  eu titled  to 
:3  pensiou  is  the  age  of  60  years.     VVe 
ve  in  our  Bill  fixed  the  period  at  65 
are,   aud  we   have   fixed    that  period 
aring  in  mind  the  recommendations  of 
e    Committee    of    this    Ilonse,  which 
g>gested  that  as  the  right  age.     One 
ct    in   connection  with   this   fixing  of 
ae  Ijrait  of  age  will  strike  every  hou. 
dember  who  has  had  any  experience  of 
the  working  classes,  both  in  the  country 
and  the  towns,  and  it   is  this — that  un- 
doubtedly the  time  when  a  man  requires 
the  use   of  the   pension  scheme   comes 
earlier  in  life  to  the  artizau   who  works 
in     great     cities      and      manufactories 
than  to   the   man   who   works    in    the 
country  as  an  agricultural  labourer  under 
most  favourable  conditions  as  to  health. 
Though  we  appreciate  the  difficulty,  we 
4o  not  see  our  way  to  differentiate  it  ; 
*nd,  therefore,    we    have    in    our    Bill 
adopted  the  age  suggested   by  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House.     Then  the  regula- 
tion iu  the  Danish  Bill  which  to  me,  and 
those  who    think    with    me,  commends 
itself  most  strongly  is  this — that  in  this 
Bill  the  sharpest  possible  distinction  is 
drawn   between   the  deserving  and  the 
undeserving.     I,  for  one,  think  that  is  a 
yery  right  and  proper  measure.     I  think 
It  is  most  unfair  and  unjust  that  a  man 
^ho  has  done   his  duty  through  a  long 
We,  not    only    to    his    family     but    to 
Ws  country — it  is  unjust  that  in  the  even- 
ing of  his  life  he  should   be  treated  in 
precisely  the  same  way  as  the  drunkard, 
the  criminal,  or  the  improvident ;  that  the 
Wter  fate  should  be  reserved  for  him, 
*nd  on  that  basis  we  have  drawn  a  sharp 
distinction   between   the   deserving   aud 
the  undeserving.     Then  there  is  another 
point  which  1  think  is  a  right  one  in  the 
I^anish  measure,  and  that  is,  that  there  is 
Do  taint  of  pauperism  attached  to   the 
recipients  of  the  pension.     I  think  that 
w  quite  right,  because  pensions  are  not 
nnknown  in  this  country,  for  they  are 
granted  from  the  Lord  Chancellor  down 
to  the  postman,  and   I  do  not  see  why 
a  humble   member   of    the   State   who 
has  done   his   duty  should   not   be   en- 
titled to  claim   a   pension.       I    do    not 
think  there   ought   to   be   the   slightest 
stigma  of    pauperism  attaching    to    the 
receipt    of    that    pension,     and     I     do 
iK)t  think    there    should    be   any    legal 
or    personal     disqualification    attached. 
Under  the  Danish  law  the  funds  are  dis- 


tributed by  the  Poor  Law  Authorities  ; 
but  in  our  Bill  we  expressly  exclude  the 
Poor  Law  Authorities  from  dealing  with 
these   pensions,  and  we   do   it   for  this 
reason — on  the  ground  that  the  Poor  Law 
Authorities  are  intensely  unpopular,  and 
it  would   be  almost  impossible  for  any 
pension  scheme  to  escape  that  limit  of 
pauperism  to  which  we  have  such  strong 
objections,  if  it  were  administered  by  the 
Poor  Law  Authorities.     Well,  Sir,  those 
are  the  main  features  of  the  Danish  Bill. 
I  am  quite  aware  that  in  regard  to  this 
Bill  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain)— who  has   done  so  much  to  bring 
this  question  to  the  front,  and  to  whom 
on    many  of    the   points  which   I    have 
mentioned  I  am  bound  to  admit  my  in- 
debtedness— in   works   of   his   has  dealt 
with   this    question.     I  find    that  in  an 
article  of  his  in  The  National  Review  of 
February,  1892,  he  subjects  it  to  a  most 
scathing   criticism.     What    he    says    is 
practically  this — that  the  Danish  law,  as 
it  stands,  is  a  provision  for  outdoor  relief 
in  all    cases  over  60    years  of   age,  the 
effect  being  to  check  thrift  and  provident 
provision,  and  to  discourage  it.     I   hope, 
however,  that   such  alterations  may  bo 
made    as    will    enable    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  to  alter  or  modify  that  view. 
We  believe  that,  so  far  from  diminish- 
ing,   this     will     encourage     thrift    and 
providence ;    we     believe    that,    so    far 
from  doing  injury  to  Friendly  Societies, 
we  shall  render  assistance  to  them,  be- 
cause   there    is    one    clause    in  the  Bill 
which   gives  a  claim  to  a   pension  to  a 
man   who  has    made  some  provision  for 
old  age  through  the  means  of  a  Friendly 
Society,  and  if  he  has  done  this  he  will 
receive  a  larger  share  of   the  pension ; 
therefore,  I    cannot  help   thinking   that 
members  of  Friendly  Societies  may  rely 
upon  it  that  this  Bill  looks  with  favour 
on  their  Societies  ;  and  when  the   State 
offers  to  a  man  a  pension  if  he  has  made 
provision  for  himself  to  some  extent,  it  is 
an   inducement  to  every  working  man  to 
belong  to  one  or  other  of  the  Friendly 
Societies  in  the  country.     I  pass  now  to 
the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
J.  Chamberlain).     I  will  not  detain  the 
House  by  going  into  the  details  of  that 
scheme,   but  it   practically   means  this  : 
Supposing  a  man  of  25  years  of  age  will 
save  £5,   and  will  deposit  that    in    the 
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Post  Office  Savings  Bank,  the  State  will 
add  to  that  £15  more,  and  then,  in  con- 
sideration of  the  man  paying  £1  annually 
up  to  the  age  of  65,  thereafter  he  shall 
he  entitled  to  a  pension  of  os.  a  week. 
Of  course,  suggestions  have  been  made 
for  a  man^s  wife  and  children,  or  his  suc- 
cessors, if  he  should  die,  sharing  in  the 
provision  he  has  made.  But  these  are 
methods  that  have  been  discussed  on  the 
public  platforms  and  in  the  Press  through- 
out the  country,  and  I  submit  to  this 
House  that  the  country  itself  expects 
something  more  than  the  pious  opinions 
that  have  been  expressed.  1  believe  the 
country  not  only  expects,  but  has  a 
right  to  demand,  that  we  who  have 
on  public  platforms  discussed  this 
question  and  expressed  our  sympathy 
with  it,  should  not  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons sit  down  and  wait  for  the  next 
Election,  but  should  make  some  practical 
effort  to  carry  into  law  those  changes 
which  we  have  expressed  ourselves  so 
favourable  to.  I  know  there  will  be  in- 
numerable objections  to  this  or  any  other 
Bill.  Some  hou.  Gentlemen  may  say 
the  Bill  does  not  go  far  enough ;  but  what 
I  would  say  is  that  on  this  question,  as 
on  any  other  where  there  are  such  strong 
differences  of  opinion,  it  is  necessary  to 
walk  first  and  run  afterwards,  and  it  is 
possible,  if  we  can  only  set  the  legisla- 
tive machine  going,  we  may  be  able  to 
amend  it  from  time  to  time  hereafter. 
Then  there  are  those  who  regard  pensions 
as  another  form  of  Poor  Law  relief.  I 
do  not  think  that  that  is  so  ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  recognise  this — that  even 
under  the  existing  law  of  the  land  we 
have  to  keep  a  man  who  cannot  keep 
himself  after  65  years  of  age,  or  even 
before  that  age ;  therefore  I  do  not 
think  it  any  great  strain  to  alter 
the  law  to  this  extent — that  we  pension 
every  man  who  has  subscribed  to  certain 
conditions,  while  we  should  not  keep  him 
in  a  state  that  does  not  make  him  sub- 
mit himself  to  the  personal  disqualifica- 
tion and  moral  degradation  of  going  into 
the  poorhouse.  Before  resuming  my 
seat  I  would  express  a  hope  that  the 
Government  would  favourably  consider 
this  Bill.  I  am  afraid  they  may  con- 
sider it  is  impossible  to  consider  a  Bill 
of  this  description  at  the  time  the 
Hoyal  Commission  is  sitting  on  this 
subject,  but  from  my  small  experi- 
ence  of   this   House   it   appears  to  me 

Colonel  Dampier  Palmer 


that  on  many  occasions  the  appointme 
of  a  Royal  Commission  did  not  mei 
that  the  subject  is  to  be  dealt  with.  '. 
several  instances  the  establishment  of 
Royal  Commission  is  nothing  more  n 
less  than  a  dilatory  Motion.  I  do  ho] 
the  Government  will  permit  this  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time,  because  I  belies 
that  the  subject  with  which  it  46als 
regarded  with  the  gravest  and  deepe 
interest  throughout  the  country,  and 
believe  it  would  strengthen  the  hands  < 
those  members  of  the  Royal  Commissic 
who  are  honestly  desirous  of  forwardin 
legislation  in  this  matter.  I  have  onl 
to  say  now,  I  feel  deeply  indebted  to  th 
House  for  the  courtesy  with  which  the 
have  listened  to  me,  and  to  recall  at  tbi 
moment  a  criticism  I  saw  in  the  Press 
which  was  to  this  effect :  that  a  fiil 
such  as  this  now  before  the  House  w» 
an  admirable  Bill  in  itself,  but  that  thej 
were  of  opinion,  having  read  it  through 
that  it  was  such  a  very  admirable  Bill 
that  it  so  thoroughly  fulfilled  the  re- 
quirements which  the  country  looked  fw 
that  they  had  no  doubt  it  would  comuieod 
itself  to  the  House  and  the  countrr,  uot- 
withstanding  the  indifference  witbwiich 
it  was  supported.  I  beg  to  mow  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  *cowi 
time." — (^Colonel  Dampier  Palmer.) 

•Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
he  had  taken  great  interest  in  tbtf 
subject,  and  especially  the  Bill  hu 
hon.  Friend  had  so  ably  brongbi 
before  the  consideration  of  tb< 
House.  The  hon.  Member  was  to  be  con 
gratulated  upon  his  speech,  which  wi 
one  that  all  sides  of  the  House  woai* 
consider  to  have  been  interesting  ii 
itself,  and  to  have  brought  this  matt< 
fairly  before  this  Assembly.  He  ha 
been  interested  in  this  Bill  for  man 
years.  He  had  had  the  honour  of  intn 
duciug  it  several  times,  and  he  advocak 
the  scheme  on  which  the  Bill  was  tnwi 
so  long  ago  as  1871  in  a  Paper  that  fc 
read  before  the  Society  of  Arts  call* 
Pensions  for  Old  Age  as  a  Xatiei^ 
Question.  This  Bill  and  the  Bill  lowi 
on  the  Paper,  entitled  "  Outdoor  Pro" 
dent  Relief,"  formed  the  basis  of  theP^Ff 
he  read,  and  the  principles  involFed  ^ 
that  paper  were  really  the  basis  on  whi» 


J 


1325 


Old  Age  Provident        (4  April  1894} 


Pensions  Bill, 


1326 


this  Bill  was  framed.     His  hoQ.  Frieud 
had  referred  to  the  Royal  CommissioD. 
It  was  true  that  if  they  could  accom- 
plish all  that  they  could  wish  they  would 
hftve  been  ready  to  postpone   this  dis- 
cussion ;  but  the  lucky  accident  of  the 
Ballot  was  not  to  be  despised.     He  had 
for  several  years  been  ballotting  to  got  a 
place  for  this   Bill,  and  he  might  have 
had  to  go  on  ballotting  for  many  years 
more  but  for   the   good  fortune  of   his 
hon.  Friend.     The   present  Poor  Law, 
they  might  fairly  say,  was  based  on  the 
fear  of  punishment.     The  old  Poor  Law 
said  that  if  people  were  not  careful,  were 
not  provident,  if  they  did  not  provide  for 
themselves,  the  law  would  come  in  and 
provide  for  them,  but  that  it  would  do 
that  in  the  most  miserable  manner  possible 
in  order  to   discourage   them  from   re- 
quiring the  services  of  the  Poor  Law. 
In  1832,    when    the    Poor    Law    was 
fint  established,   there    was   a   deal    to 
Im   said      from     that     standpoint,     for 
they    must     remember     that     previous 
••  the    new    Poor    Law    some    90    per 
eent  of  the  agricultural  population  were 
<»  the  Poor  Law,  and  it  was  necessary  to 
^  drastic  measures  for  an  alteration. 
Sow,  owing   to   wiser   and  kinder  ad- 
xnnistration,   that    state   of  things  had 
^  altered,  and  the  number  hadJbeen 
reduced  to  5  per  cent,  of  the  population. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  by  a  system  of 
rewards   they  might    reduce   this  5  per 
•ent.,  that  they  might  introduce  a  system 
^  encouragement  to  the  thrifty,  and  that 
^  really  the    basis  on  which  this  Bill 
^as  founded.       As  his  hon.  Friend  had 
^d,  there  were  two  main  principles  that 
tinderlay  the  whole  of  this  Bill.       First, 
*here  was  the  idea  of  providing  a  brighter 
old  age  for  the  deserving  poor,  that  they 
should  have  a  brighter  old  age  than  was 
the  case  at  present.       The  second  prin- 
ciple was  quite  as  essential  as  the  first 
— ^namely,  that  they  should  provide  this 
Inighter  old  age   in   such   a  way  as  to 
cnooarage,   bring  out,  foster,  and  stimu- 
late habits   of  thrift   and    self-reliance, 
mxniij  in  short,  to  produce  those  habits  of 
«elf-reliance  and  thrift   which  were    so 
^«tsential  to  the  prosperity  of  any  nation. 
Taking  those  two  main  ideas,   he  wished 
4o  refer  to  each  In  a  few  words.     As  re- 
f^arded  the  first,  supplying  a  brighter  old 
-we  to   the    deserving   poor,    his    hon. 
^nend  had  referred   to   that  in  a  very 
^xmebiog  and  effective  manner.      They 


all  agreed  that  the  old  age  of  a  man  or 
woman  who  had  worked  well  all  his 
life  should  not  end  with  the  workhouse, 
that  somehow  or  other  they  should  be 
provided  for,  and  their  oid  age  made 
brighter  and  happier  than  was  now  the 
case  ;  that  a  person  who  had  laboured 
throughout  life  should  be  secured  against 
want.  His  hon.  Friend  had  stated 
truly  that  at  the  present  time 
the  State  provided  for  old  age,  and 
even  for  the  youth  of  men  and 
women,  for  the  indolent,  lazy,  and 
vicious.  They  provided  for  these  ;  they 
did  not  allow  the  Mosaic  law — that  a 
man  who  would  not  work  should  not  eat 
— to  be  curried  out ;  even  for  the  lazv  who 
would  not  work  they  found  food  and  cloth- 
ing. The  old  who  had  been  known  to  l)e 
vicious,  thriftless,  and  even  criminal  in 
life  were  kept  in  old  age  ;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  still  more  reasonable  that  the 
thrifty  and  the  careful,  who  had  worked 
hard  all  their  lives,  and  ••added  to  the 
wealth  of  the  country,  should  be  kept  in 
some  degree  of  comfort  at  the  public 
cost  when  they  were  too  old  longer  to 
work.  But  the  sting  of  their  assistance 
was  that  they  did  not  discriminate 
between  the  persons — they  were  all  pro- 
vided for  alike  in  a  way  which,  to  the 
improvident  and  careless,  was  not  a  bad 
sort  of  arrangement — to  the  idle  and 
lazy  might  even  be  pleasant,  but  to  those 
who  had  really  worked  and  done  their 
best,  to  end  their  days  in  the  workhouse 
was  miserable  in  t\\%  extreme  ;  and  the 
more  miserable  and  degrading  it  was  to 
them,  the  more  worthy  they  had  been 
throughout  their  lives.  All  would  agree 
that  was  a  sad  ending  to  a  useful  though, 
it  might  be,  a  humble  life.  The  question 
they  had  to  answer  was  whether  they 
could  not  find  some  plan  by  which,  inas- 
much as  they  did  provide?  for  old  age  at 
the  present  time,  they  might  provide  for 
the  aged  in  such  a  way  that  the  deserving 
and  the  careful  should  have  an  eventide 
of  life  brighter  and  more  worthy  of  a 
useful  life,  and  at  the  same  time  pro- 
vided on  such  a  system  that  the  system 
should  throughout  the  whole  of  life 
tend  to  raise  and  elevate  and  bring 
out  the  best  instincts  and  habits  of  the 
people.  This  Bill  attempted  to  do  that, 
and,  from  a  study  of  the  question, 
he  considered  the  Bill  to  be  framed 
on  lines  which  would  have  that  result. 
The  Bill  first  of  all  laid  down  who  were 
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antry  on  arriving  at  65  was  to  get  a 
nsioD  of  7s.  a  week  because  through- 
it  the  whole  of  his  working  life  he  ha<l 
tver  received  any  relief,  surely  it  must 
?  obvious  to  the  House  and  to  every- 
*dy  else  what  an  immense  difference 
at  would  make  in  the  whole  system  of 
t  relief.  What  an  incalculable  benefit 
would  be  to  the  poor  themselves  ! 
hat  a  totally  different  spirit  it  would 
fuse  throughout  the  life  of  these  poor 
jople  !  They  would  go  through  life 
Ter  knowing  any  Poor  Law  relief,  and 
65  they  would  come  to  the  community 
d  ask  for  a  pension  because  they  had 
ring  their  lives  saved  themselves  from 
y  relief  by  the  Poor  Law.  The  same 
Bark  applied  to  those  who  asked  for 
e  smaller  pension  of  os.  3d.  because 
5j  had  been  able  to  save  by  their  own 
ertions  the  sum  of  Is.  9d.  The 
Terence  w^ould  be  immense.  Thev 
m\d  come  at  65  claiming  that  they  had 
DC  something  for  themselves,  and  the 
act  on  their  working  life  would  be 
ally  different  to  what  it  was  at  present, 
3  the  whole  system  of  relief  and  the 
ing  and  habits  of  the  people  would  be 
Dnensely  changed.  But  there  was  more 
in  this.  If  this  spirit  was  instilled  the 
7  fact  that  people  had  got  into  the 
t>it  of  living  without  the  aid  of  the 
or  Law  relief,  and  of  providing  for 
imselves,  and  the  non-receipt  of  relief 
ng  required  as  a  qualification  for  a 
naion,  would  ensure  such  habits  and 
alities  throughout  life  as  to  enable 
&m  to  dispense  with  a  pension  in  many 
se«?,  whilst  it  might  be  hoped  that 
me  day  the  great  bulk  of  the  people 
)uld  be  able  to  provide  for  themselves. 
e  had  seen  may  cases  in  which  people 
ginning  to  save  by  very  small  sums 
^  achieved  results  not  thought  possible. 
^  present  system  of  giving  relief 
iHled  rather  to  thriftlessness  than  to 
&  encouragement  of  thrift.  The  system 
advocated  would  tend  altogether  in 
e  other  direction  to  that  of  our  Poor 
'W.  Whilst  the  Poor  Law  system 
'e  little,  if  any,  encouragement  to  thrift 
d  self-effort  it  absolutely  encouraged 
i  reverse.  A  labourer  on  158.  a  week, 
0  had  always  kept  himself  and  family, 
9  treated  just  the  same  as  the  man 
0  had  had  20s.  or  40s.  a  week,  and 
0  had  been  of  drunken  and  improvi- 
t  habitSf  and  had  not  provided  for 
iself  or    family   even   when    in    the 


receipt  of  his  full  wages.  Why  should 
the  labourer,  therefore,  make  an  effort 
to  provide  for  the  future,  knowing  as 
he  did  that  when  old  ago  came  upon  him 
he  would  be  treated  exactly  the  same  as 
others,  whether  he  were  careful  or  not  ? 
He  knew  as  well  as  they  that  he  could 
save  very  little.  Yet  the  only  chance 
of  the  people  really  progressing  was  that 
they  should  make  an  effort  to  do  some- 
thing. However  little  this  was  it  was 
of  essential  importance  if  they  were  to 
promote  their  own  happiness  in  the 
future.  The  only  way  in  which  a  nation 
could  be  really  prosperous  was  by  all 
classes  making  an  effort  to  provide  for 
themselves,  and  a  nation's  prosperity  and 
strength  were  largely  measured  by  the 
way  in  which  the  smaller  and  poorer 
persons  had  made  this  provision.  If 
from  sentimental  motives,  from  political 
cowardice,  or  worse,  they  ignored  thi» 
principle  of  self-reliance,  including  that 
for  old  age,  they  destroyed  the  very  fibre 
upon  which  society  must  exist.  The 
principle  of  this  Bill  was  to  develop  and 
make  it  obviously  in  the  interest  of  the 
humblest  to  try  and  do  something  for 
himself.  It  promoted  thrift  and  self- 
reliance  by  natural  means  of  self-interest, 
and  although  he  should  say  a  few  words 
in  a  moment  on  the  cost  of  the  scheme,  and 
show  it  would  be  absolutely  more  econo- 
mical than  our  present  system,  yet  he  might 
here  state  that  the  more  money  that  was 
paid  under  this  Bill  the  greater  would  be 
the  evidence  of  prosperity  at  the  bottom 
of  the  social  ladder,  whereas  under  our 
present  Poor  Law  the  greater  the  cost  the 
greater  the  misery.  There  were  some 
details  of  importance  in  the  Bill  which, 
however,  he  would  only  just  touch  on. 
In  the  first  place,  it  was  proposed  that 
this  Bill  should  not  be  worked  by  the 
Poor  Law  Authorities  in  the  districts. 
They  did  not  at  all  want  to  introduce  the 
Poor  Law  in  dealing  with  the  cases  of 
deserving  people  who  had  worked  well 
all  their  lives.  In  the  second  place,  the 
pension  was  not  to  disfranchise  ;  and,  in 
the  third  place,  the  whole  amount  re- 
(|uired  was  to  come  from  special  rates 
levied  in  the  district.  Some  people 
thought  that  these  funds  should  be 
provided  out  of  the  Imperial  expendi- 
ture, but  these  pensions  would  be 
much  more  local  than  Imperial,  and 
should,  in  his  opinion,  be  provided 
for     by     means    of     rates,     but     this 
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wa§,  of  course,  a  matter  of  detail. 
Another  very  importaDt  point  was  that 
the  scheme  did  not  involve  a  system  of 
bookkeeping  throughout  the  life  for  each 
of  the  33,000,000  persons  in  the  country. 
Those  who  had  had  no  practical  know- 
ledge of  the  working  of  such  schemes 
could  have  no  idea  what  the  bookkeeping 
of  millions  of  accounts  meant.  It  was 
his  good  fortune  to  be  connected  with  a 
small  institution  with  only  100,000 
accounts,  and  his  experience  there 
showed  him  that  if  they  were  to  have 
accounts  and  bookkeeping  for  30,000,000 
or  40,000,000  of  people  making:  perio- 
dical payments  for  old  age  the  machinery 
would  be  so  enormous  as  to  break  down 
the  whole  scheme.  The  Bill  proposed 
to  allow  the  people  to  manage  in  their 
own  way  until  they  were  65,  and  then 
when  they  were  6o  the  Local  Authority 
looked  into  the  facts  and  ascertained 
whether  the  cases  were  those  in  which 
pensions  should  be  granted.  The  ques- 
tion of  cost  was  an  important  matter,  and 
the  absolute  cost  of  this  system  would 
diminish  in  proportion  as  it  was  takefn 
up.  If  it  were  largely  adopted  the  cost 
would  be  less  than  if  it  were  only  par- 
tially taken  up.  Roughly  speaking, 
there  were  about  1,300,000  persons  of  65 
years  and  upwards  in  England  and 
Wales.  He  did  not  exclude  Ireland  and 
Scotland  from  this  scheme,  but  simply 
gave  the  uumberi*  for  England  and  Wales 
because  they  had  the  statistics  at  hand. 
Of  these  1,300,000  there  were  about 
245,000  now  over  65,  who  were  in  re- 
ceipt of  Poor  Law  relief  at  a  cost  of 
£2,500,000.  They  knew  perfectly  well 
that  by  a  more  careful  administration  of 
relief  these  numbers  had  been  greatly 
reduced  in  certain  places,  and  he  believed 
if  they  would  carefully  administer  relief 
as  they  proposed  to  do  by  this  Bill,  the 
tendency  would  be  largely  to  reduce  the 
number  who  would  need  pensions.  For 
argument's  sake  he  would  suppose  that 
the  whole  of  the  245,000  over  65  and 
upwards  who  now  received  relief  received 
pensions.  He  would  take  the  three 
classes.  Suppose  they  all  received  the 
highest  pension  the  Bill  gave  them — 
namely,  7s.  a  week,  because  none  of  them 
had  ever  received -relief  during  their  life- 
time, the  result  of  that  would  be  that 
they  would  receive  about  £4,500,000. 
From  that,  however,  would  have  to  be 
deducted  the  £2,500,000  which  they  now 
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received,  leaving   a  net  expenditure  ^ 
£2,000,000.     But  they  must  rememb^ 
if  they  supposed  that  all  persons  over  ^ 
years  of    age  who   now   received  rel^ 
sought  to  obtain  a  pension  in  the  futLz^ 
because  they  had  never  received  outdc:::^ 
relief,  they  might  take  it  as  a  corolls=^ 
on  that  that  during  the  whole  perioi&. 
their    lives    all    the    others    who    A  i 
before   65  would    never    have    recei  ^x^e 
relief  also.     The    broad    fact  that  t^l^^e 
had  built  up  a  system  which  led  to     th 
result  that  all  persons  who  arrived  at    t/ie 
age  of  65  had  not  received  relief  durio^ 
life  would   be  a  fair  indication  that  all 
others  would  practically  be  in  the  same 
position  ;  therefore  taking  the  whole  cost 
of  this  proposal  at  the  highest  rate  they 
would  really  and  truly  have  a  reduction  of 
expenditure,  because  the  whole  cost  of 
relief  at  the  present  time  was  £8,500,000, 
so   that   even  if   this  scheme  only  pro- 
moted  pensions  for  those  who  uow  re- 
ceived relief  after  65,  and  they  were  to 
double  the  number,  the  cost  to  the  com- 
munity  would  be  practically  the  same  as  U 
was  at  present  for  Poor  Law  relief,  with 
this  difference  :  that  the  whole  working 
class  of  the  community  would  have  gi^w 
up  all  sorts  of  relief,  and  at  65  would  re- 
ceive a  pension.    That  was,  of  course,  the 
extreme  and  ultimate  point.  He  did  notssy 
it  would  be  reached,  but  he  was  ukiog 
the  maximum  cost  to  show  how  the  Bill 
would  work  if  everybody  took  the  highest 
pension.     If  all  took  the  second  pensioa 
the  cost  would  be  even  less,  and  there 
would    be   a    considerable    reduction  m 
Poor  Law  relief,  which  was  an  important 
consideration.     If  they  were  to  carry  the 
Bill  at  once  the  immediate  effect  would  he 
to  produce  some  increase,  l)ecau8e  there 
were  many  persons  in  the  workhouses  no* 
who  were  deserving  of  pensions.  But  the 
ultimate  result  of  the  measure  would  he 
that  the  larger  the   number  of   persons 
who   adopted   the   bigger    j)ensions  the 
better  it   would  be  for   the  commuuitVi 
because  the  smaller  would  have  l>een  the 
Expenditure  throughout  their  lives  upon 
the  relief,  which  they  all   wished  to  !«ee 
reduced.      If  the  scheme  were  adopted 
the    ultimate  result  would    be   rather » 
saving  than  a  loss  to  the  community  in 
the    rates,   and   although   he  was  very 
keenly    interested   in   reducing  rates,  be 
said  that  the  rates  were  of  no  importance 

[whatever  in  comparison    with   the  inaio 
principle   of  the   Bill,  which  was  to  ^ 
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methiog  to  foster  habits  of  thrift  aud 
re  among  the  people,  and  thus  reduce 
►verty  to  a  miaimuin  iu  this  country, 
e  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two   as 

the  objections  raised  against  the  scheme, 
irst,  there  was  the  objection  that  there 
ould  he  trouble  and  difficulty  in  tracing 
i€  history  and  antecedents  of  each 
)plicant  for  a  pension  at  the  age  of  65. 
e  granted  that  there  would  be  some 
Acuity,  but  that  difficulty  was  essential 
•  any  scheme  of  sound  aid.  The 
sence  of  relief  of  the  people  must 
»  based  upon  careful  investigation,  and 
though  in  this  case  some  difficulty  must 
ise,  still  they  must  remember  that  at 
€  age  of  66  it  would  be  done  with  once 
id  for  all,  and,  again,  the  investigation 
as  not  so  serious  as  some  might  think, 
bare  were,  roughly  speaking,  100,000 
arsons  who  arrived  at  the  age  of  65 
'ery  year  in  this  country,  and  about 
i€-fifth  of  these  went  on  tho  Poor  Law. 
bere  would  be  20,000  cases  to  in  vest  i- 
kte,  hut  there  were  about  1 5,000  parishes, 

that  it  would  only  be  a  little  more 
an  one  case  in  each  parisii.  No  doubt 
ere  would  be  more  cases  in  some 
krishes  than  in  others.  The  second 
jection  was  that  the  poor  could  not  do 
lything  for  their  old  age,  and  that  to 
k  them,  particularly  by  those  who 
ere  better  off,  was  a  mockerv.  It  was 
-ry  easy,  no  doubt,  to  be  popular  and  say 
lese  sort  of  things  in  these  times,  but 
le  fact  remained,  whether  trimming 
oliticians  liked  it  or  not,  that  the  people 
>uld  and  must  do  something  for  them- 
slvts,  and  it  was  kinder  and  more 
•triotic  to  ask  them  to  do  something 
ttan  to  say  everything  was  to  be  done 
^r  them.  Conceal  it  as  they  might, 
fbatever  was  done  for  the  people  ulti- 
•^tely  cost  them  far  more  than  they 
Reived,  in  some  way  or  other,  such  as 
^y  increased  rates,  reduction  of  wages, 
^^  employment,  and  other  things, 
^  that  actually  they  did  ultimately 
*y  more  than  they  received  from  any 
ystem  of  relief.  The  people  could  do 
WDcthing  for  themselves ;  they  were 
^'Uing  to  do  something,  and  the  greater 
^cilities  they  gave  them  the  more  readily 
Kv  would  avail  themselves  of  these 
^vantages.  He  had  seen  many  instances 
^  what  self-effort  in  pence  might  do,  for 
^^  poorest  accounts  beginning  with 
^iK!e  becfime  many  pounds.  Could 
^yhodj  say  that  one  bowl  of  tobacco  a 


day,  or  one  glass  of  beer,  or  one  ounce  of 
tea  a  week  might  not  be  spared  by  even 
the  very  poorest  ?  And  to  sacrifice  so 
little  of  any  one  of  these  articles  he  had 
mentioned,  from  the  age  of  20  to  65, 
would  enable  people  to  obtain  the  largest 
pension  referred  to  in  this  Bill.  They 
must,  in  considering  this  question,  look 
at  what  the  people  had  done  for  them- 
selves. Look  at  the  old  Trustees  Savings 
Banks  with  their  £40,000,000  ;  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  with  £80,000,000  or 
£90,000,000 ;  the  Co-operative,  Buihling, 
and  Friendly  Societies,  numbering  hun- 
dreds of  thousands,  and  even  millions, 
of  members,  a  total  capital  altogether 
of  £200,000,000  or  £300,000,000 
sterling.  A  few  years  ago  it  would 
have  been  said  it  was  impossible  for 
the  people  to  do  these  things,  but  they 
had  done  them,  and  were  prepared  to 
do  more  if  facilities  were  given  them. 
In  his  judgment,  persons  who  had  helped 
to  found  those  institutions  for  thrift  had 
done  more  good  than  many  of  those  who 
promised  to  give  old  age  pensions  to 
everybody,  whatever  their  qualifications. 
Parliament  was  bound  to  foster  those 
habits  of  thrift  which  the  people  of  this 
country  had  developed  to  so  large  an 
extent  for  themselves  and  which  were 
so  essential  to  their  welfare.  His  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  talked  of  the  malady 
of  old  age.  It  was  really  a  malady,  and 
should  be  treated  like  a  broken  leg.  A 
man  with  a  broken  leg  was  not  able  to 
walk  ;  and  the  only  way  in  which  the 
broken  leg  could  be  mended  was  by  care- 
fully bandaging  it  round  at  first  and 
allowing  its  strength  to  return  by  degrees, 
aud  by  their  encouraging  it  to  make  a 
gradual  effort  itself  to  walk.  It 
could  not  be  disputed  that  there  was 
something  wrong  about  our  present 
system  of  old  age  relief,  because  it  ought 
to  be  impossible  for  any  man  who  had 
spent  a  long  life  honourably  to  be  com- 
pelled to  seek  relief  in  his  old  age  in  the 
workhouse.  It  was  the  broken  leg  in 
our  social  system.  We  must  give  it 
support  in  such  a  way  that  the  support 
could  be  retluced,  so  that  ultimately  by 
the  person's  own  efforts  the  leg  would  be 
restored  as  strong  as  before.  No  doubt 
the  aim  of  every  person  ought  to  be  to 
provide  for  their  old  age.  That  was  the 
object  which  our  legislation  should  have 
in  view.  But  there  was  a  great  deal  in 
our  social   system  which  could  not  be 
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mended  by  any  plan.  It  would  take 
generations  before  the  existing  blot  as 
to  old  age  upon  our  social  institutions 
could  be  wiped  out  by  any  scheme  that 
could  be  devised,  but  the  cure  was 
certain  in  time,  if  only  the  scheme 
was  based  on  the  right  principle. 
He  apologised  to  the  House  for  having 
occupied  so  much  of  their  time  upon  that 
occasion,  but  he  had  devoted  many  3'ears 
of  his  life  to  the  coD«ideratiou  of  this 
very  difficult  subject,  and  he  hoped  that 
that  would  be  his  excuse  for  having 
spoken  at  such  great  length.  It  ought 
to  be  tiie  duty  of  that  House  to  inculcate 
upon  the  people  of  this  country  the 
nece!<sity  for  preserving  their  own  self- 
respect,  their  self-reliance,  and  their  in- 
dependence, and  all  legislation  in  regard 
to  old  age  pensions  siiould  proceed  on 
that  basis. 

♦Mu.  EVERETT  (Suffolk,  Wood- 
bridge)  said,  he  had  to  congratulate  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite  on 
the  temperate  and  admirable  speech 
with  which  he  introduced  his  Bill. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
rightly  told  the  House  that  this  subject 
was  not  only  great  in  the  numbers  it 
affected,  great  in  the  consequences  that 

would  follow  in  its  train,  but  great  also 
in  the  interest  that  it  excited.  The 
movement  of  public  opinion  in  the  direc- 
tion of  providing  some  better  system  of 
dealing  with  the  relief  of  old  age  ^as  one 
of  the  most  remarkable — one  of  the  most 
hopeful  movements  of  their  time.  He 
took  it  that  the  expression  of  that  feeling 
was  one  fruit  of  the  great  enfranchise- 
ment of  the  people  which  had  taken  place 
during  recent  years.  The  poor  people 
had  long  felt,  just  as  they  felt  to-day, 
the  inadequacy  and  the  cruelty  of  the 
present  .system  of  dealing  with  old  age 
and  poverty  ;  while  they  were  unenfran- 
chised they  had  not  the  voice,  but  now 
that  they  had  got  votes  they  had  found 
their  voice  and  used  it.  At  the  last 
General  Election  there  were  few  plat- 
forms on  which  this  subject  was  not 
discussed,  and  he  knew  that  in  the  part 
of  the  countrv  from  which  he  came  there 
was  not  a  single  county  address,  so  far 
as  he  saw,  which  did  not  contain  some 
allusion  to  the  subject,  and  a  promise — 
he  believed  a  thoroughly  honest  and 
genuine  promise  on  the   part  of  the  can- 
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didate — to    give    his    attention,    if    «::^e 
arrived  at  the   House,  to  some  well-cc^  ^. 
sidered  scheme  of  dealing  with  this  gr^^  ^x 
question.     It  was  a  great  question  as 
garded  the  number  that  it  affected, 
imagined  that  the  question  could  not 
looked  at  from  the  point  of  view  of 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  only,  an 
they  dealt  with  those  who  were  6,! 
the  whole  of  the  Unitetl  Kingdom  f^^gy 
came   to  the  number   that  was,  he        )^^ 
lieved,  in  round  figures  about  2,000^ ^)qq 
of  old  men  and  old  women.     Of  tl:icse, 
now    some    30-  or   40    per   cent.    Xve/^ 
compelled  to  obtain  Poor  Law  relief  /d 
some  form  before  they  dieti,  and  a  verr 
large  number  indeed  were  in  great  stre^ 
just  on  the   other   side   of   the  border, 
which  actually  compelled  application  for 
relief.     Of  the  people  who  were  under 
65,  only,  he  believed,  something  like  A 
per  cent,  came  on  the  public  rates  for 
relief,  while  over  that  age  it  was  between 
30  or  40  per  cent. — a   very  striking  and 
remarkable    difference — and   when  tbej 
remembered  that  of  those  who  reached 
the  age  of  25  the  half  would  attain  the 
age  of  65,  they  saw  how  large  a  propo^ 
tion  of  the  existing  population  bad  an 
interest  in  what  should  be  done  in  dealing 
with  this  question.    The  condition  mdep 
which    the    great    multitude   of  people 
lived,  they  must  admit,  was  one  of  hard 
struggle,  hard  to  most  of    them  during 
the   days    of    their    manly  or  womanly 
vigour — and  a  very  large  number,  in  spite 
of  their  best  efforts,  were  able  to  do  Iwt 
very  little  towards  providing  for  old  age, 
and  to  those  who  did  make  an  effort  in 
this  direction,  misfortune,  sickness  and 
calamities  of  one  kind  or  another,  snch  as 
the  failure  of  the  Liberator  Society,  for  in- 
stance, came  and  swept  away  the  provisiw 
which,  through   the   self-denying  efforts 
of  long  years,  they  had  made.     Nothing 
was  more  pathetic  in  village  life  than  the 
position  of  old  men  and  women  who  had 
subscribed  to  various  small  Societies  for 
many  years,  and   who  found    when  mis- 
fortune  and  bickness  came  upon  them  that 
those    Societies    were    bankrupt.     The 
system  of  pensions  was  not  unknown  ia 
this  country.     It  had  long  been  a  custom 
to  pension  their  fighting  men  and  the  mes 
who  drove  the  pen   in  the  Civil  Service* 
but  for  his  part  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  men  of  the  plough,  of  the  hanrnoer, 
and  of  the  loom,  had  an  equally  largt 
claim  upon  the  nation  h»  the  men — uecei* 
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k-ry,  he  admitted — who  wielded  the 
voril  aud  drove  the  pen — and  wheu  they 
icught  that  it  was  the  men  of  industry 
Lo  coQtrihuted  the  incomes  of  these 
sople,  and  afterwards  their  pensions,  it 
id  seem  to  him  very  unreasonable  that 
i  a  nation  they  should  pension  their 
trvants  while  they  (the  masters)  should 
i  left  without  any  pensions  for  them- 
Ives.  To  treat  servants  liberally  and 
bU  was  an  honour  to  any  master,  whe- 
er  private  or  public,  but  to  treat  their 
rvants  better  than  themselves  was  not 
Light,  so  far  as  he  knew,  by  any  law, 
man  or  divine,  and  there  was  nothing 
sense  or  reason  to  justify  such  conduct. 
E5  knew  there  was  a  strong  feeling 
long  the  poor  people  when  they  saw 
e  pensions  that  were  paid  to  the  thou- 
uds  and  tens  of  thousands  who  were 
iployeil  in  the  Public  Service,  and 
lieu  in  many  cases  these  pensions  went 
men  who  had  had  very  large  incomes 
ieed,  it  was  very  hard  lines  that 
ose    who     had     found     this     nionev 

pay  these  salaries  and  pensions 
ould  have  no  better  provision  than 
e    workhouse  at   last.     It  did  appear 

him  that  in  attempting,  in  some 
ay,  wisely  and  prudently  to  deal  with 
rovision  for  old  age,  they  were  doing 
uit  which  had  everything  to  justify  and 
i  authorise  it.  There  were  three  ways  of 
baling  with  this  question.  The  one  was  to 
€*1  with  it  by  purely  voluntary  means;  the 
«cond  was  to  deal  with  it,  as  the  Bill 
>efore  them  proposed,  by  State-aided 
^gauisations  ;  and  the  third  was  to  deal 
'^ith  it  entirely  on  national  lines.  The 
first  two  schemes,  it  appeared  to  him, 
«*dthis  against  them — that  they  would 
always  have  outside  of  any  voluntary 
*gency  a  large  number  of  people  left  un- 
Jwovided  for.  If  they  helped  a  great 
'"^ny,  which  in  every  respect  was  cer- 
^nly  better  than  helping  none,  they  would 
^»ot  anything  like  cover  the  whole  ground, 
^nd  then  there  was  the  difficulty  of  exist- 
'Dgold  age,  which  none  of  the  voluntary 
Schemes  that  he  had  seen  were  able 
^  grapple  with.  He  considered  that 
^  those  grounds  the  scheme  which 
'^w  most  deserving  of  their  support, 
^hicb  had  most  to  recommend  it,  was 
^€  scheme  of  a  National  Provident 
Society — that  was  to  say,  that  the 
i^ou  itself  should  be  the  aiea,  and 
*6  agency  by  which  provision  should 
^loade  for  the  old  age  of  all.  lie  would 


point  out  what  appeared  to  him  to 
be  the  overwhelming  advantages  of  a 
svstem  such  as  that.  The  basis  of  it 
would  be  that  out  of  the  Treasury,  into 
which  everybody  paid,  everybody  should 
be  entitled  to  receive,  when  he  or  she 
reached  the  age  of,  say,  65,  They 
knew  that  at  present  every  person 
in  this  country,  from  the  time  he  or 
she  was  )«5  to  the  time  he  or  she 
was  65 — that  was,  half  a  century — was 
paying  taxes.  Our  taxes  were  so  laid 
that  they  caught,  everyboily.  What  we 
drank  or  what  we  smoked  returned 
something  like  half  of  the  whole 
taxation  of  the  country,  and  if  we  had 
been  paying  for  50  years  into  this  Trea- 
sury, then  it  was  certainly  not  an  unrea- 
sonable thing  that  a  certain  proportion 
of  what  went  into  the  Treasurv  should 
be,  so  to  speak,  "  ear-marked "  for  our 
Ijcnefit,  when  we  reached  a  time  of  life 
when  we  mu^t  ease  off  our  work  and  call 
upon  some  outside  assistance  to  give  us 
help.  The  obvious  advantage  of  a 
national  system  was  that  it  would  cover 
everybody — it  would  not  leave  a  single 
man  or  woman  in  the  nation  unprovided 
with  assistance.  Again,  they  would  be 
perfectly  sure  they  would  bo  insuring 
in  a  fund  which  could  not  fail,  as  alas  I 
so  many  insurance  funds  did  fail  people 
at  the  present  time.  It  would  also  be 
perfectly  simple, and  the  blessings  would 
be  immediate.  Directly  the  House  passed 
a  measure  of  this  kind,  every  old  man 
and  every  old  woman  would  be  entitled 
to  receive  the  blessings  of  the  funds,  and 
in  every  village  and  hamlet,  in  every 
street  of  every  town  and  city,  the  heart 
of  the  widow  would  sing  for  joy,  and 
the  old  man  would  feel  a  burden  of  fear 
lifte<l  off  his  shoulders  that  would  gladden 
his  heart  as  no  act  of  this  Legislature 
had  ever  gladdened  it  in  times  past. 
Then  the  scheme  would  be  perfectly  fair, 
because  everybody  would  pay.  By  such 
a  scheme  as  he  was  advocating  and  de- 
fending the  rich,  too,  would  pay  more  than 
the  poor.  Our  taxes  were  laid  for  that 
purpose.  And  there  was  no  way  in  which 
the  poor  con  hi  be  enabled  to  share  in  the 
benefits  of  the  rieh  in  a  more  equitable 
manner  than  this,  and  since  in  this 
country  riches  grew  faster  than  the 
population  it  did  seem  a  reasonable  thing 
that  out  of  the  increasing  riches  pro- 
vision should  be  made  for  those  with 
whom  the  battle  of  life  had  gone  more 
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hardly  than  with  their  more  fortunate 
brethren.  It  would  also  introduce  a 
kind  of  Christian  brotherhood  amongst 
us.  It  would  recognise  that  we  were 
children  of  one  Father,  citizens  of  one 
nation,  that  we  owed  something  to  one 
another,  and  that  the  strong  should  help 
the  weak.  We  had  recently  extended 
our  national  care  to  education.  We  had 
taken  child-life  in  hand,  and  had  made 
provision  for  the  free  education  of  all 
children.  Well,  the  next  natural  step 
was  to  go  to  the  other  eml  of  life,  and  by 
a  national  provision  to  help  the  aged. 
Of  course  he  was  perfectly  conscious 
that  the  scheme  he  was  advocating  was 
one  which  entailed  enormous  cost.  If 
there  were  2,000,000  of  the  population 
at  the  age  of  65,  and  if  4s.  a  week  were 
provided  for  them,  that  would  entail  an 
amount  of  something  like  £20,000,000 
every  year.  Let  not  that,  however, 
frighten  them.  It  would  be  admitted  that 
it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  everybody  in 
this  country  were  insured  against  old  age. 
But  the  people  would  have  to  pay  for 
that  insurance,  and  it  would  not  cost  one 
farthing  more  to  have  this  money  straight 
out  of  the  Treasury  than  it  would  to  pay 
it  out  of  the  exchequerg  of  Friendly 
Societies.  Besides,  the  national  adminis- 
tration would  be  very  much  more  econo- 
mical than  any  other  administration. 
Under  their  complete  apparatus  for  local 
government  they  would  have  agencies 
all  over  the  country  which,  he  was  sure, 
would  be  glad,  by  voluntary  unpaid 
arrangements,  to  provide  for  the  paying 
out  of  this  national  pension  to  those  en- 
titled to  it  in  their  respective  districts. 
They  would  have  an  administration 
practically  without  cost,  and  he  believed 
— in  fact,  he  was  sure — that  the  tax- 
payers of  England  were  perfectly  willing 
to  pay  the  extra  taxes  to  carry  out  this 
great  privilege  and  boon.  He  believed 
also  that,  instead  of  discouraging,  it 
would  encourage  thrift.  Under  the 
existing  system  the  thrifty  man  had  to 
pay  for  the  thriftless ;  but  under  his  pro- 
posal both  classes  would  benefit  equally, 
and  he  believed  it  would  encouragre  thrift, 
because  people  would  feel  that  they 
would  have  comfortable  provision  in  their 
closing  days  in  proportion  as  they  were 
able  to  supplement  by  their  own  savings 
the  amount  granted  them  by  the  State. 
A  national  scheme  would  have  a  patriotic 
influence,  too,  because   it  would  tend   to 

Mr,  Everett 


make  people  value  the  privileges  of  the 
citizenship.     To   the  great  bulk  of  tU^ 
people  the  law  was  an   instrument   fc^^ 
taxing    and   restraining    them,    and  tl^  ^ 
benefits    they   received   were    not    ve^:--^ 
manifest.      But   if   they    had   a     dir&^:C' 
interest    in    the   taxes   they    paid    th^^^ 
would     have     much     more     reason       -^.^ 
appreciate  the  benefits  of  being  Briti^^i 
citizens  than  they  had    at    the    pres^ 
time.       Without  being  ^lauperised  tl:^ 
would,  under   his    proposal,   be   enabl 
to  spend  the  closing  years  of  life  in  co 
parative  ease  and   comfort.     He  wovil^ 
suggest  that  there  were  several  sou»-c5es 
of  income  that  might  be  laid  under  cou. 
tribution  to  help  this  fund  and  ease    the 
taxes.     There  was,  of  course,  obviously 
the  large  cost — probably  some  £3,000,000 
or  £4,000,000   sterling — of  the  present 
Poor    Law     system    aiding     the     WL^ed 
that     would     be     saved.       Then       the 
existing    almshouses    might     be    iucor- 
porated   and   made   part   of    a   natiooai 
system,   and    also    the   present  peusiou 
funds  of  some  millions — for  it  certainij 
seemed  to  him  that  if  they  went  in  for 
national    pensions  they  should  treat  ill 
pensioners  upon  the  same  scale,  and  tbej 
should  pay  salaries  for  current  work  in 
proportion  to  its  deserts,  and  that  as  re- 
garded pensions  all  citizens  should  stand 
upon    the   same   equal    footing.     Th«^ 
besides,  there  was  an  amount  of  several 
millions  a  year  which  was  received  under 
the  name  of  tithes,  and  which  everjliody 
expected  would  at   no  very  distant  date 
be  diverted  from  its   present  use,  and  to 
what   better  use  in    these    modern  and 
changed  times  could  a  great  deal  of  that 
money  be  put  than  to  the  assistance  of 
making  happy  and  more  comfortable  the 
latter  days  of  the  veterans  of  iudiistrr  • 
He  firmlv  believed  that   some  day,  anu 
that  no  distant  day,  as  this  subject  w8.< 
thoroughly  discusseil   in  the  nation,  the 
nation  would  desire  its  Representatives  to 
carry  into  effect  some  such  national  sy:*- 
tem  of  universal  public  insurance  as  be 
had  sketched  to  the  House. 

•Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  saiA 
they  had  all,  he  was  sure,  listened  with 
great  pleasure  to  the  eloquent  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Woodbridge 
Division  of  SuflTolk,  but  whilst  listeoing 
to  him  they  had,  he  thought,  almost  fo^ 
gotten  that  the  matter  they  had  to  con- 
sider was  the  particular  Bill  before  the 
House.       There  had  been,  as  the  Hoose 
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11  koewy  a  great  variety  of  schemes 
emitted  to  the  public  dealing  with  old 
e   pensions.     Thej  differed  in  almost 

their  details,  and  gave  rise  to  many 
fl&cultics  and  contentions.  The  ballot 
^x  on  this  occasion  had,  he  thought, 
ajed  them  rather  an  ill- turn  in  bringing 
tis  measure  forward  on  this  particular 
ijr  under  the  circumstances  of  the  pre- 
»iit  time,  because,  as  the  House  was 
vare,  a  Royal  Commission  had  been 
tting  for  some  time  considering  the 
lestion  of  old  age  provident  pensions, 
bat  Commission  had  been  taking  evidence 
itii  regard  not  merely  to  the  scheme 
[ibodied  in  the  Bill,  but  with  regard 
the  various  schemes  proposed  by 
imerous  gentlemen.      Coming  forward 

this  particular  moment  the  Bill  was 
bject  to  the  difficulty  that  they  had 
>t  now  before  them  the  other  schemes 
»  as  to  enable  the  House  to  compare 
tem  with  that  embodied  in  the  Bill. 
'e  thought  it  would  have  been  fortunate 

they  had  had  to-day  to  deal  not  with  a 
articular  Bill,  but  with  a  Motion  in 
ipport  of  a  general  principle  of 
ensions  for  old  age.  He  was  glad  to 
^iu\i  that  in  the  House  there  was  no 
iffereuce  amongst  them  as  to  the 
•rinciple  of  old  age  pensions.  No  lion. 
Gentleman  who  had  spoken  had  said  a 
vord  against  the  general  principle  of  old 
^ge  pensions,  and  he  thought  the  subject 
^iglit  be  said  now  to  have  entered  upon 
A  new  phase.  He  thought  it  might  be 
^id  that  the  House  of  Commons  was 
pi'eparetl  to  accept  and  did  accept  the 
pnnciple  of  old  age  pensions.  He  took 
*^  that  what  was  meant  by  "  the  principle 
^1  old  age  pensions  "  was  that  where 
Citizens  of  this  country  had  arrived  at  a 
^•nie  of  life  when  they  were  unable  any 
longer  by  their  work  to  support  them- 
selves, it  was  the  duty  of  the  State 
Awards  those  citizens,  if  they  had  con- 
dncted  themselves  throughout  a  long  life 
Respectably,  to  provide  for  them  some- 
thing which  was  at  any  rate  sufficient  to 
Maintain  life  and  keep  body  and  soul 
ogether  and  prevent  them  being  obliged 
0  have  recourse  to  the  provision  of  the 
Wr  Law.  Though  he  did  not  alto- 
gether agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
slington  that  the  Poor  Law  was 
niversally  unpopular,  yet  he  was  aware 
bat  some  obloquy  did  in  some  districts 
ttach  to  the  Poor  Law,  and  what  he 
nderstood  was  meant  was  that  the  people 


who  lived  under  conditions  that  gave  rise 
to  pensions  were  to  have  the  pensions 
paid  irrespective  of  the  Poor  Law — 
through  the  Post  Office,  or  in  some  other 
way.  As  they  were  all  agreed  on  the 
principle  of  old  age  pensions,  he  need  not 
detain  the  House  by  making  observations 
in  regard  to  that.  He  would  turn  to  the 
scheme  embodied  in  the  particular  Bill 
before  the  House.  He  as  an  unfortunate 
ratepayer  naturally  turned,  first  of  all,  to 
the  section  of  the  Bill  which  provided  the 
mode  in  which  the  funds  were  to  be  raised. 
There  was  considerable  discrepancy  in 
the  estimates  made  by  the  hon.  Members 
who  had  spoken  as  to  the  amount  that 
would  be  required  to  carry  out  a  scheme 
of  old  age  pensions.  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  Woodbridge  Division  had  talked 
in  a  somewhat  airy  way  of  £20,000,000 
being  required.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Islington  was  more  moderate, 
£4,000,000  being  the  amount  of  his 
estimate. 

♦Mr.  EVERETT  said,  the  schemq  he 
had  propounded  would  establish  a  national 
system,  under  which  every  person  in  the 
nation  over  65  years  of  age  would  be 
entitled  to  a  pension. 

•Mr.  DODD  said,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
that  the  £20,000,000  had  no  relation  to 
the  particular  Bill,  the  subject  before  the 
House.  It  was  probably  not  worth  while 
going  into  arithmetical  problems  when  the 
figures  were  so  much  in  the  air.  There 
was  as  yet  no  agreement  as  to  the  method 
of  providing  such  pensions.  In  the  Bill 
before  them  it  was  proposed  that  the 
rates  should  be  increased  for  the  purpose. 
As  the  Representative  of  an  agricultural 
constituency  he  was  bound  to  protest 
against  this  proposal,  for  agriculture 
was  not  in  a  position  to  bear  any  addi- 
tional rate.  He  thought  it  would  be 
found  that  every  person  connected  with 
agriculture  would  say  that  if  there  was 
an  interest  in  the  country  entitled  to  be 
saved  from  an  increase  of  the  present 
rates  it  was  the  agricultural  industry. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  looked  for 
a  moment  to  protection.  All  he  asked  for 
agriculture  was  that  it  should  pay  its  fair 
share  of  expense.  He  did  not  ask  for  more 
than  that,  and  to  put  this  new  burden 
upon  the  farmer  and  the  occupier  of  land 
would  be  to  bring  them  nearer  to  bank- 
ruptcy. The  mode  in  which  it  was  sug- 
gested that  the  money  should  be  pro- 
vided   made    this    Bill    impossible     of 
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acceptance.  He  did  not,  however,  say 
tliat  because  this  scheme  was  impossible, 
therefore,  all  schemes  were  impossible. 
All  he  did  venture  to  say  was  that  this 
particular  Bill  was  not  the  most  satis- 
factory scheme  that  could  be  proposed. 
It  was  not  in  itself  a  satisfactory  Bill. 
No  doubt  it  was  difficult  to  say  what 
should  be  done  with  the  Bill  under  the 
circumstances.  It  might  be  said  that  if  the 
Bill  were  read  a  second  time  there  would 
be  ways  and  means  found  of  removing 
some  of  the  difficulties  and  deficiencies 
of  the  Bill.  '  There  were  other  points, 
besides  the  mode  adopted  of  raising  the 
money  by  increased  rates,  on  which  he 
objected  to  the  Bill  as  drawn.  For  in- 
stance, in  the  distinction  made  so  sharply 
between  deserving  and  undeserving  ; 
and  though  he  would  not  say  some  dis- 
crimination should  not  be  shown,  he 
would  like  to  see  the  lino  not  quite  so 
sharply  drawn  as  it  was  in  the  Bill. 
Certainly,  if  read  a  second  time,  it  would 
have  to  be  amended  in  that  respect. 
None  of  us  were,  perhaps,  very  de- 
serving— even  the  best — and  the  very 
worst  were  not  always  altogether  unde- 
serving. Coming  to  the  practical  point 
of  what  was  to  be  done  with  the  Bill  at 
present,  first  of  all,  it  needed  to  be 
amended  in  regard  to  the  strong  line 
drawn  between  the  deserving  and  unde- 
serving, and,  secondly,  it  needed  to  be 
amended  also  so  as  not  to  interfere  with 
the  Foresters,  Odd  Fellows,  Hearts  of 
Oak,  Ancient  Buffaloes,  and  various 
other  Orders  of  Friendly  Societies.  He 
would  like  to  see  the  Bill  adjourned 
until  the  Royal  Commission  had  reported 
on  the  various  schemes  before  it,  and 
then  brought  forward  in  competition 
with  other  Bills.  It  was  always  un- 
gracious to  appear  to  stand  in  the  way  of 
anything  good,  and  he  regretted  very 
much  to  appear  to  be  putting  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  any  scheme  for  old  age 
pensions.  He  hoped  the  discussion 
might  prove  of  use.  The  House 
was  evidently  of  opinion  that  old- 
age  pensions  should  be  provided  by  the 
State  under  some  scheme  carried  out 
under  reasonable  conditions,  and  with 
that  he  agreed,  but  this  Bill  seemed  to 
him  so  unsatisfactory  that  he  would  be 
unable  to  vote  for  the  Second  Reading. 

Captain  NAYLOR  -  LEYLAND 
(Colchester)  agreed  that  it  would  be  very 
much  better  to  postpone  this  and  all  other 

Mr.  Dodd 


Bills  dealing  with  the  question  until   the 
Royal  Commission  had  reported,  and  he 
had  a  certain  amount  of  interest    in    the 
matter,  as  he  happened  to  be  pilot  of  one 
of  the  Bills  before  the  House,  differing 
very  much,  however,  from  the  one  before: 
it.     He  had  listened  with  great  interesta 
to  the  speeches  delivered    in   order   icz 
learn  the  reasons  for  this  proposal  being: 
made.     With  regard  to  the  question  o« 
cost,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  tlu 
Second  Reading  had  not  stilted  what  tl^ 
maximum  cost  of  such  a  scheme  wou^ 
be.     On  that  subject  the  various  author^  3 
ties  widely  disagreed  ;  but  there  was 
doubt,    assuming   that   all   the   benefl 
promised  by  the  Bill  in  relief  of  pauperis 
were   to   be  conferred,    the    capitalis 
value  of  the  sum  of  money   that  woim  \ 
have  to  be  expended  every  year  und^ 
such      a      scheme       would      be     ov'c 
£500,000,000  sterling.     For  England  a^no 
Wales,  taking  the  average  expenditure  at 
5s.  each  person  all  over  the  country,  tlie 
maximum    cost    of   the   Bill   would    loe 
£16,900,000  a  year,  from  which  must   be 
deducted  £2,500,000  now   expended     in 
relief  to  aged  poor  over  65.      The  pro- 
posal before  them,  therefore,  was  to  in- 
crease the  burdens  of  the  country  by  that 
sum,  which  he  submitted    was   rather  a 
large  proposal  for  a  Wednesday  afternoon. 
The  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  spoke  of  the  stigma 
attaching  to  pensions  coming  from  the 
Poor     Law     Authority.        No     doubt 
such     a     stigma     did     attach     in    the 
minds    of    some    people   to   those  who 
received  Poor  Law  relief  ;  but  he  thought 
the   House  ought  to  be   informed  what 
authority  was  to  be  substituted  for  the 
Poor  Law  Authority  for  the  purpose  of 
making  the  necessary  investigations  in  the 
18,000  parishes  throughout  the  country. 
If  a  separate  and  special  authority  was 
to  be  set   up,  the   expense   of  adminis- 
tration  would   at    once   be    enormously 
added    to,    probably    to    the    extent  of 
£200,000   a   year.     There    were  certain 
conditions  which  ought  to  be  contained 
in  any  old  age  pension   scheme.     In  the 
first  place,  it  was  laid  down  by  a  Com- 
mittee some  years  ago,  over  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Member  for 
West  Birmingham  presided,  that  in  any 
scheme  the  pension  should  begin  to  be 
paid  at  the  age  of  65.     That  was  the 
most  important  point,  for  by  every  year 
that  the  age  was  reduced  the  cost  wouW 
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be  eiiormoaslj  added  to.     This   Bill,  he 
observed,  did  lay  down  that  proposition. 
Again,  no  scheme  should,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  in  any  sense  go  back  upon 
the  principles  laid  down  in  the  reformed 
Poor  Law  of  1834.     It  was  well-known 
to  lion.  Members  what  was  the  object  of 
that  reform.  It  was,  briefly,  to  re<luce  the 
enormous  amount  of  outdoor  relief,  and 
only  to  give  that  form  of  relief  in  very 
special  circumstances.     But  if  they  gave 
people  pensions,  the  recipients  would  be 
in  receipt  of  outdoor  relief,  whatever  the 
House  might   choose   to    call    it.      He 
therefore  laid  down  the  principle  that  in 
no  sense  must  they  do  anything  to  in- 
crease   the    area    over    which    outdoor 
relief  was  now  distributed.      This  Bill 
proposed  to  give  pensions  ranging  from 
38.  to  7s.  to  people  who  had   never  con- 
tributed   towards    those    pensions,    and, 
therefore,  the  people  who  would  have  to 
pay  the  pensions   would  be  largely  the 
industrial    classes.     Those    who    would 
really   have   to   pay    pensions    to   these 
Would  be  the  classes  just  above  them,  and 
really  the  poorest  classes  in  the  country 
Would  provide  this  tax  quite  as  much  as 
the  classes  above  them.     Thus  the  aim 
of  the  Bill  was  in  direct  contradiction  to 
the  principle    laid  down    by  the  Com- 
niittees     to     which      he    had    referreil. 
Another  general  proposition  laid  down 
^y  the  voluntary  committee  he  had  re- 
ferred to  was  that  no   scheme    of  this 
^description  ought  to  run  counter  to  the 
great  Friendly  Societies  of  the  country. 
According  to  the  terms  of  the  Bill,  its 
author   was  going   to  give  pensions    to 
300,000  people  at  the  very  least,  without 
^king  them    to   pay   for  the    pensions. 
At    this    very    moment    the     Friendly 
Societies  were  dealing  with  this  question, 
and  the  two  great  Societies — the  Fores- 
ters  and    the    Oddfellows — had     lately 
started    a   system  of    old  age    pensions, 
nnder  which  a  person  who  was  promised 
a  pension  undertook  to  pay  for  it ;  but 
if  under  this  Bill  pensions  were  to  be 
given  to  persons   who  did  not  pay  for 
them,  was  there  any  probability  that  the 
members  of  those  Societies  would  con- 
tinue to  pay  for  their  pensions  ?     The 
Bill    would,  therefore,  disregarding  the 
proposition  of  the  voluntary  committee, 
compete  with  the  Friendly  Societies   in 
the  strongest  possible  way.     Politicians 
in   that   House  and   wise  people  of  all 
kinds   talked   about  the   desirability   of 


reforms  and  about  the  excellence  of 
thrift  and  its  value  to  the  nation  ;  but 
while  ))oliticians  were  talking,  the  great 
Friendly  Societies  had  taken  the  matter 
in  hand  and  had  done  more  for  the  pro- 
motion of  thrift  than  all  the  speech- 
making  that  had  gone  on  inside  that 
House  or  out  of  it.  His  own  view  of 
the  subject  was  that  the  State  should 
add  an  equal  sum  to  the  amount,  whether 
it  be  a  penny  or  £100,  put  away  by  a 
person  to  purchase  a  deferred  annuity  at 
the  age  of  65,  and  those  annuities  might 
easily  be  issued  at  post  offices  all  over 
the  country  to  persons  who  were  willing 
to  contribute  in  that  way  a  certain  sum 
of  money  annually  for  the  purpose. 
Whatever  the  House  did  he  hoped  it  would 
not  do  anything  to  record  its  approval  of 
the  scheme  now  presented,  which  was  de- 
signed to  pauperise,  and  to  do  nothing  else. 
He  rejoiced  that  they  should  have  em** 
ployed  a  Wednesday  afternoon  in  discuss- 
ing a  great  social  question,  for  in  that  way 
only  could  light  be  thrown  upon  it  and 
some  satisfaetorv  scheme  evolved  which 
might  eventuallv  become  law. 

Mu.  JESSE  "^COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  said,  he  had  listened  with 
some  regret  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  who  had  con- 
siderably exaggerated  the  cost  of  the 
system  proposed.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would  take  the  whole  of  those 
who  were  likely  to  come  under  any  pen- 
sion scheme  at  the  age  of  6.5  he  would 
find  that  they  numV)cred  something  like 
250,000,  and,  allowing  about  os.  a  week 
for  oach  person,  that  would  give  a  total 
of  £3,000,000  or  £4,000,000,  instead  of 
£16,000,000,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  suggested.  At  the  same  time, 
there  would  l)e  in  addition  a  positive 
saving  in  our  extravagant  workhouse 
system,  a  system  which  might  have 
answered  its  purpose  very  well  in  1834 
and  later,  but  which  at  the  present  mo- 
ment was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  an 
insult  to  the  civilisation  of  a  nation  of 
such  enormous  wealth  as  our  own.  Of 
course  the  cost  of  carrying  out  any 
scheme  of  this  kind  must  be  great,  but  the 
same  thing  could  be  said  of  the  work  of 
any  large  Department  of  the  State — the 
Army,  Navy,  or  Civil  Service — which 
the  nation  thought  it  necessary  to  main- 
tain. It  was  all  very  well  to  say  such  a 
scheme  involved  granting  outdoor  re- 
lief, and  that  people  should  be  left  to 
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make  provision  for  themselves  ;  and  it 
was  afl  very  well  for  hon.  Members  and 
those  who  possessed  all  the  comforts  of 
life  to  which  they  were  as  accustomed  as 
to  the  alteration  of  day  and  night,  but 
they  were  dealing  here  with  altogether 
a  different  class.  He  was  tired  of  this 
perpetual  preaching  down  to  people,  and 
if  hon.  Members  were  in  their  position 
they  would  find  how  difficult  it  was  to 
make  any  provision  for  old  age.  He 
regretted  what  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  said  as  to  the  effect  of 
the  pension  system  being  to  pauperise, 
and  hoped  the  House  would  not  accept 
the  opinion  that  any  such  scheme 
must  bear  the  stamp  of  outdoor  relief. 
The  main  objects  of  Friendly  Societies 
were  quite  distinct  from  those  of  the 
measure  the  House  was  now  discussing. 
Friendly  Societies  were  intended  to  pro- 
vide for  sickness,  loss  of  work,  and 
almost  every  kind  of  misfortune  except 
old  age.  If  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
were  confined  to  old  age  pensions,  the 
Friendly  Societies  would  prove  helpers 
in  that  work  rather  than  otherwise.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  brought 
in  the  Bill  might  rely  upon  it  that  thrift 
was  not  likely  to  be  secured  either  by 
offer  of  reward  or  fear  of  punishment. 
If  a  man  was  unthrifty  at  30  he  could 
never  be  made  thrifty  by  fear  of  what 
would  happen  to  him  when  ho  was  60  or 
70.  Thrift  really  was  a  result  of  education, 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  who 
he~  knew  sympathised  with  the  poor, 
must  remember  he  was  dealing  not  with 
inanimate  forms,  but  with  human  beings 
whose  lack  of  thrift  had  tended  to  in- 
crease their  sufferings  in  old  age.  The 
question  under  consideration  was  an  all- 
important  and  a  truly  national  question. 
A  man  who  hatl  honourably  spent  a  long 
life  in  honourable  labour,  and  had  done 
his  best,  though  that  best  might  not  be 
much,  should  have  some  other  prospect 
in  his  ol«l  age  than  the  workhouse.  Many 
among  themselves,  perhaps,  if  they  had 
been  placed  in  the  position  of  having  to 
travel  through  a  hard  life  with  the 
element  of  hope  taken  out  of  it,  might 
not  have  been  so  thrilty,  so  brave,  and 
80  enduring  as  large  numbers  of  the  class 
of  people  whose  interests  they  were  now 
considering.  Much  was  said  about 
drunkenness,  but  probably  some  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  would  seek  relief 
from    the   public-house   if  they  had  no 

Mr.  Jesse  CoUings 


other  prospect  before  them.  We  h 
educated  the  masses  of  our  fellow-me 
and  had  thereby  enlarged  their  wants  a 
desires  ;  and,  therefore,  it  all  the  mc 
became  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  see  tfa 
means  were  placed  within  their  reach  foi 
reasonable  fulfilment  of  those  wants  ai 
desires.  Society  owed  a  duty  to  the 
who  had  laboured  the  whole  of  their  live 
Instead  of  pointing  to  the  workhouse  \ 
a  refuge  to  such  men  in  old  age,  he  wou 
place  a  medal  on  the  breast  of  each  « 
them  as  a  knight  of  labour  who  bn 
added  to  the  wealth  of  his  country,  at 
make  provision  for  him  in  his  old  a^ 
when  he  had  not  been  able  to  make  it  f  < 
himself.  It  was  quite  true,  as  had  bef 
remarked,  that  the  Poor  Law  was  regarde 
by  a  large  proportion  of  the  workiu 
classes  as  a  degradation.  It  was  not  onJj 
a  degradation  to  the  men,  but  it  was  ex 
pensive  to  the  community,  and,  therefore, 
alike  on  economical,  social,  and  bumaoi- 
tarian  grounds,  the  system  was  bad.  He 
knew  there  were  eminent  men,  wuose 
opinions  were  entitled  to  great  respect, 
among  them  a  former  Member  of  tbe 
House,  Mr.  Albert  Pell,  who  thought  the 
evil  of  pauperism  might  be  cured  bj  tlie 
denial  of  outdoor  relief.  It  might  be 
done  by  killing  off  the  paupers  or  by 
other  means,  but  he  contended  that  the 
adoption  of  such  a  system  would  be  un- 
worthy of  the  country  and  could  not  be 
carried  out  without  inflicting  a  great 
amount  of  suffering.  The  boo.  anJ 
gallant  Member  who  movetl  the  Second 
Reading  was  to  be  complimented  on  tbe 
fair  and  moderate  claims  he  made  on 
behalf  of  the  Bill.  He  seemed  to  fuUj 
recognise  the  enormous  difficulties  that 
surrounded  the  question,  and  he  wisely 
claimed  no  more  for  the  Bill  tlian  an 
attempt  to  solve  some  of  those  difficulties 
The  main  points  urged  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Islington  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  were,  in  his  opinion,  serious  blots 
upon  it.  The  restrictions  in  it  were  too 
great.  The  burden  to  be  placed  on  the 
administrators  of  the  Bill,  to  distiugui^^b 
the  deserving  from  the  undeserviDg. 
would  be  really  an  impossible  task 
There  was,  it  seemed,  to  be  an  inquisi- 
torial term  of  10  or  15  vears,  and  it  wai 
to  be  ascertained  whether  during  thai 
time  a  man  had  through  crime,  drunken- 
ness, or  in  other  ways  made  hims^ 
undeserving  of  assistance.  But  who  was 
to  decide  that  point  ?     He  had  known 
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men    and   women   who,   having  started 

vreM  in  life  with  fine  mental  qualifications 

and  high  courage,  and  having  struggled 

on    for  a  long   time,  had  at  last   been 

'beaten  down  to  low  health  and  a  degraded 

state  by  adversity  and  the  hopelessness 

of   their  position.     Yet  they   could   be 

called    neither    drunken,    criminal,    nor 

nndeserving.     They   must  have  no  Bill 

which  sat  in  judgment  on   those   poor 

people.    He  would,  therefore,  discard  all 

inquisitorial  conditions  as  to  whether  a 

man  had  received  poor  relief,   or   had 

Baved  anything  for    himself,  or  had   in 

various  ways  made  himself  undeserving 

o!  assistance.     Large  numbers,  if  not  the 

majority,  of  working  men  and   women 

were  unable  to  make  any  provision  for 

old  age  out  of    their   scanty   earnings. 

Very  frequently  the  lOs.  or  ISs.  a  week 

earned  by  the    labouring    man   did    not 

'^present  more  than  Id.  per  meal  per  day 

for  his  family.     Men  of  that  kind  ho  had 

demonstrated  with  for  saving  a  shilling  a 

Week,  pointing  out  that  the 'money  would 

^  better  expended  on  milk  or  boots,  or 

^mething  of  that  kind.     A  man  might 

«^  doing  the  greatest  harm   by   saving 

^at  shilling,  because  it  might  not  be  a 

superfluity,  but  a  dire  need.     It  was  not 

*lwajs  by   scraping    and    cheeseparing 

possible    to    save    a  shilling,    and    the 

^Qan  who   saved   it   was  not   always  as 

^uch  to  be  commended  as  the  man  who 

spent  all  his  wages  on  necessaries  for  his 

^^bildren.     There  were  large  numbers  of 

^en  who  subscribed  thousands  and  tons 

^^  thousands  of  pounds  to  clubs  for  aid  in 

^ime  of  sickness  or  want  of  employment. 

•  «or  instance,  there  was  the  fund  of  the 

f^ational  Agricultural  Labourers'  Union, 

into  which  hundreds   of   men  had  been 

Paying    for    13,    14,     or    15    years    in 

^e  hope  of  getting  some  assistance  in 

Sickness  and   in  old  age,  and  now  were 

^lly  told  "  there  is  nothing  for  them." 

^ere  they  to  be  told  '*  You  have  saved 

'Nothing  for  yourselves  ?  " 

Mb.  BARTLEY  said  that  was 
•peciftlly  provided  for  under  the 
•^heme. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  said,  he 
^^  glad  to  hear  it,  but  the  case  of  the 
^D  with  a  family,  earning  10s.  or  15s.  a 
^6ek,  to  whom  he  had  referred  was  not 
l^ovided  for  under  the  Bill  as  he  under- 
*^ood  it.     It  had  been  urged  by  the  hon. 

VOL.  XXII.   [fOUBTH   SEBIES.] 


Member  for  Mid  Lincoln  that  a  universal 
pension  system  would  be  destructive  of 
thrift,  and  on  the  same  ground  it  was  said 
that  the  payments  under  the  Bill  should 
come  out  of  local  ratos  and  not  Imperial 
funds.     He  held,  however,  that  this  was 
not  a  local  question  at  all,  but  one  that 
affected  every   man    of    the    well-to-do 
classes,  and  all  right-thinking  and  reason- 
able people  belonging  to  those  classes  would 
be  willing  to  pay  for  it.  How  much  more 
valuable  would  a  rich  or  even  moderately 
rich  man^s  possessions  be  to-morrow  if  ho 
could  feel  that  everv  man  above  65  in  this 
country  was  in  reasonable  comfort !    II 3 
would  feel  that  he  had  an  undoubted  right 
to  all  his  accum  dated  property — a   thing 
about  which,  at  present,  there  was  some 
doubt.     If  he  could  feel  in  the  winter 
time,  or  in  times  of  spocial  hardship,  thac 
all    his    fellow  -  men    above    a    certain 
age      were      in      reasonable       comfort, 
how   much   sweeter  would    l>o   his  own 
enjoyments  !     That  was  the  sentimsntal 
aspect   of    the    question.      As    to    the 
justice  of   it,  the    present   condition    of 
things,  as  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  ha  I  ?iiid  at  St. 
James's    Hall,    was    a    blot    upon    our 
civilisation.     If  the  funds  w.3re  levied  on 
the  local  rates,  the  burden  would  fall  on 
a  particular  class  ;  but  this  was  a  matter  in 
which  the  rich  should  help  the  poor,  and 
the  rich  district  the  poor  one,    and  that 
could  only  be  done  by  means  of  Imperial 
taxation.     He  had  only  one  view  of  the 
case   to    urge,   and    he   thought   it    im- 
portant.    He  asked  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  were  connected  with  the 
land,  and  capitalists  and  manufacturers 
who  sat  on   the  Ministerial  side,  to  re- 
member the  origin  of  the  present  state 
of  things.     They  had  a  proletariat  such 
as  existed  in  no   other  country  of   the 
world,  and  that  to  a  large   extent  was 
the  cause  of  the  state  of  things  which 
had    made  the   remedy  they  were    now 
considering     necessary.      By    the    pro- 
cesses   through    which    the    land     had 
passed   during     the     last    200    years — 
processes   which     had     been    of     great 
economic    value    to    the    nation  —  the 
labourers,   whose    case    especially    they 
were  now  considering,  had  been  reduced 
to  the  condition  of  mere  wage-receivers ; 
and  although  they  could  not  go  back  on 
that  which  had  been  so  beneficial  to  the 
nation  as  a  whole,  yet  the  facts  consti- 
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f  tutcil  a  claim  upon  (be  uation 
e,  wliidi  had 
that  liaii  nt  the  same  time 
flieleil  bitnlsbip  upon  b.  particular  claBB. 
'"'  L'  liilwnridg  classes  had  been  deprived 
of  ]iropcrt_v  left  to  them  by  pious  donors 
in  foiiuer  times,  and  on  all  these  grounds 
he  urged  the  acceptance  of  the  Bill  on 
the  gcueral  questioa  of  the  public  good. 
He  hoptnl  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill 
would  uot  be  deferred  until  the  Royal 
Conimission  had  reported.  That  would 
mean  the  huuging-up  of  the  question  for 
another  year.  It  Has  an  urgent  question, 
at  nny  rate  so  far  as  the  initial  steps  to 
be  taken  were  concerned,  and  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
carry  the  Bill  to  a  Division.  He  (Mr. 
Colliugs)  should  vote  with  him  with  a 
better  lieort  and  with  more  pleasure  than 
he  thought  he  had  ever  felt  in  regard  to 
any  vote  he  had  recorded  in  the  House 
before. 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  I  think  it 
is  to  be  regretted  that  a  Bill  dealing  with 
such  great  and  important  interests,  and 
which  has  given  rise  to  large  expect»- 
ttoiis  in  the  country,  should  not  have  been 
poi^tponed  for  a  few  weeks  until  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  was 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  Memberfor 
Islington  admitted  himself  in  the  speech 
he  made  in  seconding  the  Motion  for  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  that  it 
would  hare  been  far  better  if  this 
Debate  could  have  been  postponed.  He 
said,  however,  that  be  had  trusted  to  the 
l>allot,  and  that  if  he  had  not  availed 
himself  of  fats  privilege  the  probability 
is  that  he  would  not  have  secured  another 
opportunity  of  bringing  the  Bill  on.  I 
admit  the  force  of  his  plea,  but  neverthe- 
less it  has  rendered  our  discussion  some- 
what unfortunate  and  difficult  by  the 
knowledge  that  the  matters  in  question 
are  being  investigated  by  the  Royal 
Commission  at  the  present  moment. 
One  of  the  first  acts  of  the  Government 
on  coming  into  power  was  to  appoint 
this  Royal  Commission.  We  felt  that 
the  subject  was  one  well  worthy  of  in- 


J*S 


the  demands  made  for  some  alleviatioii 
of  the  Modition  of  the  aged  poor»  atid 
recognise  fnllj  what   was   said  by  the 
hon.  Member  tor  Graveeend  in  bit  Ydrj 
intoresting   speech.     The    Commisaion 
was    appointed,  has  set  to  work  and 
nearly  completed  its  labonm  in  aa  short 
a  time  as  almost  any  Commission  I  bare 
ever  known,  and  I  believe  it  will  id  the 
conrse  of  a  few  weeks  present  its  Report 
to  the  House.    It  has  bad  before  it,  I 
understand,  different  schemes  for  old  ag«>' 
pensions.     There    is    the    scheme    pro—- 
pounded  by  Mr.  Charlee  Booth,  ascbemi 
of  a  very  philosophical  character  am     __ 
wide-reaching  nature.    There  ia  also  th— .j 
scheme  which  was  founded  by  the  huac. 
Member  for  Aberdeen,  and  which  *■*  t 
been  lately  adopted  by  the  right  boc:^ 
Member  for  West  Birmingham.     It  '-"i  j 
also  had  before  it  the  very  scheme  whi^  ^ 
is  now  under  discussion,  and  I  tirlinrrTl'a  % 
right  in  saying  that  the  whole  mkHmtM^ 
d^erits  of  the  measQre,whateTertlinraAT 

be,  were  fully  laid  before  the  ^ -^ — 

in  all  their  economic  and  I 
pects.  There  are  also  other 
which  are  well-known  to  hna. 
who,  like  the  hon.  Members  uifwli^ 
have  devoted  a  great  deal  of  attvA*  ^ 
this  matter,  and  which  are  bite  M^ 
eidered.  As  a  result  of  this  invert^*"* 
have  when  the  Report  MM* 
out  a  full  description  of  all  the  mJi— t 
the  possibilities  of  dealing  with  tM 
and  the  benefit  likely  to  arise  by  ^ 
adoption.  Under  these  circmnstanA 
hon.  Members  must  see  that  I  have  CM* 
liderable  difficulty  in  dealing  with  M 
qnestion  immediately  before  the  Hm* 
I  think  the  House  will  penseive  tbititii' 
impossible  that  I,on  behalf  of  tkl 
Government,  should  accept  this  adiM* 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  ktf 
presented  to  us.  Apart  from  the  >lifliL-uUi 
Oif  the  matter  it  would  hardly  >«  ri^ht 
that  while  a  Royal  Commission  i»  ^itung 
upon  the  subject  we  should  ^idiTpl  » 
scheme  without  having  informatioii  pQi 
before  as  by  this  Report  as  to  the  dtttiU 
of  the  schemes  which  they  have  had  mte 
consideration.  Without  that  inbm^ 
tion  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  I  shoaU 
pronounce  definitely  En  favour  of  anyn* 
scheme.  The  House  will  admit  tW 
there  would  be  great  difflcohy  in  desfi^ 
with  the  financial  and  economic  '~^"' 


vestigation.    I  have  great  sympathy  with  1 6t  the  Bill  without  having  befen  as  b>  J 
Mr,  Jette  Cotlingi 
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the    facts   laid   before   the  Royal  Com- 
mission, and  all  the  fiDanciftl  considera- 
tions involved  in  the  subject.     What  I 
venture  to  suggest  to  the  House,  and  to 
the  supporters  of  this  Bill,  is  that  they 
should   be   content  with    the   discussion 
'wHich  has  arisen  to-day,  and  that  they 
should  adjourn  further  discussion  on  the 
Bill  to  a  future  day  after  the  House  has 
luwi  an  opportunity  of  reeling  and  con- 
sidering the  Report  of  the  Commission. 
That  I  believe,  on  the  whole,  to  be  the 
wisest  course  to  adopt.     As  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  affirm  the  principle  of  the 
scheme  laid  before   the   House   now,   I 
Cannot  ask   the  House  to  agree  with  it, 
^or,  on  the   other   hand,  should  I   feel 
justified  in  asking  the  House  to  disagree 
'^^ith  it.     I  think  the  best  course  is  an 
adjournment  of  the   matter.     In  saying 
^is,  however,  I  want  to  express  thorough 
^ympathy    for    the    hon.    Member    for 
Giavesend,  and  with  the  hon.  Member 
*Oi  Islington  in  the  object  they  have  in 
"^iew.     We   know   how  much   the  hon. 
Member  for  Islington  has  done  in  the 
encouragement  and  promotion  of  thrift, 
^nd  we  can   all    sympathise   with    his 
object  in  propounding  the  scheme  which 
^  the  outcome  of  his  desire  to  contribute 
^ore  to   the   welfare   of    the   class  for 
"^hom  he   has  done   so   much.     At  the 
B^me  time,  I  must  say  that  it  is  easy  to 
^^w   up  plans    for   pension    schemes  ; 
^t    is    fascinating    work,    and    perhaps 
^^nj    of      us      have     attempted      it  ; 
out   it     is     difficult     to     draw     up     a 
•cheme  which  will  net  be  open  to  fiuan- 
^   and    other   objections.       Anybody 
who  has    taken    the    pains    to     make 
^  examination  of  the  scheme  embodied 
^  the  Bill  will  know  that  there  are  many 
^^  great  difficulties  connected  with  it. 
The  Bill  before  us   provides  that  there 
^  to  be  three  classes  of  persons  entitled 
to  pensions.     In  the  first  place,  the  pro- 
posal is  that  all  persons  over  the  age  of 
65,  who  have  committed  no  crime  within 
16  years  of  that  age,  and  who  have  not 
been  convicted  of  drunkenness  within  10 
years — that  is  to  say,  all  persons  who  are 
unable  to  earn  wages,  and  who  declare 
themselves  to  be  in  need  of  a  pension — 
are  to  be  entitled,  on  reaching  the  age  of 
66,  to  a  pension  of  7s.  a  week. 
^Mb.  BARTLEY  :  Entitled  to  a  pen- 
aioD  ;  not  necessarily  a  pension  of  7s.  per 
ireek. 
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Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  A  pension 
of  7s.  per  week,  I  take  it. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  A  pension  not  ex- 
ceeding 78.  per  week. 

Mr.  SHAW  -  LEFE VRE  :  At  all 
events,  I  understand  they  have  a  right  to 
a  pension — that  is  a  vital  portion  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  BARTLEY:  This  applies  equally 
to  the  other  pensions  named  in  the  Bill. 

•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE:  The  hon. 
Member  for  North  Islington  considers 
that  these  conditions  offer  a  strong  in- 
ducement to  the  practice  of  thrift  up  to 
the  age  of  65.  Now,  I  would  venture  to 
point  out  one  effect  of  that  provision.  A 
single  man  who  during  the  whole  of  his 
working  life  has  regularly  spent  his 
wages  without  saving  anything,  but  who 
has  never  had  occasion  to  apply  for  poor 
relief,  is  entitled  at  65  years  of  age  to  a 
pension  of  7s.  a  week.  On  the  other 
hand,  a  man  with  a  large  family,  and 
with  the  heavy  burden  arising  therefrom, 
and  perhaps  earning  only  low  wages,  if 
in  the  course  of  his  life,  up  to  65  years 
of  age,  he  once  applies  for  relief  either 
for  himself  or  his  children  he  will  not  be 
entitled  to  the  pension. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  :  Not  of  that  class. 


•Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE :  Now,  I  ask, 
can  that  distinction  be  justified  ?  Now, 
take  the  case  of  a  widow  with  children, 
who,  after  a  hard-working  life,  may  have 
upon  one  occasion  to  apply  for  relief.  Is 
that  to  disqualify  her  absolutely  for  the 
receipt  of  the  pension  of  7s.  a  week, 
when  a  man  who  has  been  receiving  £2 
or  £3  a  week,  out  of  which  he  has  saved 
nothing,  would  be  entitled  to  a  pension 
of  7s.  a  week  ?  I  venture  to  think  that 
comparisons  of  that  kind  would  become 
so  odious  that  the  position  could  not  be 
maintained.  Let  me  quote  another  case. 
It  is  a  condition  provided  in  the  Bill  that 
a  person  convicted  of  drunkenness  within 
10  years  before  reaching  the  age  of  65 
shall  not  be  qualified  for  the  pension.  Under 
this  part  of  the  Bill  it  would  be  possible 
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for  a  man  who  has  spent  a  large  amount 
of  his  wages  on  drink,  but  who  happens 
never  to  have  fallen  into  the  hands  of 
the  police,  to  get  his  pension  at  the  age 
of  65  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  a  prudent 
man,  ordinarily  sober,  and  who  for  the 
most  part  of  his  life  has  lived  a  regular 
life  and  spent  very  little  in  drink — if, 
upon  one  occasion,  he  should  get  drunk, 
and  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  police  and 
be  convicted,  he  absolutely  loses  all  his 
qualifications  for  pension.  Again  I  say 
that  distinctions  of  that  kind  cannot  be 
maintained.  Again,  I  observe  that  all 
applicants  under  the  Bill  as  it  stands 
must  say  that  they  are  unable  to  earn 
wages,  and  are  in  need.  It  is  possible 
that  a  man  may  be  in  need  at  65,  and 
afterwards  become  possessed  of  means  or 
be  assisted  by  relatives  ;  but  under  the 
Bill  he  would  still  be  qualified  for  a 
pension  of  7s.  a  week.  I  do  not  find 
in  the  Bill  any  provision  to  meet  the 
case  of  persons  who,  having  obtained 
pensions,  ought,  for  some  reason  or 
another,  be  called  upon  to  give  them  up 
afterwards.  That  appears  to  me  to 
be  a  matter  which  cannot  altogether 
be  excluded  from  any  pension  scheme. 
Then  there  is  the  question  of  what  con- 
stitutes residence — the  residence  that  en- 
titles a  man  to  his  pension.  There  are 
no  provisions  in  the  Bill  as  to  domicile, 
and  as  the  Bill  stands,  persons  coming  to 
England  from  the  Colonies  or  from 
foreign  countries,  or  Jews  who  may  come 
to  England  from  Russia,  would  be  en- 
titled to  a  pension.  Then  there  are  no 
provisions  to  secure  uniformity  in  the 
decisions  of  the  Local  Authorities  nor 
fixing  the  length  of  residence  which 
should  give  a  local  claim.  I  come  to  the 
argument  as  to  the  promotioa  of  thrift, 
which  I  know  to  be  an  object  that 
the  promoters  of  this  Bill  have 
deeply  at  heart.  Will  it  promote 
thrift,  or  encourage  a  man  not  to  spend 
his  wages,  if  he  knows  that  at  65  he  will 
have  a  pension  of  a  certain  amount 
reducible  by  the  income  to  be  derived 
from  what  he  has  saved  ?  Will  not  that 
condition  stimulate  a  man  to  get  rid  of 
what  he  has  saved  as  he  approaches  the 
age  of  65  ?  Again,  the  Bill  appears  to 
contemplate  persons  receiving  the  same 
amount  of  pension  in  every  part  of  the 
country  irrespective  of  the  varying  con- 
ditions  of    life    in    different   parts.     A 
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pension  of  Ts.  a  week  to  a  man  and 
similar  pension  to  his  wife  would 
some  parts  of  the  country  be  a  co 
siderable  endowment.  There  are  parts 
the  Highlands  and  the  western  coast 
Ireland  where  14s.  a  week  is  far 
advance  of  the  average  earnings.  C 
the  other  hand,  in  some  of  the  grc 
towns,  and  especially  in  London,  14s, 
week  would  not  do  more  than  suppc 
life.  That  a  person  who  has  receive 
Poor  Law  relief  should  not  be  entitled 
a  pension  on  reaching  the  age  of  6 
unless  he  has  laid  by  something  is  a 
encouragement  to  thrift.  But  there  i 
also  a  provision  that,  instead  of  lajin^ 
by  something  week  by  week,  a  sum  oi 
£10  paid  at  any  time  to  the  Locai 
Authority  should  entitle  to  a  pension  oi 
3s.  6d.  a  week  at  the  age  of  6o.  Tba< 
is  equivalent  to  about  £9  a  year,  and  on 
those  interesting  terms  people  maj  be 
found  to  pay  the  necessary  £10  for  the 
applicant.  It  is  in  connection  with  the 
question  of  finance  that  I  feel  the 
greatest  difficulty  about  the  Bill.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Islington,  who  went 
into  this  part  of  the  case,  appears  to 
think  that  the  number  of  persons  who 
would  obtain  pensions  under  the  Bill 
would  be  the  same  as  the  numherover 
65  years  of  age  now  receiving  Poor  Law 
relief.  That  would  be  in  England  and 
Wales  about  240,000.  But  I  cannot 
accept  that  view  of  the  case.  A  Iwge 
number  of  persons  who  have  never  re- 
ceived Poor  Law  relief  would  be  entitled 
to  pensions  on  the  larger  scale  (78.  » 
week),  and  that  number  it  is  impossible  to 
predict.  The  Bill  applies  to  England,  Ire- 
land, and  Scotland ;  and  the  number  of  per- 
sons above  65  in  the  United  Kingdom  i» 
1,800,000.  Of  that  number,  adopting 
the  calculation  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham,  two-thirds  belong 
to  the  wage-earning  class.  Of  those,  one- 
half  have  at  some  time  received  Poor  Laif 
relief,  and  therefore  the  remaining  portioB 
are  mainly  composed  of  those  entitled  to 
claim  pensions  at  7s.  a  week.  A  con- 
siderable number  of  people  also  will  be 
entitled  to  pensions  on  the  reduced  scale, 
and  according  to  my  calculation  the  tottl 
charge  which  would  accnie  to  the  Locil 
Authorities  would  be  something  lii^ 
£14,000,000  a  year,  £11,000,000  being 
the  cost  of  the  first-class,  and  £3,000,000 
the  cost  of  the  second  and  third  cla^  ^ 
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pensions.    I   shall,  however,  be  glad  to 
have  the  evidence  given  before  the  Royal 
Commission  bearing  upon  these  figures. 
It  is  impossible   to   expect   the   Local 
Authorities  to  bear  such  a  burden,  know- 
ing what  the  feeling  of  the  country  is 
with  regard  to  rates.     The  charge,  there- 
fore, woold  have  to  be  incurred  in  the 
nwne  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer.     Fur- 
ther, the  scheme  would  require   a  very 
large  staff  of  officials  for  its  administra- 
tion.   The  County  Councils  and  Town 
Councils  at  present  have  no  machinery 
for  investigating  into  the  antecedents  of 
H^plicants  for  pensions.     It  would  be  an 
ahnost  impossible  duty  for  the  London 
County  Council  to  inquire  into  the  case 
of  every  person  in  London  over  65  years 
ef  age.       I    make   these    criticisms    in 
«H)  hostile     spirit,     but     to   show    the 
difficulties   which   must   be  inherent   in 
•oj  such   scheme,  and  to  suggest  that 
the  subject   requires   the   most   careful 
Consideration   before  determining  which 
■<Aeme  is  the  best.  I  have  every  sympathy 
^th  the  hon.  Member^s  object,  which  is 
^alleviate  the   condition   of   the   aged 
poor;  but  the  present  scheme  is  so  full 
^  difficulties    that   I   cannot    ask    the 
Bouse  to   accept  it.      I  would  suggest 
4at  the  best  course  to  adopt  is  to  adjourn 
the  discussion  until  after  the  Royal  Com- 
Jaission  has  reported.     If    after  that  it 
appears  that  the  Report  is  favourable  to 
jjjis  particular  scheme,  on  behalf  of  the 
government    I    will    promise    to    give 
ijme  for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
ftill. 

Colonel  DAMPIER  PALMER : 
*^ill  the  Government  give  us  a  day 
^ter  the  Report  of  the  Commissiou 
^T  the  further  consideration  of  this 
iill  ? 

Mr.  8HA W-LEFEVRE  :  I  said  that, 
the  Royal  Commission  reported  in 
iTour  of  this  scheme,  then  I  would 
ndertake,  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ent,  that  time  should  be  given  for  the 
irther  consideration  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
jn,  W.)  :  I  am  myself  a  member  of  the 
3yal  Commission  to  which  the  right 
»n.  Gentleman  has  referred,  and  upon 
liose  shoulders  he  is  inclined  to  place 
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the  responsibility  of  the  inconclusive 
termination  of  this  Debate.  Now,  on 
general  grounds,  I  think  that  an  incon- 
clusive termination  of  this  Debate  would 
be  a  matter  very  greatly  to  be  regretted. 
We  are  dealing  with  a  subject  which,  I 
believe,  creates  in  men's  minds  a  popular 
interest,  in  a  subject  which  is  quite  ripe 
for  further  legislation,  and  in  regard  to 
which,  at  any  rate,  I  think  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  not  only  to  the  public 
at  large,  but  also  to  the  hon.  Members  of 
the  Royal  Commissiou,  that  some  indi- 
cation, at  any  rate,  of  the  feeling  of  this 
House  should  be  given.  Everyone  must 
share  the  feelings  of  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  that  it  would  have  been  convenient 
if  we  had  received  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  before  this  discussion 
came  on.  But  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gravesend  (Colonel 
Palmer)  has  obtained  an  opportunity 
which    comes    very    rarely    to    private 

Members,   and   I    do   not   think,    under 
those   circumstances,  that  be   is   to    be 
blamed    for    having    taken   this   oppor- 
tunity   for  introducing    the    subject    to 
the  consideration    and  careful   attention 
of   the   House.     The   right   hon.    Gen- 
tleman suggests  that,   in   the   event   of 
the   hon.   and   gallant   Gentleman   con- 
senting to  the  adjournment  of  the  pre- 
sent Debate,  he  would,  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  offer  him  another    day    if 
the  Royal  Commissiou  reported  in  favour 
of    this    precise    proposal.     The    right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  told  the  House  that 
the  Royal  Commissiou  has  had  before  it 
an  immense  number  of  schemes,  some  of 
which  he  has  entirely  omitted  to  mention, 
and    others   of    which    he    has,    in   my 
opinion,  inaccurately  described,  but  as  to 
which  it  would  bo  impossible  for  me  to 
say  much  to-day  because,  as  a  member 
of  the  Commissiou,  my  tongue  is  tied. 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  Commission  has 
had  before  them  an  immense  number  of 
schemes,  and  if  I  consider    merely  the 
ordinary  law  of  chauce,  I  should  say  the 
chances  are  about  ten  to  one  against  the 
Commission  accepting  in  its  entirety  any 
one    of    those    scheme.      Under    these 
circumstances,    therefore,    the     promise 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes 
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us    is  one   which  ray  hoD.  and  gallant 
Friend  will,  I  suspect,  consider  to  be  of 
but  very  slight  value.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman*  tells  the  House  thiit  he  is 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
and  that  he  is  personally  friendly  to  the 
object  of  the  Bill  ;  but  then  he  proceeds 
to  lay  down  an  elaborate  series  of  criti- 
cisms, which,  if  they  are  accepted,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say,  are  not  only  absolutely 
fatal  to  this    particular  Bill,   but  abso- 
lutely fatal  to  any  other  proposal  which 
can  by  any  possibility  hereafter  be  made 
either  by  the  Royal  Commission  or  any- 
body else.     Because  what  are  his  argu- 
ments ?     They  can  be  easily  reduced  to 
two.     In   the   first   place,  he  says  that 
any  scheme  for  providing  old  age   pen- 
sions will    be   expensive,  which    is   ad- 
mitted.    In  the  second  place,  he  believes 
that  any  scheme  for  providing  pensions 
will  raise  a  number  of  anomalies.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman   has  dealt  with  a 
great  number  of  anomalies  which  he  finds 
in  this  Bill.     Sir,  we  do  not  deny  that, 
but  I  say  it  is  absolutely  necessary.     It  is 
impossible  that    the  State  or  any  Local 
Authority    can     so    deal    with    all    the 
various    conditions    of    the   life  of    the 
poor  as  to  measure  out  an  equitable  con- 
cession exactly  equal  in  every  case.    The 
whole   idea  of  a  pension  is  that,  at  all 
events,  it  is  not  to  go  above  a  certain 
income,  or    below    a  certain   condition. 
Then    it   will   be   at  once  said  that  all 
above   or   below    that   line  are  unjustly 
treated,    and    it  would   be  most  illogical 
to  denv  the  truth  of  the  statement.  What 
is  the  case  now  ?       Is  it  possible  to  find 
a    greater    anomaly    than    the    present 
anomaly,  which    treats    the    industrious 
poor   exactly    in   the  same  fashion  as  it 
treats    the    poor    who    are  utterly   and 
entirely    undeserving,     which    measures 
out  to  the  man  whose  whole  sensibilities 
are  at  stake  exactly  the  same  treatment 
of  the  con^mon  workhouse  as  to  the  man 
who   had    been    an    idler    and    a   ruffian 
pretty    nearly    the  whole  course   of   his 
existence  ?  There  is  an  anomaly,  indeed ! 
and  I    defy    anyone    to   find  any  worse 
anomaly  in  connection   with  any  scheme 
for   old    age    pensions.     It    is    perfectly 
absurd  for  the  ri^ht   hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to   say    he    and    his    Government    are 
friendly  to  old   age  pensions,   when  his 
whole  argument  cuts   at   the  root  of  the 

Mr,  J,  Chamberlain 


thing  Itself.     The  right  hon.  Gentlemi 
dealt  with  the  schemes  which  are  befo 
the   Royal    Commission.      The    presei 
scheme  is  one  of  them,  and,  therefore, 
cannot   enter   upon    it.     But,    curious 
enough,     the     right     hon.      Gentlenif 
did     not      deal    with     another    schem 
which      has     not    been     brought      b 
fore      the      Royal      Commission,      ai 
with      which,     therefore,     I      am   p^ 
fectly  free  to  deal.     Why    has    not  tb 
scheme  been  brought  before   the   Rov 
Commission  ?       It    would    have    con 
before  us   well   recommended.     It  wii 
brought  before  the  House  in  the  Sessio 
before  last,  when  there  was  a  great  dea 
of  discussion  about  the  scheme  of  old  ag< 
pensions  which   had    become   connectd 
with  my  name.     It  was  brought  in  as  a 
competitive  and  opposing  scheme  t^  raioe, 
and  the  Bill  in  which  it  was   introduced 
to  the  House  bore  upon  its  back  a  gr»t 
number  of  influential  names.     It  bore  the 
name  of  the  Parliamentary  Secretarr  to 
the   Local   Government   Board  (Sir  n. 
Foster).     Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govero- 
ment    Board,    whilst     speaking    aboot 
anomalies  of  schemes,  might  have  fud  ■ 
little  attention  to  the  scheme  which  owed 
its  origin  entirely  to  the  Parliamentarf 
Secretary   of   his    own    Departmeot— * 
scheme  which  was  brought  in  when  it 
served   an  election  purpose,  which  was 
dropped  when   the  hon.  Gentleman  got 
Office,  and  which  neither  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, nor  any  of  his  Friends,  has  taken 
the  trouble  to  bring    before   the  Rojal 
Commission.      If   you    want   anomalies* 
here  is  a  scheme  which  is  not  onlj  i^ 
of  them,  but  which  will  be  more  expeO' 
sive  than  the  one  which  the  President  of 
the  Local   Government  Board   has  jnst 
criticised.     Here  is  a  scheme  which  pro- 
vides a  pension   for  everybody  with  the 
exception  of  persons — and  here  come  m 
the   anomalies  to  which  the  right  hoa 
Gentleman  referred — who  have  ever  bee* 
convicted  of  drunkenness.      The  Movei 
of  the  present  Bill  only  proposes  that  t 
person  shall  be  excluded  from  the  benefit' 
of  the  scheme  if  he  should  have  been  con^ 
victed  of  drunkenness  within  10  years, hui 
the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Loca 
Government  Board  proposes  to  exclu<l< 
a    man    if    he    has    been    convicted  « 
drunkenness  in   his  early  youth.    There 
is  an  anomaly.     It  may  be  that  that  is 
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the  reason  why  the  Bill  was  not  intro- 
duced to  the  consideration  of  the 
Royal  Commission.  Almost  every  single 
anomaly  to  which  the  President  of  the 
Local  Grovernment  Board  has  referred 
can  be  found  in  the  Bill  of  his  colleague, 
and  I  venture  to  say  that  that  Bill 
cannot  be  carried  into  effect  without  an 
expenditure  of  £15,000,000  a  year.  It 
is  perfect  nonsense  for  those  who  are 
professed  friends  of  old  age  pensions  to 
meet  the  Bill  -before  the  House  with 
petty  criticisms  of  details.  If  the  House 
is  to  deal  with  the  subject  in  that  way 
we  shall  never  see  old  age  pensions  at 
all.  The  House  is  now  considering  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.  It  is 
not  customary  to  reject  a  Bill  at  this 
stage  because  details  are  objected  to. 
The  House  is  not  now  dealing  with 
details,  but  with  principle  ;  and  this  is 
the  first  time  the  House  of  Commons 
bas  ever  been  enabled  to  deal  with  the 
principle  embodied  in  this  Bill,  and  to 
ttj  "  Aye  "  or  "  No  "  should  a  pre- 
fwence  and  advantage  be  in  the  future 
^ven  to  those  of  the  aged  poor  who 
<!an  show  behind  them  an  industrious 
*nd  fau-ly  thrifty  and  honourable  life 
oyer  the  wastrel  who  now  has  pre- 
^sely  the  same  treatment  as  they  have. 
This  is  the  principle  which  we  are 
<5»lled  upon  to  affirm.  Does  the  Go- 
vernment accept  the  principle  ?  Did 
^ey  accept  it  at  the  time  they  ap- 
pointed the  Royal  Commission  ?     If  so, 

*  wish  they  had  shown  it  in  the  Refer- 
^ce  to  that  Commission,  because  then 
t|»e  Commission  would  have  been  a  very 
Afferent  one — certainly  the  Report  must 
have  been,  by  the  necessities  of  the  case, 

*  diiSerent    Report.       But    the     whole 
9Qestiou    was    referred    to    the    Com- 
l&ission,   and    we     shall     have    to   say, 
to    the     first     instance,     whether    anv 
^heme    at   all    is    desirable.     There   is 
h[\  the  difference  in  the   world  between 
appointing  a  Commission  to  inquire  into 
^  question  generally  and  between  a  Com- 
miBsiou  appointed  to  carry   out   a   pre- 
viously settled  principle.     It  is  important 
to    know   whether  there   has   been  any 
t^hange  in  public  opinion  recently  on  this 
question.     If   we   knew   that,  it   might 
tnaterially  assist  our  future  deliberations. 
•ttj  opinion    is,  that  no  scheme  that  has 
l)een  suggested — I  speak  of  those  which 
^ere  published  and  were  well-known  be- 


fore the  Royal  Commission  was  appointed 
—can  be  considered  as  a  complete  and 
adequate  settlement  of  the  question. 
The  scheme  of  Mr.  Charles  Booth  is  no 
doubt  a  complete  scheme,  because  it  pro- 
vides that  everybody  shall  have  a  pension 
of  OS.  after  65,  but  he  readily  admits  that 
the  State  must  find  £27,000,000  a  year. 
There  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said  for  it, 
because  it  is,  after  all,  largely  a  question 
of  the  transfer  oi  taxation  ;  but,  as 
practical  men,  are  we  prepared  to  waste 
our  time  in  considering  a  scheme  of  that 
magnitude,  and  would  any  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  undertake  to  make  such 
an  enormous  addition  to  the  taxation  of 
the  country  even  for  so  good  an  object  ?  If 
that  be  granted,  it  follows  that  anything 
we  do  must  be  done  gradually,  experi- 
mentally, and  step  by  step.  It  is  not 
enough  to  bring  forward  petty  criticisms 
and  objections  ;  to  say  that  a  scheme  is 
not  complete  and  does  not  meet  every 
conceivable  case.  We  must  be  content 
to  do  as  we  did  with  the  education  ques- 
tion, to  start  gradually,  and  go  on  as  ex- 
perience justifies  further  progress.  I  look 
upon  the  education  question  as  our  great 
example  in  this  matter.  Wo  l)egan  with 
a  grant  of  £25,000.  There  were  those 
who  advocated  that  grant  who  knew  well 
that  so  great  would  be  the  usefulness  and 
popularity  of  the  system  that  the  country 
would  willingly  expend  even  the 
£9,000,000  a  year  to  which  it  has  now 
grown.  But  any  man  who  had  proposed 
to  take  £9,000,000  for  education 
when  that  first  grant  was  made  would 
have  been  a  madman,  for  the  scheme 
would  have  been  laughed  out  of  court, 
and  no  good  would  have  come  from  pro- 
posing it.  I  look  forward  to  the  time 
when  some  Minister  will  be  found  bold 
enough  to  propose  to  lay  aside  experi- 
mentally what  may  be  considered  a 
reasonable  sum  towards  the  commence- 
ment of  a  system  of  old  age  pensions, 
and  if  that  is  satisfactory  I  am  not  dis- 
posed to  place  any  limit  on  its  ultimate 
development.  Without  pronouncing  any 
opinion  as  to  the  details  of  this  Bill,  I 
may  say  that  I  am,  and  I  was  before 
I  was  appointed  a  member  of  the 
Commission,  in  favour  of  the  principle 
of  old  age  pensions,  and  I  am  glad 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  saying  so 
on  this  Bill.  There  is  only  one  offer, 
it  seems  to  me,  which  can  be  made  by  the 
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Government  which  ought  to  prevent  the 
hon.  Memher  who  brought  in  this  Bill 
from  carrying  it  to  a  Division,  &nd  that 
is  that  they  will  give  another  day  for  the 
discussion  of  the  whole  question,  or,  if 
you  like,  for  the  discussion  of  this  Bill, 
without  making  any  conditions  as  to 
what  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion may  be.  But  the  actual  offer 
which  has  been  made  is  absohitely 
illusory,  and  the  only  result,  if  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  accepts  it,  would  be 
that  the  matter  will  be  shelved  for  the 
rest  of  the  Session,  and  the  House  will 
not  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
its  opinion  on  this  most  important 
question. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcou'rt,  Derby): 
I  think  it  desirable  that  the  House 
should  understand  what  the  Government 
are  doing  in  this  matter.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre)  has  said 
justly  that  it  would  be  premature  for  the 
House  to  come  to  a  decision  upon  this 
Bill  or  any  other  Bills  of  the  same 
character  until  it  has  the  advantage  of 
the  instruction  to  be  derived  from  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission.  I 
think  that  is  a  proposition  which  will 
meet  with  general  acceptance.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) has  complained  of  the  condition  we 
affix.  We  do  not  wish  to  impose  any 
strict  limitation.  We  are  satisfied 
that  after  the  Report  of  that 
Commission  there  ought  to  be  a 
discussion  on  the  principle  of  old  age 
pensions  generally,  or  on  this  particular 
Bill  as  embodying  that  principle.  The 
Government  would  have  no  objection  to 
that.  Nobody  doubts  whatever  that  the 
object  is  a  desirable  one,  and  the  only 
question  is,  what  are  the  methods  by 
which  it  would  be  possible  to  carry  it 
into  effect  ?  I  imagine  that  that  describes 
the  feeling  of  everybody  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  therefore  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  on  a  question  of  this 
vast  consequence  the  Government  would 
feel  it  their  duty,  after  the  Report  of  the 
Commission,  to  give  an  opportunity  for 
Mr,  J,  Chamberlain 


the  discussion  of   the   principles   appli- 
cable either  in  some  other  form  or  in  the 
form  of  this  particular  Bill.     I  am  quite 
sure  the  House  will  feel  it  would  be  pre- 
mature to-day  to  determine  on  this  Bill 
I   can   imagine   great  objections    to 
raised  on  the  part  of  those  who  objec 
to  charging  the  cost  of  such  a  scheme  o 
the  rates.       I  entirely  sympathise  wit 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Mem 
her  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Cham 
berlain)  as  to  the  feelings  with  which 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  coc 
template  a  demand  for  £27,000,000,  an 
I     conceive   that   there   are    gentlemen -ki 
opposite  who  would  not  be  more  favou-x^- 
able  to  placing   such  a  charge   on   tk^e 
Exchequer.     But  there  are  other  matte  x-^ 
which   eminently    deserve     to    be  coxi- 
sidered,  and  I  would  venture  to  suggc^st 
to  the  House  that,  with  the  promise   od 
the  part  of  the  Government  that  the^I« 
shall  be  an  opportunity  of  discussing  tli^is 
matter  on  a  future  date,  it  should  izftot 
come  this  evening  to  what  would  b^  a 
premature  conclusion  as  to  a  particular 
Bill  or  a  particular  method. 

Mr.  W.  long  (Liverpool,  \r«< 
Derby)  said,  the  advice  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chaooelior 
of  the  Exchequer  was  no  doubt  verjr 
practical,  and  was,  on  the  whole,  advice 
which  a  great  many  Members  would  oo 
doubt  be  very  glad  to  follow.  He  (Mr. 
Long)  would,  however,  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Palmer), 
who  had  brought  this  Bill  forwaitl  in 
a  manner  which  had  commended  it' 
self  so  thoroughly  to  all  who 
had  heard  him,  was  in  a  rather  diffi* 
cult  position.  His  hon.  and  galltn^ 
Friend  had  been  able  to  introduce  his 
Bill  at  a  very  early  period  of  the  Session, 
and  it  had  been  received  with  almost 
universal  commendation.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  now  somewhit 
altered  the  position,  because  up  to  a  few 
minutes  ago  it  was  only  by  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Shaw-Lefevre)  that  any  criticism  of  mj- 
thing  like  a  serious  character  had  beep 
directed  against  the  Bill.  The  Chancellor 
of    the   Exchequer    now    said   that  the 
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Gov-eroment  would  pledge  themselves  to 
give    another  day  for  the  discussiou  of 
the  cfuestioD.     The  right  hou.  GeDtleman 
the  Siember  for  West  Birmiogham  (Mr. 
J.  Ohamberlain}   had   suggested  that   a 
day  might  be  given  either  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  as  a  whole,  or  for 
the  further  discussion  of  this  Bill.     That, 
no  doubt,  would  meet  the  view  of  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr,  J.  Chamber- 
lain) and  of  all  those  who  were  generally 
interested  in  the  question,  but  it  could 
bardly  be  expected  that  it  would  meet 
the  views  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
who  was  entitled  to  reap  the  fruits  of  the 
labours  of  himself  and  those  with  whom 
he  acted,  and  who  was  also  entitled  to 
benefit  by  the  fortunate  position  which  he 
J»ad   acquired   by    the   ballot.      If    the 
I^bate  were  adjourned  for  an  indefinite 
period  without  a  distinct    promise  that 
^hen  an   additional   day    was   given   it 
^ould  be  devoted  to  the  discussion  of  the 
^ill,  it  would  be  possible  for  the  Govern- 
Q^ent  or  for  one   of   their  supporters  to 
^ring  forward  a  Motion  in  another  form, 
^iid     the     Bill    would    be     in     conse- 
quence  absolutely    and  completely    ex- 
eluded  from  any    further  consideration. 
It   was    perfectly    true   that   gentlemen 
Ui    all   quarters    of   the    House    would 
&id  objections  to  the  special  proposals  of 
Ills  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  ;  but  it  was 
to    be  remembered    that   his   hon.   and 
pliant  Friend,  in  the  excellent  speech  he 
'Jtiade  in   moving   the  Second  Heading, 
told  the  House  that  he  did  not  bind  him- 
*^U  to  the  exact  provisions  and  condi- 
^ons  of  the  measure.     On  the  contrary, 
he  placed  the  Bill  in  the  hands  of  the 
House,  and  in  the  most  temperate  terms 
invited  full  discussion  of  its  provisions, 
*Qd  he  plainly  indicated  that  if  the  House 
^ould  accept   tlie  Second  Reading    he 
Would  be  willing  to  deal  with  its  future 
stages  in  the  most  generous  spirit,  only 
providing  that  any  alterations  that  were 
introduced     should     provide     for      the 
establishment  of  old  age  pensions  on  a 
sound    and    economical    principle.     He 
(Mr.  Long)   was  extremely  anxious  to 
meet  the    views    of    the    Government, 
whose  difficulty   he    fully   appreciated, 
bat,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  they 
most  appreciate  the  difficulty  in  which 
his  hoD.  and  gallant  Friend  found  him- 
self.    His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  now 
had  the  opportunity  of  asking  the  House 


to  affirm  the  principle  that  pensions 
should  be  granted  under  certain  condi- 
tions. There  was  nothing  to  prevent 
amendments  being  introduced  into  the 
Bill  which  would  alter  its  details  re- 
specting the  source  from  which  pensions 
were  to  be  provided.  Unless  the  Second 
Reading  were  postponed  by  a  Motion  for 
Adjournment  there  was  little  doubt  that 
the  House  would  give  a  practically 
unanimous  assent  to  the  principle  of  the 
measure.  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  did  not  think  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  be  justified  in  assenting  to 
the  postponement  of  the  question  now 
that  he  had  the  opportunity  of  asking 
the  House  to  say  aye  or  nay  upon 
the  question  of  the  Second  Reading. 
Something  was  said  about  the  attitude 
taken  on  this  question  by  candidates  for 
Parliament  in  the  country,  and  he  was 
bound  to  say  that,  from  his  experience  of 
elections,  that  from  whatever  political 
Party  candidates  might  be  drawn,  their 
views  on  this  particular  question  varied 
only  in  the  degree  that  they  were  favour- 
able to  those  who  received  these  pen- 
sions. There  was  no  doubt  whatever 
that  since  the  question  had  been  brought 
to  its  present  position  by  the  labours  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  who  took 
it  up  long  before  it  was  popular.  Parlia- 
mentary candidates  invariably  introduced 
into  their  speeches  and  addresses  old 
age  pensions,  anl  told  the  working 
classes  that  it  was  the  one  thing  they 
would  endeavour  to  secure.  The  labour- 
ing poor  had  become  very  impatient ; 
and  they  did  not  understand  the  Parlia- 
mentary etiquette  which  compelled  the 
question  to  be  shelved  because  a  Royal 
Commission  was  sitting.  If  when  the 
question  was  brought  before  the  House 
it  was  postponed  with  the  consent  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  his  hon.  Friend  would  be 
blamed.  He  was  far  from  binding  him- 
self to  all  the  details  of  the  Bill.  It 
would  be  easy  to  improve  it  by  altera- 
tion and  elimination.  But  were  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  when  in  opposition, 
restrained  from  pressing  Bills  and  forcing 
them  to  Divisions  by  the  fact  that  they 
were  immature  and  unfit  for  acceptance  ? 
How  often  was  the  late  Conservative 
Government  attacked  because  thev  could 
not  accept  a  Bill  which  was  unripe  for 
consideration  or  improperly  drawn  !  Hon. 
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lers  then  argued,  ^*  This  is  a  splendid 
pie  ;    affirm  that ;   and  then,  if  jou 
alter    every     word  of     the   Bill." 
present  Bill  was  the  result  of  the 
careful  consideration,  as  was  shown 
he  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
U\  Islington  (Mr.  Bartlej),  who  had 
oted  his  life  to  the  subject.     Much 
»   fit  for  acceptance,  and    as   to  the 
hority    to  administer    the    provision, 
1    the    incidence    of  the   cost,    these 
estious  could  be  settled  at  a  subsequent 
age.     Because  those  details  were  ob- 
ictionable  in  the  Bill  as  it  stood  it  was 
ot    npcessarj    that     its     consideration 
hould  be  indefinitely  postponed.     If  the 
Report  of  the   Commission  would  be  in 
die  hands  of  Members  within  a  month, 
he   should,    but   with    great   reluctance, 
advise   the    postponement    of    the  Bill. 
But  if  the  Bill  were  now  postponed  with- 
out any  conditions,  it  would  undoubtedly 
be   lost   for   the    present   Session — pro- 
bably for  next  Session,  and  in  all  proba- 
bility until  some  other  private  Member 
was  able  to  obtain  the  same  good   for- 
tune   his    hon.  Friend  had    got  to-day. 
That  being    the    case,    would    his  hon. 
Friend  be  justified    in  assenting  to    an 
adjournment   unless  it   was    clearly  ex- 
plained  that  adjournment  was  to  be  sub- 
ject to  a  limited  time  ;   that  it  was  to  be 
in  the  hope  that  the  Royal  Commission 
might    present   its  Report    within    that 
period  of  time,  and  subject  to  the  con- 
dition that  the  Government  should  give 
a    day    to    the    adjourned    Debate    on 
the  Bill  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  ? 
That     would     not      throw      any     diffi- 
culty     in      the      way      of      discussing 
the  Report,  which    could    be   discussed 
on  the  adjourned  Debate  of  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill.     The  Report  could 
be   presented    either   for  or  against  the 
Bill,   and    if  the   Report  supported  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  so  much  the  better 
for  his  hon.  Friend.     He  did  not  wish  to 
add  to  the  difficulties  of  the  Government 
in  dealing  with  this  question  ;  he  did  not 
want   to   suggest    they    were  not   abso- 
lutely sincere  in   the  statement  they  had 
made  to-dav  ;    but  he  could   not  forsret 
that  when  they  were  in  Office  hon.  Mem- 
bers   who   were    now     sitting    opposite 
seemed   to   revel  in  pressing  Motions   of 
this  character  to  a  Division  at  improper 
times  ;   and  since  then  hon.  Members  op- 
posite  had  not  forgotten  to  remind   the 

Mr.  W,  Long 


country  that  those  Divisions  and  Debates 
had  taken  place.     Therefore  he  thought, 
they  were  entitled,  if  they  thought  fit, 
press  on  the  Government  that  they  shoul 
show  their  sincerity  by  giving  a  vote  to 
day.     They  did  not  wish  to  make  an 
suggestion  of  the  kind  :  all  they  said  was. 
that  they  had  got — through  their 
.energy  and  not  that  of  the  Govemmen 
through  the  good  fortune  that  had  ove 
taken   one  of  their  own  Members,  an^- 
not  one  of  the  supporters  of  the  Gover 
ment — they  had  got  a  position  enabli 
the  Bill  to  be  in  an  important  positi 
to-day  ;  and  if  it  was  to  be  adjourned, 
could  only  be  on  the  understanding  tb 
the  Grovernment  would  afford  an  op 
tunity  for  reconsideration  within  a 
able  time,  and  that  it  should  be  for  t 
consideration  of  the  Bill  and  not 
the  Report  of   the   Committee.     If  ti- 
Government  made  it  clear  that  was  th 
object,  he  would  be  inclined  to  adv— 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  to  accept  ^ 
offer ;  and,  if  not,  his  hon.  and  gall^ 
Friend  should  ask  that  the  decision 
the  House  should  be  taken. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :    By  the     in- 
dulgence  of  the  House  I  may  sayoneir<^nf 
in  regard  to  what  the  hon.  Member    for 
the  West  Derby  Division  of  Liverpool 
(Mr.   Long)  asks  for.     What  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  pressing  for  is  precisely  th» 
thing  that  the  President  of   the  hoc»l 
Government  Board  has  offered.     [Criei 
of  "  No  !  "]      I  understand  that  the  dtj 
to  be  given  shall  be  given  to  the  discussioD 
of  this  particular  Bill.     The  hon.  Member 
fears  that  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  inigh^ 
be  deprived  of  the  patent  right  in  this 
Bill.     We  have  no  objection  to  that  pro- 
posal.    I    understood    that   the    general 
discussion  of  the  subject  was  in  deference 
to  the  opinions  of  the  right  hon.  Membf 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chaml>e 
lain).     If  it  is  desired  that  the  discuss! 
should  be  confined  to  this  particular  B 
I  have  no  objection.     But  this  \^  far 
grave  a  question   to  make  it  siniplv 
subject  of  a  complimentary  Second  F 
ing.     I  cannot  agree  that  the  quest!' 
who   is  to   pay   is  a  secondary  que 
But  if  it  is  desired  that  the  dav  wh!< 
Government  are  prepared  to  give  • 
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given  to  this  particular  Bill,  we  have 
objection  nt  all. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aljerdeeu,  N.)  said, 
could  not  help  OKpressiag  bia  regret  at 
i  toue  tbst  bad  been  adopted  hy  the  hon. 
smber  for  tbe  West  Derby  Division.  It 
ts  most  Hmiising  to  find  hoD,  Gentlemen 
posite  claiming  a  raoiiopoly  of  interest 
this  question,  which  he  was  the  first  to 
esa  upon  the  attentiou  of  Parliament. 
lit  lie  aliould  be  perfectly  willing  to  give 
em  credit  for  all  possible  patent  rights 

only  they  would  do  what  he  thought 
ley  were  now  willing  to  do — namely,  (he 
ork  that  was  required  tobedoue.  He  had 
ad  the  Bill  carefully,  but  be  could  not 
Mcover  what  its  principle  was.  If  its 
'ineiple  was  that  tbe  workbouae  was  uot 

fit  place  for  tbe  hard-working  man 
•  eud  bis  days,  that  principle  could  not 
B  sep»rate<l  from  tbe  details  of  its  appli- 
fttioQ.  After  the  challeuge  which  bad 
een  throwu  out,  be  must  express  his 
piniou  of  tbe  Bill.  While  he  agreed 
'Uh  its  object,  aud  toa  largn  extent  with 
he  lines  on  which  it  was  drawn,  ho 
dieted  that  it  was  so  badly-conceived  aud 
1-drafted  that  it  would  be  perfectly  idle 
0  consider  it  in  Committee.  There  was 
o  reason  why  the  House  should  not 
&ve  an  opportunity  of  expressing  its 
pinion  upoD  the  subject  of  ohl  age 
"^ttsions  at  tbe  proper  time.  He  thought 
n»t  the  offer  of  tbe  Government  entirely 
Oct  the  case,  because  when  l)ou.  Members 
^•d  the  Report  of  tbe  Commission  which 
^*i  sat  to  consider  the  Bubject,tbey  would 
^nd  that  the  discussion  of  that  day. bad 
■Oerely  touched  the  fringe  of  the  subject. 
^be  Bill  DOW  under  consideratiou  would 
Guormonsly  increase  the  burdcu  upon  the 
Ittepayera,  and,  iu  his  opinion,  when  the 
Eeporl  of  tbe  Commission  was  before 
tbem  tbe  House  would  find  some  o 
Deans  whereby  tbe  object  of  tbe  preseut 
leasure  might  be  accomplished  at  far 
9SS  cost.  He  therefore  begged  to  move 
\ie  Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
Mr,  Hunter.) 

SiK  H.  JAMES  (Bury,  Laucasbire^ 
aid,  he  wished  to  point  out  one  in 


venience  that  would  result  if  the  Motion 
for  tbe  Adjournment  were  carried.  The 
object  of  the  Mntion  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  Debate  was  tiiat  the  subject 
Id  be  more  fully  dij-cuaeed  after 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission 
liad  been  preaented.  But,  unless  the 
"  se  accepted  the  propoaal  to  read  the 
a  second  time  upon  that  occasion, 
ibey  would  be  deprived  of  the  views  of 
tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  of  his 
right  hou.  Friend  tbe  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain),  and 
others  who  had  spoken  on  this  Bill  on 
the  subject  of  old  age  pensioqa.  If, 
however,  the  House  were  to  accept  tbe 
Second  Reading  now,  there  would  be 
no  reatrictiou  upon  hon.  Gentlemen.  If 
tbe  suggestion  of  the  Chancellor  of  tbe 
Exchequer  were  adopted,  everyone  who 
bad  spoken  to-day  would  be  excluded. 

Sill  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  not  my 
suggestion. 

Sir  H.  JAMES  said,  tbe  suggestion 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  the 
question  should  be  adjourned  until  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commissiou  was 
presented.  If  that  was  not  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  then  he 
must  be  asking  them  to  reject  the  Bill. 
The  position  of  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman 
was  either  to  take  the  Second  Reading  or 
reject  it.  He  was  not  going  into  detail, 
but  merely  wanted  to  point  out  that 
the  adjournment  took  p1ac< 
impossible  for  them  to  discuss  tiie  matter. 

Colonel  DAMPIER  PALMER  said, 
that  those  who  supported  tbe  measure 
having  the  opportunity  of  taking  the 
opinion  of  tbe  House  upon  the  subject  of 
old  age  pensions  were  not  going  to  relin- 
quish  it.  With  regard  to  the  offer  of 
the  Government  to  give  a  day  for  the 
resumption  of  the  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject after  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission had  been  presented,  they  had  no 
idea  when  that  Report  would  be  laid 
before  tbe  House.  In  his  view,  tbe 
Motion  for  tbe  Adjournment  of  theDebate 
was  a  dilatory  one.  The  question  had 
been  thoroughly  discussed  at  the  last 
General  Election,  and  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  pledged  to  do  his  best  to  pro- 
mote some  such  measure  as  this.     They 


>uld  be 


1371         Old  Age  Provident 

had  better  divide  upon  the  question  of 
the  Adjournmeut  at  once,  ao  that  they 
might,  before  half-past  5  o'clock,  have 
BD  opportuDttv  of  dividiug  on  the  Main 
Question.        ' 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberlaud' 
Wansbock)  said,  he  wished  to  take  this 
opportuuitj  of  appealing  to  his  friends, 
and  those  with  ivhom  he  had  any  influ- 
ence, lo  reject  the  Second  Heading  of  the 
■  Bill.  They  had  had  the  wonderful  spec- 
tacle in  the  Debate  this  afternoon 


•Mk.  speaker  1  Order,  order  !  The 
Debate  is  now  confined  to  reasons  for  or 
against  the  Adjournment. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
tou)  could  not  quite  agree  with  the  hou. 
Member  who  had  said  this  was  an  oppor- 
tunity of  deciding  on  the  question  of 
old  age  pensions,  because  the  question 
■was  what  pensions,  and  how  they  were 
to  be  given  ?  Od  the  Adjournment  he 
wished  it  to  be  clearly  understood  tliat 
those  who  might  vote  for  the  Adjourn- 
ment of  this  Bill  were  in  no  sense  what- 
ever to  be  classed  as  persons  opposed  to 
old  age  pensions. 

"Mr.  BARTLEY  said,  that  on  the 
Question  of  the  Adjournment  he  should 
like  to  give  a  strong  reason  against  it. 
lie  had  bad  charge  of  this  Bill  for  four 
ycnis,  having  drafted  it  four  years  ago, 
and  having  balloted  every  year  to  bring 
it  on,  and  siuce  then  tliey  had  had  a 
Cieucral  Election,  when  almost  every- 
one had  announced  his  intention  to 
support  some  sort  of  old  age  pension 
.sell  cine.  If  they  waited  now  tbey 
might  not  get  another  chance  for 
many  years,  because  it  was  clear  to 
those  who  understooil  the  Rules  of  the 
House  that  an  Adjournmeut  could  come 
to  nothing.  Supposing  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  was  issued  in  a 
month,  it  would  take  another  month  to 
consider  it,  so  that  they  would  really  lose 
all  the  benefit  they  had  got  out  of  their 
jiosition  to-day  ;  therefore  they  must  vote 
on  the  question.  Though  it  was  a  vote 
on  the  Adjournment,  it  iiraountctl  to  u 
vote  upon  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  that  when  the  House  ivas  unimi- 
Colonel  Dampier  Palmer 
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mously  agreed  with  regard  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  measure,  the  usual  conrM  ^ 
was  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  and  to  ^ 
discuss  its  details  on  its  subsequent  ..^ 
itagee.  The  House  was  asked  to  wait  ^:s-t 
for  a  Report  which  might  never  be  pre-  —a- 

sented.      It  was  all  nonsense  for  boo «i. 

Members  to  pretend  that  the  vote  wpoa^c^wTt 
the  Question  of  the  Adjournment  of  the^^  ^e 
Debate  was  not  a  vote  upon  the  principlo^^  Je 
of  the  Bill.  He  hoped  tiie  Motion  totm--^=DT 
Adjournment  would  be  resisted. 

Mr.  BOUSFIELD  (Hackney,  N.^_  1.) 
appealed  to  the  Government  to  allow  th^  .^Jie 
House  to  come  to  a  decision  upon  th^.«=Aie 
principle  instead  of  taking  a  fruitle8«.^»ffi8» 
Division  upon  the  Question  of  the  Ad  .t*  ad- 
journment of  the  Debate.  The  Motio«-«=».on 
for  the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate  h8».«»jad 
been  made  simply  and  solely  with  th^Jche 
view  of  shelving  the  whole  queatiotrv-M^vn. 
The  consideration  of  the  principle  of  tlK=f  ^Uie 
Bill  would  be  greatly  facilitated  by  thc:fl'.^e 
measure  being  read  a  second  time  no^^»~^ir, 
because  it  could  then  be  referred  to  m  » 

Select  Committee,  who  would  ooD8id^.KJE!r 
it  in  connection  with  the  Report  of  tfJ-Hg 
Royal  Commission  wheo  it  was  I 
sented. 


The  vice  PRESIDENT  op  t 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  AcLASD,  York,  W. 
Rotherham)  said,  he  should  like  to  nu 
one  remark  of  a  practically  histori 
character  as  to  the  reasons  that  wn 
lead  the  Government  to  vote  for  an  Ad- 
journment now.  It  would  be  in  the 
memory  of  most  hon.  Members  that  hii 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  liie 
Local  Government  Board  made  an  offer 
as  to  the  Adjournment  of  the  DetaK 
which  was  thought  somewhat  too  limited. 
The  Member  for  West  Birroinghain  (Sir. 
J.  Cbamberlaiu)  then  followeil,  and  in- 
dicated that  he  would  take  it  as  a  satis- 
factory iirrangemeut  if  the  GoveniinHit 
agreed  to  an  Adjournment  of  this  qoM- 
tion  at  the  present  lime,  provided  tbey 
would  offer  a  day  either  for  the  dieeoe- 
sion  of  the  whole  question  or  theduKoe- 
sion  of  this  Bill  after  the  Report  of  lb» 
Royal  Commission  was  presented.  H* 
hoped  be  was  not  incorrect  in  makiv 
that  statement.     The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
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lan,  who  was  the  most  important  Mem* 
ar  of  the  Royal  Commission  which  was 
salin^  with  this  question,  and  who  was 

>  well  known  throughout  the  country 
i  connection  with  the  subject  of  old  age 
snsions,  suggested  that  a  day  should  be 
ven  by  the  Government  for  the  resump- 
on  of  the  discussion  after  the  Report 
'  the  Commission  was  presented.  That 
ingestion  was  accepted,  and  they  were 
3ing  to  act  upon  that  agreement. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  205  ; 
Toes  136. — (Division  List,  No.  13.) 

Debate   to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 

BXt. 

PATENT  AGENTS  BILL.— (No.  18.) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London) 
LOved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
le  object  of  which,  hh  explained,  was 

>  amend  the  law  respecting  the  regis- 
■ation  of  patent  agents  and  to  provide 
>r  the  appointment  of  a  Council,  elected 
y  the  whole  body  of  registered  patent 
gents,  to  make  bye-laws  for  them,  keep 
ie  Register,  and  receive  the  registration 
-es.  A  similar  Act,  which  was  passed 
^  1888,  ordered  that  no  persons  should 
^scribe  themselves  as  patent  agents 
''ithout  being  registered,  but  he  was 
iivento  understand  that  that  Act  had  been 
^aded  by  gentlemen  who  had  not  described 
^^emselves  as  patent  agents  but  who  had 
^ted  as  such,  and  he  understood  a  deci- 
^^on  had  been  obtained  that  they  were 
^iititled  to  do  so.  At  present,  under  the 
Act  of  1888,  the  Register  was  kept  by 
Ae  Institute  of  Patent  Agents,  who  were 
1  very  respectable  body  of  gentlemen, 
ligh  up  in  their  professional  calling,  but 
hey  were  only  60,  and  there  were  241 
ntent  agents,  so  they  could  not  represent 
he  whole  body.  It  was  proposed  that 
be  Council  should  be  elected  by  the 
rhole  body  of  patent  agents,  and  that 
be  Council  should  receive  the  fees  which 
hoald  be  for  the  profit  of  all  patent  agents 
nd  not,  as  at  present,  for  the  small  body 
elonging  to  the  Institute.     That  Insti- 


tute had  received  a  Roval  Charter  and 
had  made  bye-laws  which,  however,  had 
not  obtained  the  assent  of  the  Privy 
Council,  and  were,  therefore,  practically 
nugatory.  The  new  Council  would  ob- 
tain power  subject  to  proper  assent  being 
given  to  them  to  make  bye-laws.  He 
understood  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
mouthshire had  brought  in  another  Patent 
Agents  Bill,  and  he  should  be  happy  to 
assent  to  that  being  referred  to  the  same 
Select  Committee  as  this  Bill.  He  under- 
stood the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  offer  no  objection  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill  provided  it 
was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
for  his  part  he  should  be  happy  to  con- 
sent to  such  reference. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr.  Alhan  Gibbs.) 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  A.  J.  Mundella, 
Sheffield,  Brightside)  said,  he  should  not 
object  to  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill 
provided  the  hon.  Gentleman  fulfilled  the 
engagement  he  had  just  entered  into  with 
the  House  that  this  Bill,  and  the  one 
about  to  be  submitted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Monmouthshire  were  both  sent  to 
the  same  Select  Committee  for  the  pur- 
pose of  investigation.  He  could  not 
accept  this  Bill  as  it  stood,  but  he  did 
not  want  to  enter  into  any  criticism  upon 

it,  because  he  thought  the  whole  question 
must  be  thoroughly  investigated  by  the 
Committee  upstairs.  No  doubt  under  the 
Act  of  1888  Rules  and  bye-laws  were 
laid  down,  which  had  proved  a  source  of 
embarrassment  and  litigation,  and  it  was 
desirable  that  the  whole  question  should 
be  thoroughly  investigated.  He  should 
assent  to  the  Second  Reading  on  the 
understanding  that  this  and  the  other 
Bill  were  then  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

•Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  said,  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  very  late  period  of  the 
Sitting  at  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  introducing  this 
Bill  he  should  certainly  have  complained 
of  the  inadequacy  of  his  statement 
respecting  it,  and  he  should,  under  other 
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TistaDces,   also    have  opposed    the 

nd    Reading.     It    seemed    to   him 

there  were   poiuts    in    it  seriously 

ctionable  to  two  important  classes — 

lely,  the   poor   inventors,  and    those 

o  had  been  practising  as  patent  agents, 

J     whose     interests     were     serioaslj 

ected    by    the    Bill.       However,    he 

reed  with  the  President  of  the  Board 

Trade  that   these   matters   could   be 

lorc  thoroughly  discussed  and  decided 

n  Committee,  and  on  the  understanding 

hat   had   been  entered   into    he  should 

not  oppose  the  Bill,  but  should  take  an 

opportunity  of  raising  his  objections  in 

Committee. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  that  anyone  who  had  a  personal 
acquaintance  with  this  matter  would  be 
of  opinion  that  some  legislation  was 
necessary.  The  Rules  made  under  the  Act 
of  1888  worked  very  well  to  a  certain 
extent,  but  it  was  found  necessary  that 
there  should  be  some  means  of  charging 
fees,  and  at  present  it  was  doubtful  whe- 
ther these  fees  could  be  legally  charged. 
He  must  say  it  was  impossible  for  any- 
body to  assent  to  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill  without  a  clear  understanding 

that  the  whole  matter  should  be  con- 
sidered by  a  Select  Committee,  unfettered 
by  any  expression  of  opinion  with 
respect  to  the  status  of  the  existing 
patent  agents  and  the  Institute  of  Patent 
Agents,  who  had  done  most  useful  work. 
It  required  very  careful  consideration 
whether  any  second  body  should  be 
allowed  to  be  set  up,  and  whether  the 
proper  course  would  not  be  to  modify  the 
Regulations  which  at  present  affected  the 
Institute  of  Patent  Agents  so  that  justice 
might  be  done  to  all  parties.  He  should 
not  have  supported  the  Bill  but  for  the 
statement  that  this  and  the  other  kindred 
measure  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  with  an  absolutely  free  hand, 
so  that  the  Committee  might  do  what 
they  considered  the  best  in  the  circum- 
stances. 

Mr.  WARMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.)  said,  he  accepted  the  offer  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  with  regard  to 
referring  his  (Mr.  Warmington's)  Bill, 
together  with  that  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 

Sir  J,  Leng 


man,  to  a  Select  Committee.  He  did 
not  want  the  House  to  be  fettered,  and 
he  desired  that  the  Select  Committee 
should  have  the  freest  possible  powers  in 
dealing  with  these  measures. 

Mr.     a.     C.     MORTON     (Peter 

borough)     objected     to     the     Bill 

some   extent,    and   although  he  shoul 

not,    under   the     circumstances,     objec 

to   the    Second    Reading,    it    must 
clearly   understood   that   in   taking  thir 
course  he  did  not  vote  for  anything 
yond  this — that  after  the  Second  Readin^ 
this,  together  with  the  other  Bill,  sbou 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  commitU 
to  a  Select  Committee. 


MUSIC  AND  DANCING  LICENCBS 
(MIDDLESEX)  BILL.— (No.  26.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  HOWARD  (Middlesex,  Tott^ 
ham)  moved  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
time.     He  explained  that  the  Bill  wi 
a    non-contentious    character,    and 
object  was  to   place   Middlesex  in 
same  position  with  regard  to  the  grant:,  io^ 
of  these  licences  as  other  districts  out^s/c/e 
a  radius  of  20  miles  from  London.  Ui:M.</dr 
the  law  as  it  at  present  stood  the  Coui£iif/ 
Council  could  not  give  licences  except 
at    the    annual   meeting   in   Noveizi2>er, 
which  very  often  led  to  considerable  in- 
convenience.    The  Bill  proposed  to  in- 
corporate  the  provisions  of  the  Public 
Health    Act,    1890,    Part   IV.,  and  to 
apply  them  to  Middlesex.     Under  these 
provisions  licences  could  be  granted  at 

any  time,  the  only  alteration  being  that 
in   Middlesex    the   Licensing   Authority 
was  the  County  Council,  whilst  in  the 
districts  20  miles  outside  London  it  vras 
the  Justices.     It  was  proposed  by  the 
Bill  to  continue  the  County   Council  of 
Middlesex  as  the  Licensing  Authority 
The  passing  of  this  measure  would  be 
great  convenience  to  the  Licensing  Con 
mittee  of  the  County  Council,  and  wou 
facilitate   very  much  the  administratl 
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of      ^he  law.      He  therefore  begged   to  |      Mr.  GEORGE  BUSSELL  said,  that 

although  the  Home  Office  did  uot  object 
to  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill,  the 
Home  Secretary  reserved  to  himself  dis- 
cretion to  introduce  certain  Amendments 
hereafter. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  (Lancashire,  S.E., 
Middletou)  said,  he  could  assure  the 
House  that  it  was  with  a  proper  spirit 
of  his  responsibility  that  ho  opposed  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.  His  object 
was  not  to  delay  but  to  secure  that  a 
measure  of  this  sort  should  be  brought  in 
and  carried  through  by  the  responsible 
Government,  and  not  be  submitted,  as  it 
was  during  the  last  Session  night  after 
night,  on  the  chance  of  slipping  through 
a  number  of  Amendments  at  a  late  hour 
of  the  night.  This  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  and  if  it 
were  he  would  be  glad  to  serve  on  that 
Committee,  and  thus  to  bring  the 
measure  within  the  range  of  practical 
legislation.  He  did  not  deny  that  they 
had  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  had  done 
considerable  good,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  had  been  grave  exaggeration 
and  a  great  deal  of  sensational  dealing 
with  it,  and  the  danger  was  that  the  law 
was  now  being  intensified  in  a  manner 
that  should  not  be.  All  this  required  a 
proper  check  on  the  part  of  the  Executive, 
and  unless  he  had  a  definite  assurance  in 
that  direction,  he  should  certainly,  up 
to  the  latest  hour  he  could,  prevent  this 
Bill  from  passing  the  Second  Reading. 
He  did  not  wish  to  talk  it  out,  and  if  the 
understanding  be  given  to  him  that  the 
Bill  should  be  properly  watched  in  every 
stage  on  the  part  of  the  Government  he 
should  withdraw  his  opposition. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  signifying  assent, 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  withdrew  his  ob- 
jection. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Monday  next. 

FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL  MEAT  (No.  2) 
BILL.— (No.  450 

SECOND   READIXO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
*^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 


that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 

jVfotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*•  Tliat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — {Mr.  Howard.) 

The     under     SECRETARY    of 

STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 

IMLENT  (Mr.  George  Russell,  North 

Beds.)  said,  there  was  no  objection  on 
tile  part  of  the  Home  Office  to  this  Bill, 
"wViich  would  be  a  salutary  addition  to 
the  disciplinary  powers  of  the  Middlesex 
County  Council. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
Wednesday  next. 

PREVENTION  OF  CRUBLTV  TO 
CHILDREN  BILL.— (No.  44.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

SirR.  WEBSTER  moved  the  Second 

ling  of  this  Bill,  which  he  said  had 

m    printed    and    circulated    for    two 

lions.     It  was,  practically  speaking, 

extension  of  the  law  passed  with  so 

*>auch  benefit  to  little  children  some  three 

^1*    four  years  ago,  and  its  main  object 

'^'a«  to  remove  certain  doubts  which  had 

^**i8en,  to  extend  the  age  in  the  case  of 

^ys  from   14   to    16,   to   enable    fresh 

'^HQedial  measures  to  be  taken  in  cases 

'^bere  there  had  been  actual  assaults  on 

^ildren,  and  to  enable  the  Secretary  of 

^tate    to    sanction    the    emigration    of 

^tiildren  whom  it  was  desired  to  place 

^^der  the  care  of  persons  willing  to  take 

*^^rge  of  them.     The  Bill  was  certainly 

^t  a  Party  qnestion,  and  he  trusted  the 

House  would  accord  it  a  Second  Reading. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5tr  R.  Webster.) 

•The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  &c.)  said,  he 
folly  ftympathised  with  the  objects  of 
the  Bill,  but  as  it  was  proposed  to  extend 
it  to  Scotland,  he  must  point  out  that  a 
good  deal  of  adaptation  would  be  neces- 
MTj  for  that  purpose. 
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•Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  said,  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time  when  they  had  less 
than  two  minutes  in  which  to  consider 
it.  It  had  protection  written  all  over  it, 
and  he  was  told  it  would  be  quite  impos- 
sible to  carry  out  its  provisions  in  London, 
and  in  that  case  it  would  deceive  con- 
sumers, besides  which  there  were  other 
objections. 

It  being  half-past  Five  of  the  clock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  upon  Monday 
next. 


POLICE  (METROPOLIS)  BILL 
(No.  78). 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Objection  being  taken. 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Wednes- 
day, 6th  June. 

Mr.  BOULNOIS  (Marylebone,  E.)  :  I 
wish  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  it  is 
right  to  put  down  a  Bill  for  Second 
Reading  which  has  not  been  printed  ? 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  It  is  for  the  House 
to  judge  of  this  question  in  view  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  it  is  put 
down. 

MOTIONS. 


"The  CrofterB'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act 
and  any  Acts  amending  the  same,  order< 
brought  in  by  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Dr. 
Sir  Leonard  Lyell,  Mr.  Weir,  Sir  Donal 
&irlane,  Mr.  Beith,  and  Mr.  Angus  Sutl 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [B 

PATENT  AGENTS  REGISTRATION 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Warmington,  Bill  to 
for  the  Registration  of  Patent  Agents, 
to  be  brought  in  by    Mr.    Warmingtc 
David  Thomas,  and  Mr.  Bryne. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [B 


LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      (iRELAND)      PRO- 
VISIONAL   ORDER    (no.  4)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  Ireland  under  "The  Public 
Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,"  relating  to  the 
urban  sanitary  district  of  Lisburn,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  Morley  and  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  140.] 

SALE    OF    FOOD   AND    DRUGS   ACT  (1875), 

&C.,  AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
1876,"  and  "The  Margarine  Act,"  1887,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Mr. 
Frederick  Frye,  Mr.  Kearley,  Dr.  Farquharson, 
and  Mr.  Channing. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  141.] 

crofters'    HOLDINGS    (sOOTLANd)   ACTS 
AMENDMENT    (cOUNTY  OF  BUTE)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Cameron,  Bill  to 
extend  to  the  county  of  Bute  the  provisions  of 


PUBLIC  PETITIONS  COMMITTl 

First  Report  brought  up,  and  re^ 
lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  print 

CLOSURE  OP  DEBATE  (STAN! 
ORDER,  25). 

Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  \ 
Clerk  of  the  House  : — Return  n 
thereto  (in  continuation  of  Parli 
tary  Paper,  No.  313,  of  Session 
[ordered  17th  August  1893  ;  Mr. 
Ellis']  ;  to  be  printed.     [No.  57.] 

AMERICAN  MAIL  SERVICE. 
Return  ordered,  "  showing  the  ni 
of  days,  hours,  and  minutes  occupi 
the  transit  of  Her  Majesty^s  Mails, 
outward  and  inward,  carried  durin 
year  1893  by  steamships  between  Qi 
town  and  New  York,  and  also  be 
Southampton  and  New  York  ;  th 
turn  to  specify  the  names  of  the  stei 
and  to  indicate  by  asterisks  or  oth( 
those  not  carrying  the  Mails  undei 
tract  (in  continuation  of  Parliame 
Paper,  No.  170,  of  Session  189* 
{Sir  J.  Leng.) 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  pro] 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn 

Suspension  of  the  Twelve  o'C 

Rule. 

Sir   W.  HARCOURT:     I  wi 

mention  to  the  House  that  we  pi 
to  move  to-morrow  the  suspension 
Twelve  o*Clock  Rule,  with  the  vi 
concluding  the  Debate  on  the  pn 
for  a  Scottish  Grand  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  n 

before  Six  o 
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TE     BUSINESS. 


ON  WATER  BILL  {hy  Ordrr"). 
ECOXD    READING. 

Second  Reading  read. 

ftdo,  aud  Question  proposed, 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
.  Furquharson,) 

S  T  U  A  R  T     (Shoreditch, 

I,  lie  proposed  to  move  as  an 

that    the    Bill    be    read    a 

that  day  six  mouths.     He 

IS  briefly  as  he  couUL     This 

eutically    the    same   as    was 

the    House   on   the   Second 

mouths  ago,  and  the  reasons 

tion  on   that  occasion   by  a 

lajority  were  twofold  :  First, 

innecessary  and  not  urgent ; 
/,  that  it  tended  to  prejudge 
of  the  future  wator  supply 
On    the    present   occasion 
cuts  applied  with  intensified 
se    the    Royal   Commission 
sat   on    the   London    Water 
stion    had   reported — aud    in 
I  would   be  found  abundant 
this    Water   Company    had 
adequate  supply  of  water  for 
and     for    many    years    to 
r&s  actually  able  to   supply 
needs      subject     to     the 
which     were     proposed     to 
upon  it  by  the  Royal  Cora- 
would  be  for  him  to  make 
lents  good,  and  he  was  able 
referring  to  the  evidence  as 
the  Report.     If  the  House 
Bill  the  effect  would  be  to 
future   Water   Authority  of 
1    the    neighbourhood,    and 
t      practically      the      rate- 
li   a    very   large   amount   of 

QI.  [fourth  series.] 


capital  which  really  was  not  required,  as 
he  would  be  able  to  show  to  the  House, 
in    the   event   of   the   water  supply    of 
London  in  the  future  being  taken  not  from 
the   Lea  and    from    the    Thames,    but 
from  outside  sources.     This  was  a  very 
serious  question.     Already  a  very  con- 
siderable  amount   of   capital   had    been 
expended   on   the   development   of    the 
water    supply   from    the  Lea   and    the 
Thames.     The  London  County  Council, 
in  opposing  this  Bill,  was  not  seeking  to 
decide  against  the  supply  being  taken 
from  those  sources,  for  he  would  remind 
the   House  that  the  Roval  Commission 
had  statiBd  that,  under  certain   circum- 
stances with  respect  to  storage  and  puri- 
fication, the  Thames  and  the  Lea  together 
were   sufficient    to    provide   a  sufficient 
water  supply  for  any  probable  extension 
of  population.    That  might  be  so  or  not, 
but  it  was  simply  a  contribution  to  the 
main  question  which   would  have  to  be 
settled  before  they  could  come  to  a  deci- 
sion as  to  in  what  form  the  London  water 
supply  was  in  the  future  to  bo  secured. 
The  Royal  Commission  was  called  upon 
to  decide  first  whether  the  areas  of  the 
Thames  and  Lea  Valleys  were  sufficient, 
and  it  was  only  in  event  of  their  coming 
to  the  concl]Lision  that  they  were  insuffi- 
cient   that    they    were   to   go   into   the 
question   of    other   sources     of    supply. 
But,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  areas  would  be 
sufficient  for  all  practical  purposes.     Al- 
though the  London  Coimty  Council  did 
not,  by  opposing  this  Bill  at  the  present 
moment,  seek  to  prejudge  the  question, 
he  felt  that  that  body  would   fall  ex- 
ceedingly far  short  in  its  duty  if  it  allowed 
any  steps  to  be  taken  which  would  ignore 
the  natural  desire  of  the  people  of  London 
to  have  outside  sources  of  supply.     The 
interests  of  the  London  Countv  Council, 
and  of  London  generally,  were  as  a  matter 
of  fact  identical  with  the  interests  of  the 
inhabitants   of    Essex,    Middlesex,  and 
neighbouring  counties.     When  this  Bill 
was    before    the  House   on   a   previous 
occasion  a  member  of  the  Essex  County 
Council,  the  member  who  in  this  House 
represented      North     Somerset,      spoke 
very  strongly   in  regard  to  the   matter. 
What  was  the  position  as  it  then  stood  ? 
There  was  no  doubt  a  clause  in  the  Bill 
as  originally  brought  in  respecting  the 
fittings  of  the  Water  Company,  but  the 
clause  had  been  withdrawn  by  the  Com- 
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pany.  They  indicated  their  intention  to 
withdraw  it  before  the  Bill  came  on  for 
discussion  on  the  Second  Reading.  The 
London  County  Council  were  not  taking 
this  step  in  their  own  interest  as  against 
the  interests  of  Essex  or  against  any 
other  county.  All  they  desired  was  to 
oppose  the  granting  of  unnecessary 
capital  to  the  Companies  which  the  Water 
Authorities  for  various  districts  would 
have  eventually,  with  the  consent  of  the 
House,  to  acquire.  They  objected  to 
giving  them  capital  for  undertakings 
which  were  not  at  this  moment  urgent, 
and  which  would  prejudge  the  great 
question  likely  to  arise  in  the  immediate 
future.  There  was  a  point  in  connection 
with  the  Bill  which  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  important  question  of  supply. 
He  referred  to  the  question  of  mains,  and 
he  would  state  at  once  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  supported  the  Bill  that  if  they 
desired  to  have  new  mains  laid  down  in 
order  to  supply  their  districts,  and  if  they 
could  show  before  a  Committee  of  this 
House  that  it  was  desirable  to  have 
those  mains,  then  if  the  Bill  were,  as  he 
hoped  it  would  be,  thrown  out,  and  if 
those  who  represented  the  East  London 
Company  chose  to  introduce  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  mains  they 
would  find  no  opposition  raised,  and  on 
the  contrary  every  assistance  afforded 
them  in  the  direction  of  the  suspension  of 
Standing  Orders,  so  that  they  might 
carry  that  particular  portion  of  their 
scheme  to  a  Committee.  But  the 
amount  of  additional  capital  proposed 
to  be  raised  under  this  Bill  was  £500,000, 
of  which  only  about  £20,000  annually 
for  seven  years  was  asked  for 
for  mains  and  similar  purposes.  He 
proposed  now  to  deal  with  the  argu- 
ment contained  in  the  statement  sent  out 
by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill.  The  first 
thing  to  which  he  had  to  draw  attention 
was  the  statement  in  ClauseS,  that  unless 
they  obtained  the  powers  they  were  now 
seeking  the  new  districts  which  were 
being  developed  would,  for  an  indefinite 
period,  run  a  serious  risk  in  sanitary 
matters  by  reason  of  the  insufficiency  of 
the  water  supply.  That  he  ventured  to 
flatly  deny,  and  he  hoped  he  would  be 
able  to  prove  to  the  House  that  this  was 
a  misapprehension  of  the  existing  state 
of  things.  He  asserted  that  not  only  had 
the  East  London  Company  water  enough 
to  supply  all  their  mains,  but  that  it  had 

Mr,  J,  Stuart 


been    proved    by    their    own    witnesses 
before  the  Royal    Commission  that  tl^ 
supply  was  ample.     The  promoters  as 
serted    that    if    these    new   populationr 
which  were  growing  up  were  to  be  su^ 
plied  with  wholesome  water,  new  mai^ 
and  pipes  would  have  to  l>e  at  once  la.  - 
down  in  the   new  districts,    large  res^ 
voirs  would  have  to  be  established,  a^ 
the  necessary  machinery  fixed.     He  rr* 
peated,  as  to  new  mains  and  pipes,  t 
was    a   very   small   matter   indeed,  a. 
again  he  offered  if  hon.  Gentlemen  op 
site  >yould  withdraw  the  rest  of  the  B^  m 
he,  on  the  part   of  the   London  Courj^ 
Council,  would  offer  no  objection  to  tlr^j 
portion  of  the  scheme  receiving  legis*! 
tive  sanction,  providing,  of  course,  t  lij 
the  investigation  of  a  Committee  of  tl 
House  proved  the  existence  of  the  neoes 
sity  for  these  extensions.     But  the  liij 
generally     involved    a    very    importaoi 
question — namely,  the  water  supply  oi 
London    for    the    next    40    years,   an  J 
this  was  a  matter  which  he  ventured  to 
suggest  was  fit  to  be  decided  not  by  a 
Committee  of  the  House,  but  by  the  Hou5e 
itself.     What  he  hoped  he  would  be  able 
to   show   hon.   Members   was    that  the 
question  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  sources 
of  supply  from  the  Lea  and  the  Thames 
was  not  one  of  which  it  was  necessary 
to  come  to  any  decision  at  the  presc"^ 
time.     According  to  the  evidence  give" 
by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  before  the 
Royal    Commission,    the    East    London 
Company  were  at  present  supplying  •^ 
average    of     40,000,000    gallons   dalK, 
and  the  engineer  to  the  Company  stated 
that  whereas  that  was,  at  the  time  be 
was  giving  his  evidence,  the  present  re- 
quirement  of   the   Company,  five  years 
hence  it  would   be   necessary  to  snpplf 
42,000,000  gallons  daily,  and  10  years 
hence — namely,  in    1901,    the    quantity 
required    would    be   44,000,000  gallons. 
Thus  in  10  years  there  would  be  an  in- 
crease of  10  per  cent,  in  the  requirement* 
of  the  Company.     These  statements  by 
the  engineer  were  subjected   to  a  close 
examination,  as  would  be  found  on  refer- 
ence to  the  evidence.    Now,  he  ventured 
to  suggest,  there  was  nothing  alarming 
in  the  growth  which  the  officials  of  the 
Company   estimated   would   have  to  be 
provided  for.      The  Company  at  present 
supplied   40,000,000  gallons   daily;  10 
years  hence  they  would  be  required  to 
supply  44,000,000.       But  what  was  the 
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smount  of  water  the  Company  was  able, 
ii  uecessarj,  to  supply  ?       In  the  first 
place,  they  admitted  that  they  had  sup- 
plied,   and    could    supply,    37,000,000 
gtlloQs  per   day   from    the   River   Lea. 
Thej  also  admitted  that  they  had  con- 
«€Cia.ti?ely  for  weeks  supplied  from  the 
Iti^er  Thames    10,000,000    gallons   per 
day,  and  they  further  admitted  in  their 
evidcDce  that  for  weeks  successively  on 
different  occasions    they    had    supplied 
from  their  own  wells  7,000,000  gallons 
per   day.       These  statements  were  con- 
tained in  evidence   given  in  1892,  and 
they  showed  that  the  Company  had  tlic 
abBolute  power  of  supplying  from  these 
different  sources  54,000,000  gallons  daily 
without   finding  it   necessary    to    make 
&QJ   additional  provision.       That  being 
ao,  and  their  sources  of  supply  being  so 
much  in  excess  of  what  they  estimated 
would  be    their  daily   requirements    10 
years  hence,  he  did  venture  to  submit  to 
the  House  that  it  was  undesirable  by  pass- 
ing this  Bill  to  prejudge  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  future  supply  of  London,  and 
he  thought  he  had  made  it  quite  clear  that 
the  Bill  did  prejudge  that  question,  be- 
<Ause  all  the  Company  had  to  do  to  get 
what    they    required    was    to    use   the 
powers  which  they  at  present  possessed 
of   pumping   from    their   wells   and   of 
taking  water  from  the  Thames.       The 
^yal  Commission  had  reported  that  the 
^mpany  ought  not  to  take  more  than 
^,000,000  gallons  of  water  daily  from 
^e  Lea,  and  they  had  suggested  that  in- 
^^feaeed  storage  accommodation  was  de- 
sirable.      The  promoters  stated  that  the 
storage  works  which  the  Bill  proposed 
^  authorise  were  being  provided  on  the 
■'^mmendatiou  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion and  were  immediately  necessary;  but 
that  was  not  a  fair  statement  of  the  case ; 
and  if  the  Company  would  take  its  full 
supply  from  the  Thames  and   the  wells, 
which  amounted  to   17,000,000  gallons, 
they     need     not     abstract     more    than 
27,000,000  gallons  from   the   Lea,   and 
even  then  they  would  have  an  absolutely 
sufficient  supply  for  the  next  10  years. 
Besides   the   water  capacity  they   had, 
they  had  the  power  of  inter-sale  between 
the  various  Companies  that  existed,  and 
they  could  increase  the  quantity  of  water 
they  could  get  from  the  Thames  to  an 
almost  indefinite  extent  by  the  exercise 
of  that  power.     There  was  accessible  ^to 
the   East  London  Water   Company}  an 


amount  of  10,000,000  gallons  more 
than  their  immediate  requirements  with- 
out any  extra  capital  being  laid  out,  and 
it  might  proceed  to  supply  all  its  needs 
for  the  next  10  years,  and  yet  diminish 
very  considerably  its  supply  from  the 
Lea.  Again,  it  was  quite  obvious  that 
greater  storage  capacity  was  not  required 
by  the  Company.  Its  storage  was  the 
largest,  with  one  exception,  of  any 
Company  in  London.  It  had  storage 
capacity  for  910,000,000  gallons,  equal 
to  14  or  15  days'  supply,  whereas 
the  average  storage  was  something  like 
six  days'  supply.  There  was  only  one 
other  i>oiut  he  wished  to  put  to  the 
House  respecting  Clause  3,  and  it  re- 
lated to  machinery.  It  might  bo  said 
that  the  Company  required  further 
machinery,  but  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Royal  Commission  showed  very 
clearly  that  they  had  abundant  engine 
supplies.  In  the  Beport  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  in  Questions  660  and  661, 
there  was  a  statement  of  the  enormous 
amount  of  machinery  possessed  by  ih^ 
Company  for  pumping  purposes,  and  it 
appeared  that  they  had  more  than  50  per 
cent,  of  stand-by  or  surplus  power  in  all 
of  their  different  districts.  The  Chairman 
of  the  Commission  asked — 

"  We  may  take  it  that  your  present  machiaery 
is  modern  high-class  machinery  doing  good 
duty  ?  " 

To  which  the  reply  was — 

"Splendid  duty.  All  our  new  engines  are 
triple  expansion  engines." 

So  much  for  the  points  in  respect  of  the 
third  clause  of  the  statement  of  the  pro- 
moters. He  would  turn  to  one  other 
point.  It  was  stated  in  the  evidence  be- 
fore thejCoramission  itself  that  the  reser- 
voirs proposed  in  this  Bill  were  not  to 
provide  water  for  what  was  neeiled  now, 
but  for  very  distant  and  future  require- 
ments. The  engineer  and  secretary  to 
the  Company  had  laid  before  the  Royal 
Commission  a  statement  as  to  what  the 
Company  could  supply,  and  how  it  could 
meet  all  present  and  prospective  needs. 
They  were  summoned  back  to  deal  with 
the  point  of  additional  provisional  supply, 
because  the  Commission  felt  it  would  still 
investigate  how  the  additional  supply 
could  ba  prov  ded,  aud  that  alditioual 
supply  was  what  was  referrol  to  iu  this 
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Bill.  Here  was  what  passed  qd  this  sub- 
ject before  the  Royal  Commission — 

"  The  Chairman  :  You  have  already  taken,  I 
think,  about  37,000,000  gallons  daily  from  the 
Lea  ?— Yes. 

**  Then  do  you  think  if  you  raise  the  race- 
course reservoir  and  make  the  two  projected 
reservoirs  " 

— that  was  what  was  proposed  to  be  done 
by  this  Bill— 

"  you  can  get  40,000,000  gallons  a  day  with- 
out making  the  new  compensation  reservoirs  ?— 
Speaking  from  my  experience  at  the  present 
time  we  can  do  so.'' 

It  would  be  seen,  therefore,  that  the  pro- 
vision of  these  reservoirs  which  were 
proposed  in  this  Bill  was  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  the  supply  of  40,000,000 
gallons  in  place  of  30,000,000,  but  he 
had  shown  that  by  even  a  much  less 
amount  than  30,000,000  gallons  daily 
taken  from  the  River  Lea — although  they 
were  taking  much  more  than  that — the 
East  London  Company  could  supply  all 
that  was  required.  It  was  necessary  for 
those  who  opposed  the  Bill  to  show  how 
very  dangerous  and  doubtful  were  the 
sources  of  supply  from  which  the  East 
London  Water  Company  proposed  to 
take  this  extra  quantity,  because  if  it  was* 
no  matter  where  the  supply  came  from, 
they  might  as  well  let  them  take  it  from 
there  as  elsewhere.  The  Royal  Commis- 
sion reported  as  follows  about  the  supplies 
from  the  Thames  and  the  Lea,  which 
were  proposed  to  be  taken  for  the  next 
40  years  by  the  Company  : — 

"  Having  regard  to  the  experience  of  London 
during  the  last  30  years  and  to  the  evidence 
given  on  the  subject,  we  do  not  believe  that  any 
danger  exists  of  the  spread  of  disease  by  the  use 
of  this  water  provided  there  is  no  adequate 
storage,  and  that  the  water  is  sufficiently  filtered 
before  being  delivered  to  consumers." 

It  was  exactly  that  adequate  storage  and 
the  additional  filterage  which  required 
the  expenditure  of  very  large  sums  of 
money.  But  what  did  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners themselves  say  on  the  subject  ? 
Mr.  Mausergh  himself,  one  of  the  Royal 
Commissioners,  was  examined  before  a 
Royal  Commission  of  this  House  on 
behalf  of  the  Birmingham  Corporation, 
and  on  that  occasion  he  said  that  any 
river  flowing  through  an  enormous  tract 
of  agricultural  country  must  produce 
water  which  nowadays  they  would  not 
think  of  supplying.  He  knew  (said 
Mr.  Mansergh)  that  many  districts  would 
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not  have  water  from  sach  a  source  ;  and 
he  knew  of  places  which  had  had  to 
abandon  costly  works  simply  because  of 
the  water  procurable  from  such  a  source 
being  gradually  polluted,  and  they  did 
not  want  to  repeat  that  in  Birmingham. 
It  was  because  they  did  not  want  ta 
repeat  that  in  London,  and  at  any 
because  they  did  not  want  to  be  forced — 
into  repeating  it  unnecessarily,  that  he^ 
raised  opposition  to  the  Bill  at  the  presents 
moment,  and  the  House  would  see  tba 
there  were  many  considerations  about  th< 
supply  from  the  Lea  and  the  Thames 
The  Commission  did  not  investigate  an 

other  supplies  ;  they  did  not  bring  on* 

what  would  be  the  relative  expenses  of  sup  — 
plying  London  from  these  and  from  ex 
temal  sources.  They  who  opposed  thi^  = 
Bill  believed  the  Company  would  snppi  ^"^ 
inferior  water  from  the  Thames  and  Um.  < 
Lea  at  a  much  greater  cost  than  wouL^i 
be  entailed  by  bringing  water  from  e: 
ternal  districts.  They  had  also  the  i 
portant  question  of  the  impurity  of  tl 
water  from  an  agricultural  district 
take  into  account,  and,  on  these  gron 
they  opposed  the  Bill  being  read  a 
time,  because,  as  he  had  shown,  it  u 
necessarily  endeavoured  to  prejudge 
question.  The  London  County  Coan^^  i7 
was  perfectly  willing  to  make  overtiunie* 
for  itself  becoming  the  Water  Authorilkj. 
It  had  got  these  powers  under  the  Act  c/ 
1892  ;  it  was  willing  to  take  this  respon- 
sibility itself,  and  it  had  offered  br 
resolution  passed  some  time  ago  to  iteat 
with  the  Water  Companies  for  taking 
over  their  undertakings  on  fair  aoi 
reasonable  terms.  It  had  applied  to  this 
very  Company,  and  to  the  other  CompMj 
which  had  a  Bill  down,  and  they  had 
refused  to  negotiate  with  the  Council. 
["JNo,  no ! "]  Well,  they  did  not  accept 
the  basis  of  negotiations  which  the 
County  Council  proposed,  but  they  mtde 
no  counter  proposal.  The  County  Council 
had  passed  a  further  resolution  to  the 
effect  that,  if  the  Company  would  not 
come  to  terms,  the  Council  ought  to  move 
this  House  to  determine  the  question. 
He  might  appeal  confidently  to  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  who  repre- 
sented great  Municipalities  to  say  tbtt 
it  was  a  fair  and  right  thing  for  the 
County  Council  to  endeavour  to  acquire 
these  various  Companies  ;  but  they  did 
no^  want  to  acquire  them  with  a  dead 
Umb  of  capital  attached  to  them  at  thi$ 
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fHomeDt,   when  it  was  unnecessary,  and 
^vhich  prejudged  the  question  of  whether 
^liej  were    going  to    get    their    supply 
It;  lirough      them       or      through      other 
.tfiv^Qrces.     Even   if   the   County   Council 
-*  =d  not   become  the    Water   Authority, 
le    body     which     did     become     such 
ithority   ought   to    be    able  to   decide 
liere  the  future  supplies  ought  to  come 
rar-om;  and  even   if   it   came    from   the 
v^.«^lley  of  the  Thames  and  Lea,  it  did  not 
a  ^    all  stand  to  reason  that  the  first  step 
idft     the  undertaking  should  be  more  capital 
e^ic  pended   on  a    reservoir  for    the    Lea 
w  ben  they  considered  the  circumstances 
off"^  the  Thames.     He  contended  that  this 
»ill  was    absolutely    unnecessary  from 
tt^e  point    of  the  supply  of  the  quantity 
o^   quality  of  water,  because  it  had  been 
™^vn  before  the  Royal  Commission  that 
"ere  was  ability  in  this  Company  to  get 
^a.stly  more  than  it  required  for  the  next 
Jj>  years  from  sources  which  the  Royal 
Commission   approved     of,    and    which 
^©eded  no  further  expenditure  for  works. 
The  expenditure  propose^l  by  this  Bill 
^^  reservoirs,  filters,  and  pumping,  was 
*»i  expenditure  for  a  far  distant  period, 
'•^hich  should   bo   incurred  only  if  they 
jequh^  to  get  a  supply  for  40  years,  or 
*or  a  very  Jong  period  of  time,  from  the 
^«a.     The   other    districts    of   London, 
^^*«ex,   and  the  borders  of  the  London 
V^Unty   Council   district,   were    equally 
J^terest^d    with     the     London    County 
l^uncil  in  securing  that  there  should  not 
^  this  dead  limit  of  capital    attached. 
*«i«  was  a  matter  of  vital  importance  to 
•^  health  of  the  people  of  London  and 
^e  surrounding  neighbourhoods,  and  he 
^ked  this  House  to  defend  them  against 
•»»ch  a   prejudging   of  this   question  as 
>ouId   take  place  if  the  present  Bill  be 
^t  up  to  a  Committee  at  the  present 
^e.    .  If  the  Bill  were  thrown  out — as 
he  hoped  itmight  be — he  and  his  friends 
flad  DO  objection  to  its  being  brought  up 
^gftin  80  far  as  it  related  to  the  provision 
of  mains,  but  they  could  not  allow  the 
^ill  to  prejudge  the  all-important  ques- 
tioo  of  where  the  Loudon  water  supplies 
Vere  to  come  from.     He  begged  to  move 
**  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
Upon  this  day  six  months.** 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
irord   *^DOW,^   and   at   the   end   of  the 
QoMtion  to  add  the  words  ^*  upon  this 
^l«y  Bix  months.** — {Mr.  J.  Stuart.) 


Question  proposed,    "That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

•Mr.  BOULNOIS  (Marylcbone,  E.) 
did  not  propose  to  follow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hoxton  in  the  details  which  he 
had  presented  to  the  House  upon  this 
Bill,  and  indeed  he  looked  upon  the 
hon.  Gentleman  positively  as  an  advo- 
cate for  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time 
and  sending  it  to  a  Committee,  because 
it  was  clearly  evident  to  the  House  that 

it  was  quite  impossible  they  could  master 
the  details  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
put  before  them,  and  which  were  essen- 
tially matters  for  the  ordinary  Committee 
of  this  House  to  deal  with.     There  were 
one  or  two  principles  involved  in  this 
question   which   he  must   shortly  place 
before   the   House.      Of  course,  it  was 
quite  impossible  upon  this  occasion  to 
dissociate    the   two    Companies    whose 
Bills  were  before  the  House  to-day,  be- 
cause the  statement  issued  by  the  London 
County  Council  not  only  classed  these 
two  Bills  together,  but  went  so  far  as 
to  include  a  third,  which  was  not  even 
down  for  Second  Reading.  The  position 
of  these  Water  Companies  applying  now 
to  Parliament  for  further  capital  and  an 
extension  of  powers  was  shortly  this  : 
They    had    come   to    the   end   of  their 
tether  as  far  as  money  was  concerned, 
and  if  they  were  to  fulfil  their  statutory 
obligations  to  supply  water  they  must 
have  more  money,  because  to  supply  the 
water  they   must   have  more   reservoirs 
and   more    filtering   power.     Last   year 
this  Company  applied  to  Parliament  for 
further  powers,  the   Bill   being   thrown 
out  on  the  Second  Heading,  and  the  main 
reason  then  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hoxton,   who  led    the   attack,  was 
that   there    was    a    Royal    Commission 
sitting,  and  it  was  quite  premature  for 
the  Water  Company  to  ask  for  further 
powers   until  such  Commission  had  re- 
ported.    That  argument  could  no  longer 
be  urged.     The  Royal  Commission  had 
reported  favourably  as  far  as  the  London 
water  was  concerned,  and  it  was,  indeed, 
entirely  in  consequence  of    the  Report 
of  the   Royal   Commission    that    these 
Water  Companies  sought  further  powers. 
The  Home  would  permit  him  to  read  one 
paragraph  from  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,    which    was   perhaps    the 
most   important   in   the   whole   Report. 
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The  Commissioners  stated  they  were 
strongly  of  opinion  that  the  water  as 
supplied  to  the  consumer  iu  Loudon  was 
of  a  very  high  standard  of  excellence 
and  purity,  and  that  it  was  suitable  in 
quality  for  all  household  purposes.  The 
Commissioners  further  stated  that  they 
were  aware  that  a  certain  prejudice 
existed  against  drinking  water  supplied 
from  the  Thames  and  the  Lea,  but  they 
did  not  believe  that  there  was  any 
danger  of  the  spread  of  disease  from 
the  use"  of  such  water,  provided  there 
was  adequate  storage  for  it,  and  that 
the  water  was  efficiently  filtered  before 
it  was  delivered  to  the  consumers.  It 
was  because  of  the  desire  to  carry 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  to  provide  adequate  reser- 
voirs and  means  to  filter  the  water  pro- 
perly, that  the  Companies  now  came  for 
further  powers.  The  Water  Companies 
in  the  last  four  or  five  years  had  been 
applied  to  from  time  to  time  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  with  reference  par- 
ticularly to  storage.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  letter  from  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  one  of  the  Water  Companies, 
written  at  the  close  of  the  year  1891, 
which  said — 

•*I  am  directed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Company  to 
Dr.  Frankland's  Report  for  October,  f5rom 
which  it  appears  evident  that  the  Company  are 
unable  to  deal  satisfactorily  with  the  water 
when  the  Thames  is  in  flood,  and  I  am  to  state 
that  the  Metropolitan  Water  Examiner  reports 
to  them  that  it  is  now  necessary  that  the  Com- 
pany should  consider  the  question  of  making 
such  sufficient  a<ldition  to  their  works  as  will 
enable  them  to  supply  water  of  better  quality 
than  is  now  done  when  the  circumstances  are  as 
above  stated." 

To  that  the  Company  promptly  replied, 
pointing  out,  in  reference  to  the  state  of 
the  water  when  the  Thames  was  in  flood, 
that  it  was  due  at  that  time  to  the  ex- 
ceptionally heavy  rains  which  had  been 
of  long  duration,  and  they  went  on  to 
say — 

"The  Directors  are  fully  alive  to  the  im- 
portance of  ample  storage,  and  the  desirability 
of  increasing  the  present  reservoir  capacity 
would  have  been  considered  before  this  ha<l  it 
not  been  for  the  manner  in  which  the  Com- 
panies hnd  been  hampered  by  recent  proceed- 
ings iu  Parliament.  They  are,  however,  quite 
prepared  to  entertain  the  question  and  to 
seek  i)owcrs  from  the  Legislature  to  raise 
fresh  capital  for  the  purpose,  and  I  am  in- 
structed to  ask  if,  on  such  an  application  being 
made,  the  Directors  may  hope  that  it  will 
receive  the  support  of  the  Local  Government 
Board." 

Mr,  Boulnois 


So   much   for    the    Local    Government 
Board  and  its  application  to  the  Water 
Companies  to  increase  their  storage  and 
filter   power.      What   happened   at   the 
Loudon  County  Council  in  consequence 
of  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  ? 
The  subject  ha<l   been   very  fully  con- 
sidered by  the  Water  Comnittee  of  the 
London   County   Council.      It  was    all 
very  well  for  the  Member  for  Hoxton  t 
say   that   they  wanted   more   time,  ba 
they  had  already  considered  and  reported^ 
on  the  question  very  fully.    He  had  wi  * 
him  extracts  from    the   most  importan 
Reports  which   had   been  made   to  th 
Loudon  County  Council.     The  first  wa 
the  statement  made  by  the  Chairman  o 
the  Water  Committee,  Mr.  Bassett  Ho 
kins,  an  able  gentleman  who  had  take 
a  great  interest  in  the  question,  and  thi 
was  what  he  said — 

"  The  paramount  necessity  of  acceding  to  an- 
well-grounded  demand  for  augmented  suppL 
may  make  such  a  demand  irresistible,  and  L 
this  case  the  policy  of  the  Council  is,  while  » 
opposing  the  <lemand  (within  the  strict  Hmi 
of   what    is  i-equired),    to    prevent  its  bd 
accompanied    by  the  inconvenience  just 
f erred  to." 

Then  there  was  a  short  paragraph  fro 
the  Report  of  Mr.  Binnie,  the  cbi 
engineer  to  the  London  County  Coo 
cil,  who  was  himself  a  very  eminc 
water  engineer,  and  who  clearly 
not  in  favour  of  the  supply  of  Lond 
being  drawn  from  the  Thames. 
Binnie  said — 

"  Mere  opposition  " — 
and  that  was  what  they  had  to-day — 

"  Mere  opposition  to  the  applications  of  the 
Companies  by  the  Council  must  be  followed  bj 
certain  and  ignominious  defeat,  for  the  whole 
drift  of  the  evidence  placet!  before  the  Royij 
Commissioners  by  the  witnesses  for  theConndl 
went  to  show  that  London  requires  more  witer 
and  extendeil  works  ;  and  if  the  Companies  Me 
to  continue  to  perform  the  duties  impose  I  upoD 
them  further  lowers  of  some  kind  must  be 
conferral." 

These  were  strong  words,  and  if  lh« 
Water  Company  were  to  base  their  case 
on  no  other  they  would  be  justified  ia 
coming  to  Parliament.  Mr.  Cripps,  the 
able  Parliamentary  agent  of  the  Loudon 
County  Council,  said — 

"...  It  would  have  been  difficult  to  re- 
sist the  contention  of  the  Water  Companies 
those  being  the  statutory  bodies  authori^icd  to 
supply  water  in  London  ;  they  ought  to  be  f^l^ 
nished  with  ample  capital  powers  to  meet  no« 
only  the  present,  but  the  pro«pective,  demtow 
upon  them.  The  inquiry  before  the  KoyalCo*' 
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mission  has  now  elicited  and  afforded  to  the 
Council    probably  all    the    best   information 
available  upon  this  subject.      When,  therefore, 
the  Council  opposes,  as  I  think  they  should  op- 
pose,   the  largeincrease  of  capital,  and  possibly 
the    new   works    proposed  under  the  present 
Bills,  it  is.  1  think,  obvious  that  the  absence  of 
any  definite  conclusion  as  to  general  policy  may 
render  it  less  easy  to  justify  withholding  from 
the  Companies  the  powers  which  they  are  now 
seeking." 

He  bad  quoted  these  Reports  of  tbe  offi- 
cials of  the  Londou  County  Council  iu 
order  to  show  that  the  Council  had  come 
*o  Parliament  to  oppose  these  Bills  with 
their  eyes   wide   opeu    and    practically 
against  the  advice  of  those  responsible 
^  them  for  giving  advice.     The  London 
County  Council  claimed  to  act  for  the 
County  of  London,  and  he  did  not  deny 
them  the  right  to  do  so,  but  he  did  not 
think  they  had  auy  mandate  to  take  any 
P*^rt  for   those   outside   the   Couuty   of 
London — either  in  the  Counties  of  Essex 
^^    Middlesex,   both   of   which   counties 
^ere  touched  by  these  Bills.     The  West 
Middlesex  Water  Company  had  27  square 
jniles  of  mains,  9^  of  which  only  were 
*n  the  County  of  London  and  1 7|  outside, 
*nd  yet     the   London   County   Council 
<^nae  down  and  said  not  only  that  the 
people  of  London,  but  the  unfortunate 
P<^ple  outside  the  area  of  London,  were 
^    go  without  water,  because  that  was 
''^hat  it  would  come  to  if  this  Bill  were 
""ejected.       The  London  Couuty  Council 
themselves  admitted  that  it  would  take 
^^t^TXi  15  to  20  years  before  they  could 
^atore   a    scheme   for  what  they  con- 
s^Uered  an  adequate  and  proper  supply  of 
^aterfor  London,  and  he  did   not  know 
^hat  might   happen  in  the  meantime  if 
^ue  London  County  Council,  year  after 
y^r,  came  down  to  oppose  those  who,  by 
-^ct  of  Parliament,  were  now  the  Water 
Authorities  of  London — especially  if  they 
had  such  a  summer  as  they  had  last  year 
^-because  these  works,  though  authorised 
|)j  Parliament,  could  not  be  undertaken 
immediately,  and  could  not  be  carried  to 
Iraition  without  a  considerable  lapse  of 
time.      The  hon.   Member  for   Hoxton 
referred    to   the  fact    that    tlie   London 
County    Council    were    in    treaty    with 
the    Water    Companies.       It   was    true 
that     the      London     County      Council 
made   application   to    the    Water   Com- 
panies  to    know   whether    they   would 
come  to  terms,  but  they  attached  such 
impossible  conditions  and  terms  to  their 
application     that     it     was     quite    im- 


possible that  the  Water  Companies  could 
accede  to  them.  In  the  statement  of  the 
Loudon  County  Council  which  had  been 
circulated  the  bold  assertion  was  made 
that  the  London  (]!ounty  Council  applied 
to  the  Water  Companies  to  sell  their 
undertaking  to  the  County  Council  on 
fair  and  reasonable  terms,  but  that  the 
Companies  had  combined  together  and 
declined  to  negotiate.  So  far  as  these 
two  Companies  before  the  House  were 
concerned,  that  statement  was  absolutely 
untrue.  The  Companies  had  not  declined 
to  negotiate,  but  they  had  said  very 
properly,  as  any  Water  Company  directors 
would  do  who  acted  in  the  interests  of 
their  shareholders,  that  they  had  a  fine 
property  which  they  did  not  wish  to  sell, 
but  that  if  any  proposition  were  put 
before  them  it  should  receive  their  best 
consideration.  No  proposition  of  any 
sort  or  kind  had  ever  been  put  before  the 
Water  Companies  by  the  London  County 
Council.  Until  the  County  Council  put 
their  proposal  in  a  definite  shape  and 
gave  some  figures  which  the  Water 
Companies  could  deal  with  it  was  not 
likely  they  would  come  to  terms  with 
the  Water  Companies,  and  it  was 
extremely  unfair  to  say  they  had 
offered  to  negotiate,  and  that  the 
Companies  had  declined  negotiation. 
He  would  point  out  that  in  these  appli- 
cations which  were  made  for  further 
capital  and  extended  powers  the  share- 
holders would  derive  no  benefit  what- 
ever. There  was  only  one  more  point 
which,  though  a  small  one,  should  not 
be  entirely  lost  sight  of,  and  that  wa8> 
that  the  London  County  Council  were 
adopting  what  he  might  term  a  selfish 
and  dog-in-the-manger  policy  in  this 
matter.  They  themselves  would  do  no- 
thing, and  they  asked  Parliament  to 
prevent  the  Water  Companies  doing 
anything,  which  was  very  much  on  all- 
fours  with  their  improvement  schemes. 
The  County  Council  then  came  to  Parlia- 
ment  and  said  they  would  do  nothing  in 
the  way  of  improvements  unless  they 
gave  them  "  betterment,"  and  now  they 
said  to  the  Water  Companies  they  wuld 
prevent  such  Companies  getting  any 
further  powers  unless  they  were  willing 
to  sell  their  undertakings  to  the 
Council  practically  at  the  price  of 
old  iron.  That  was  a  selfish  policy 
which,  he  was  sure,  would  not  commend 
itself  to   this   House.     It   must   be   re- 
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collected  that  this  monej  which  it  was 
proposed  to  expend  would  give  eraploy- 
meut  to  thousands  of  workiug-meu  of 
the  labour! ug  class  during  the  winter 
months  when  employment  was  difficult 
to  get.  He  maintained  that  these  Bills 
ought  to  go  to  a  Select  Committee  in 
the  ordinary  way,  so  that  the  details 
could  be  threshed  out.  The  London 
County  Council  would  have  a  full 
opportunity  of  putting  their  case  be- 
fore the  Committee,  and  they  could  ask 
the  Committee  to  deal  with  all  the  ques- 
tions which  had  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hoxton  as  to  whether  the 
expenditure  should  be  confined  to  mains, 
reservoirs,  or  filter  beds,  or  whether  less 
money  should  be  given  to  these  Com- 
panies. It  was  quite  impossible  for  this 
House— especially  with  so  much  business 
before  it — to  enter  into  details  of  this 
kind.  Even  if  the  Select  Committee 
upstairs  passed  this  Bill  as  it  was,  or 
with  amendment,  the  London  County 
Council  were  even  then  not  estopped  from 
coming  and  asking  the  House  to  reject 
the  Bill  on  the  Third  Reading.  He  threw 
aside  altogether  the  suggestion  dropped  at 
the  last  moment  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hoxton,  that  if  the  Water  Companies 
would  bow  down  to  the  London  County 
Council  and  take  out  the  essential  part  of 
the  Bill  and  confine  their  application  to 
mains  for  new  districts,  then  the  Council 
would  not  oppose  them.  He  would 
remind  the  hon.  Meml)er  and  the  House 
that  mains  alone  were  not  of  any  use  to 
a  Water  Company.  They  could  not  turn 
the  water  straight  from  the  Thames  or 
the  Lea  into  these  mains,  and  then  dis- 
tribute it  to  consumers.  They  must 
manufacture  the  water,  store  it  for  a 
reasonable  period  before  use,  and  then 
filter  it  before  it  passed  to  the  mains  for 
distribution.  He  asked  the  House  to 
adopt  the  usual  course  of  sending  these 
Bills  to  a  Committee  upstairs,  which 
was  the  only  tribunal  recognised  by  this 
House  as  capable  of  dealing  with  such 
questions. 

•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 

GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 

Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :    It  will, 

perhaps,   be  to  the   convenience   of  the 

House  if  I  rise  somewhat  early  in  this 
discussion  for  the  purpose  of  stating  what 
my  opinion  is  as  to  the  course  the  House 
should  take  in  regard  to  the  Bill  before 

Mr.  Boulnois 


us.     The  Bill  is  one  of  three  Water  Bills 
which  have  been  promoted  by  the  Water 
Companies  of  London  for  the  purpose  of 
providing   themselves    with   capital   for 
the  erection  of  very  extensive  works  to 
increase   the    supply   of    water.       Th^ 
London    County    Council    oppose    thii 
Bill  on  the  ground,  in  the  first  place,  thai 
they  have  not  yet  had  time  fully  to  con- 
sider the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion of  last  year;  that  they  ought  tohav< 
time  fully  to  consider  that  Report,  witi 
a  view  to  determining  what  shall  be  th« 
policy    in    regard   to   the   future ;  and.  ^^ 
secondly,  that  they  will  be  prejudiced  b; 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  in  their  negotii^ 
tions  with  the  Water  Companies.  I  hhy  m 
carefully  considered  the   subject  at  th^ 
Local  Government   Board,  and   I   haip^ 
come  to  the  conclusion  that   there  is 
good  deal  of  fonre  in  the  objection  of  ti 
Liondon  County  Council.      This   Bill 
identical  with  the  Bill  which   was  p 
sented    last     year — ["  No,     no  I "] 
almost  identical.     The  Bill  was  re, 
last  year  on  the  ground  that  the  Roy 
Commission  was  then  sitting,  and  it 
not  expedient  to  increase  the  powers 
the  Water  Companies  pending  the 
port  of  the  Commission.     The  Conuni^^s- 
sion,    no    doubt,    has    reported    in  tftme 
interval,  but  it  only  reported  at  the  eE^f 
of   September  last,   and  there   wm  im.o( 
time  after  that  Report  of  the  Commissioi} 
was  in    hand   for   the   London   Coaotf 
Council  to  come  to  a  decision  as  to  whmt 
should     be     done     upon    it,    to    frame 
proposals  upon  it  and  give  notice  to  this 
House  in  the  ordinary  course.     In  theM 
circumstances,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
same  policy  ought  to  prevail  this  yeer 
as  last  year,  and  that  this  Bill  ought  not 
to  be    proceeded   with    at   the   present 
moment,  but   that  further  time  ought  to 
be  ffiven  to  the  Londou  Couutv  Coancil 
to  deal  with  the  whole  subject.      The 
fact  is,  that  the    Report   of   the   Boyil 
Commission  has  made  a  new  position  in 
the  matter.     The  Royal  Commission  re- 
commended, no  doubt,  that  the  Thames 
and  Lea  Valley  water,  with  a  sufficient 
storage  and  adequate  provision  for  filtrfr* 
tion,  would   be  suited  for  many  years  to 
come  for  the  supply  of  London,  but  ther 
also  made  some  further  important  recom* 
mendations.     They  recommended  tbiti 
very  large  reservoir  should  be  erected  in 
the    Thames    Valley    near   to    Staines. 
They    recommendod  that    farther  great 
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reserroirs  should   be  made   ia   the   Lea 
Valley  ;   that  further  inspection  powers 
should  be  given  to  the  authorities  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  that  the  water  sup- 
plicMl  by   the   Companies    was  properly 
filtered.      A  further  recommendation  of 
tUe   Royal  Commission    was  that  there 
should  be  an  inspection  of  all  the  tribu- 
taries of  the  Thames  to  secure  the  water 
from  being  polluted.     On  the  other  hand, 
tbe  Royal  Commission  did  not  report  as 
to  the  cost  of  these  works.  They  did  not 
give  any  indication  as  to  what  it  would 
cost  to  provide  reservoirs,  and  they  did  not 
consider  any  of  the  schemes  which  have 
heen  suggested  as  alternative  to  those  now 
recommended.     The  schemes  which  are 
hefore  us  in  the  shape  of  the  proposals  of 
the  Water  Companies  are  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  scheme  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission.      ["  Oh  !  "]      I   believe  I  am 
fully    justified    in    saying    that.      The 
East   London  Company,  no  doubt,  pro- 
poses  to  make  a   reservoir  in  the   Lea 
▼alley,  but  the  two  other  Companies,  al- 
though they  propose  to  add  to  the  storage 
'^''orks,  do  not  propose  to  add  to  them  in 
*he  manner  indicated  by  the  Royal  Com- 
*tussion.     One  would  have  expected  that 
the  Water  Companies,  after  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission,  would  have  com- 
*>ined  together  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
Pounding  a  scheme  in  exact  accordance 
'^''ith  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission. 
They  have  not  done  so,  but  they  have 
^^h   come   to    Parliament    with    their 
*©parate  schemes  for  their  own  works  on 
*heir  own  lines  without  any  joint  action 
^ith  regard  to  the  long  future  ;  without 
'^Uking   provision   for    these    extensive 
''^aervoirs  which  were  contemplated  by 
^he   Royal    Commission,  •without    any 
Method  for  increasing  the  extension  of 
*ieir  water  and  for  ensuring  the  purity  of 
J^e  water  in  the  tributaries  of  the  Thames. 
They  have  simply  proposed  to  act  upon 
^iie  old  lines  of  each  Water  Company  ex- 
pending its  own  works  without  any  joint 
Or  combined    action   and    without    any 
Reference   to  the   great   scheme   of   the 
<^yal  Commission.     I  think,  under  these 
Circumstances,  it  is  well  worthy  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House   whether  these 
^ill0  should  be  proceeded  with  this  year. 
^D   my  opinion,  further  time  ought  to  be 
%ivea  for  the  consideration  of  the  whole 
Subject.     There  can  be  no  doubt,  in  my 
^^pinioii,  that  if  these  Bills  are  passed  the 
t^oftition  of  the  Water  Companies  will  be 


greatly  strengthened.  They  will  be  in- 
dependent of  the  County  Council,  and 
will  be  in  a  position  to  refuse  to  negotiate 
with  them.  ["  How  ?  "]  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  think  the  London 
County  Council  are  justified  in  asking  for 
further  delay,  and  the  only  question  is 
whether  that  delay  will  be  prejudicial 
to  the  interests  of  the  London  people. 
That  is  no  doubt  a  very  serious  question, 
but  1  cannot  bring  myself  to  believe  that  a 
delay  of  one  year  will  make  any  great 
difference  in  this  respect.  ["Two years!"] 
I  have  had  some  hesitation  in  coming 
to  a  conclusion  on  this  point.  But,  after 
all,  the  London  County  Council  should 
be  the  best  judge  in  these  matters.  They 
must  knew  the  wants  of  their  own  people, 
and  it  appears  to  me  when  a  great  Muni- 
cipality like  London  comes  before  this 
House  and  asks  for  delay  in  coming  to  a 
conclusion  upon  a  matter  so  vitally 
affecting  their  interests — when  they  come 
to  this  House  and  ask  that  they  may 
have  another  year  before  a  measure  of 
this  kind  is  passed  and  before  further 
concessions  are  made  to  the  London  Water 
Companies,  they  are  entitled  to  the 
patient  and  careful  hearing  of  this  House, 
and  on  the  whole  I  am  inclined  to  advise 
the  House  to  listen  to  the  demand  in 
that  respect  of  the  London  County 
Council  and  not  allow  this  Bill  to  be 
further  proceeded  with  this  year.  After 
all,  it  will  amount  only  to  a  delay  of  a 
single  year.  In  the  interval  the  London 
County  Council  will  be  in  a  position  to 
make  the  further  inquiries  which  they 
contemplate,  and  for  my  part,  while  I 
advise  this  course  to  the  House,  I  think 
it  must  be  with  this  reservation  :  1  think 
we  ought  to  expect  that  next  year  the 
London  County  Council  will  come  before 
Parliament  with  a  definite  scheme 
for  dealing  with  this  question — with 
a  definite  policy  and  definite  scheme 
which  will  be  elaborated  in  the  interval. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  think  that  the 
Water  Companies  ought  on  their  part  to 
take  advantage  of  the  interval  for  the 
purpose  of  combining  together  to  pro- 
duce a  joint  scheme  to  carry  out  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Royal  Commission 
of  last  year,  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
these  increased  reservoirs  for  the  supply  of 
water  for  London,  and  also  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  out  all  these  further  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission  for 
the   better  securing   the  purity  and  im- 


1399 


East  London 


{COMMONS} 


Water  Bill. 


1 


proving  gcuerally  the  condition  of  the 
water  supply  of  Loudon.  It  is  in  this 
view,  aud  considering  that  a  delay  of  one 
year  cannot  make  a  serious  difference  in 
the  supply  of  water  to  London,  that  I  am 
of  opinion  that  the  House  should  follow 
the  same  course  which  it  adopted  last  year, 
and  postpone  the  consideration  of  this 
important  and  vital  question  for  another 
year,  and  not  proceed  with  these  three 
Water  Bills  in  the  current  year. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  should  have  been 
astonished  at  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  taken  upon  this  occasion 
if  anything  which  the  Government  does 
were  likely  now  to  cause  astonishment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  on 
the  whole  he  is  prepared  to  recommend 
the  House  to  vote  against  these  two  Bills, 
but  there  was  a  certain  amount  of  timidity 
in  the  way  in  which  he  uttered  the 
sentence,  and  I  am  not  surprised 
at  it.  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
the  honour  to  represent  a  London 
constituency  of  consumers  of  water,  and 
I  maintain  that  they  are  as  much  entitled 
to  be  heard  as  either  the  Water  Com- 
panies or  the  London  County  Council. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  as  if  the 
matter  is  one  which  affects  the  London 
County  Council  alone.  But  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Essex  County  Council  is  im- 
ploring the  authorities  to  proceed  with 
this  Bill  ;  and  is  Essex  to  be  starved  of 
water  and  a  dangerous  delay  to  be  in- 
curred in  order  that  the  London  County 
Council  may  be  given  more  time  to 
elaborate  a  scheme  for  the  purchase  of 
the  Water  Companies  ?  I  am  not  think- 
ing of  the  Water  Companies,  but  rather 
of  the  consumers  of  water.  What  is  the 
situation  ?  What  evidence  does  the 
House  possess  that  this  delay  is  justified  ? 
Unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  pre- 
pared with  a  stronger  conviction  than  he 
appears  to  entertain  as  to  the  propriety 
of  rejecting  this  Bill  he  ought  not  to 
nin  the  serious  risk  of  delaying  these 
operations.  A.  year  is  of  enormous 
importance  when  works  of  this  kind  are 
to  be  undertaken,  and  I  protest,  on  be- 
half of  the  Metropolitan  consumers  of 
water,  against  the  delay  of  another  year 
in  a  matter  of  this  importance.  Let  it 
be  remembered  that  the  question  is  not 
whether  the  Bills  are  to  be  carried  or 
not,  but  whether  they  are  to  be  ex- 
amined or  not.     If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 

Mr,  ShaxO'Lefevre 


man  has  got  a  case  let  it  go  to  the  Selec  f 
Committee.       Let  them  go  to  a  Hybrid 
Committee,  and  let  the  whole  matter   b^ 
examined.      The  hon.  Member  for  Ho^« 
ton,  who  represents  the  London  County 
Council,  gave  us  a  good  deal  of  detailed 
information.       I    wonder  whether    any- 
one  single   Member  of  the  House  was 
able  to  follow  the  mass  of  details.    It  is 
eminently  a  question  which  must  be  ex- 
amined by  a  Select  Committee.  The  Select 
Committee  would  examine  the  question  of 
capital;  it  would  examine  the  question  of 
whether    there   is   to   be   a   dead   limb 
attached  to  the  purchase  by  the  County 
Council,  as  was  suggested  in  picturesqne 
terms  by  the  hon.  Member  who  opposes 
this  Bill.     But  do  hon.  Members  opposite 
and   does   the   Government  not  trnst  i 
Committee  ?     This  might  be  not  a  Com- 
mittee of  Metropolitan  Members,  not  a 
Committee  composed  of  those  acquainted 
with    these    matters,    but    representing 
probably  what  might  be  described  as  a 
microcosm,  a  miniature  of  the  House? 
Is  it  not  preposterous  that  a  Government 
which  makes   speech    after    speech  in     fl 
favour  of  devolution  should  encourage  a 
Debate   of   this   kind,   which   consumes 
valuable  time,  because  it  fears  to  bare 
the  question  relegated  for  inquiry  to  a 
Select  Committee  ?       The  Government 
would  have  saved  time  if  they  had  ac- 
cepted  this   proposition   and   allowed  a 
Select  Committee  to  deal  with  the  matter. 
Can  we  suspect  that  one  of  their  motives 
is  that  a  vote  of  this  House  will  he  dif- 
ferent to  what  it  will  be  on  the  Select 
Committee,  and,  at  this  moment,  when 
we  are  asked  that  Scotchmen  should  be 
allowed  to  manage  their  own  atfairs,  are 
Scotch  and  Irish   votes   to  deprive  the 
Metropolis  of  the  power  of  having  their 
water  for  another  year  ?    I  would  remind 
the   House  that   the   Chairman  of   the 
Select  Committee  last  year  appealed  to 
the  House  that  the  matter  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  and  I  think 
that,  even  then,  neither  the  Government 
nor  the  majority  listened  to  the  Chai^ 
man  of  the   Select  Committee.       No,  it 
was  to  be  referred   to  a  Committee  up- 
stairs.     If  we  are  to  be  dealt  with  in 
this    manner,     if    at     the     bidding    of 
the      County      Council  —  because     do 
not  let     us      disguise      the     fact    that 
otherwise      the      Government      would 
have  allowed  these  two  Bills  to  go  to  a 
Committee — if    this   be   so,  may  1  ask 
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those  hoD.  Members  for  Scotland  who 

think  that  Scotchmen  ought  to  manage 

their  own  affairs  to  abstain  from  taking 

part  in  the  coming  Division,  which  is  on 

a    purely   Metropolitan   question  ?     By 

their  action  we  shall  see  the  sincerity  of 

their    desire   that  each   locality   should 

manage  its   own  affairs  in  which  they 

have  interest.     I  make  the  same  appeal 

to  the  Welsh  Members  and  to  the  Irish 

Members.      Let   the   Metropolis   decide 

this  matter  for   itself,    and   if   it  is  so 

allowed   I   am   pretty  certain    how   the 

Metropolis  will  decide.     The  Metropolis 

^ill  ask  for  the  water  supply,  and  if  it 

cannot  get  the  water,  at  all  events  we 

wish  that  a  Committee  of   this   House 

should  thoroughly  inquire  into  the  whole 

of  this  matter,  and  then  thev  would  be 

prepared  to  accept  the  verdict  of  such 

Coromittee.  The  ratepayers  are  interested 

on  the  one  hand  and  the  consumers  of 

Water  on  the  other.     They  would  have 

perfect  confidence  in  the  ordinary  Forms 

of  this  House,  and  these  Bills  above  all 

others  are  not  Bills  which  ought  to  l)e 

'Ejected  upon  the  Second  Reading,  but 

'^hich  should  be  read  a  second  time  and 

^ben  referred  to  Committee. 

Mr.    J.    STEWART     WALLACE 
(Tower  Hamlets,  Limehouss)  said,  that 
We  constituency  considered  there  was  no 
^''gent  need  in  this  matter  whatever,  and 
^neu"  chief  reason  for  so  thinking  was 
J*^t  the  storage  supply  of  this  particular 
Company  was  almost  double  that  of  the 
•^^erage  storage  of  other  London  Water 
^mpanies.      Whilst    the    storage    was 
^iniost  double,  the  daily  supply  was  over 
^  per  cent,  per  head  higher  than  the 
^erage  of  the  other  Water  Companies. 
His   constituents,   therefore,   said    there 
'^as  no  urgency  whatever  in  the  matter  ; 
*nd  seeing  that  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission   had   only   been    printeil  so 
recently  the  matter  should  not  be  pressed 
farther,  because  no  public  interest  would 
be  endangered  or  imperilled  by  the  delay. 
They  considered  that  the  time  was  most 
inopportune  for  bringing  forward  such  a 
Bill,  and  seeing  that  the  London  County 
Council    would   probably  come   to  Par- 
liament and  ask  for  powers  to  enable  it 
to  be  the  Water  Authority  for  London, 
no  possible  increase   to   the   charge  of 
the    ratepayers    should    be    incurred   at 
present.     The    case   was    not    of   such 
urgency   that   the   Company   should   be 
empowered     to     raise     this     additional 


capital,  seeing  that  in  a  comparatively 
short  time  the  County  Council  might 
be  seeking  to  purchase  the  property. 
He  therefore  hoped  that  the  House 
would  oppose  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill.  He  would  like,  in  conclusion,  to 
say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  St. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  who  had 
gone  out  of  his  way  to  introduce  much 
irrelevant  matter.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  that  if  several  parties  in 
the  House  were  sincere  in  their  convic- 
tions, they  would  refrain  from  voting  on 
this  question  ;  and  he  further  declared 
that  if  the  matter  were  left  to  London, 
there  was  no  doubt  what  the  voice  of 
London  would  be.  He  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Was  not  the 
London  County  Council  the  voice  of 
London  ?  and  the  London  County  Council 
had  in  the  most  unmistakable  manner 
entered  their  protest  against  the  passing 
of  the  Bill. 

•Mr.  BANBURY  (Camherwell, 
Peckham)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  had 
stated  that  he  oppose<l  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  on  behalf  of 
his  constituency.  But  the  Bill  would 
not  affect  that  district.  Limehouse  was 
already  freely  supplied  with  water  by  the 
particular  Company  in  question ;  and  the 
district  that  would  be  affected  was  a 
division  in  Essex  which  was  not  under 
the  London  Countv  Council  at  all.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Essex  County  Council 
wrote  to  The  Times  the  other  day  con- 
demning the  London  County  Council 
opposition  to  the  Bill,  and  expressing 
the  hope  that  the  Bill  would  pass.  He 
did  not  deny  the  adequacy  of  the  water 
supply  of  the  East  London  Water 
Company  ;  but  the  Bill  was  not  to 
increase  the  source  of  the  supply  of 
water,  but  to  provide  additional  facili- 
ties for  distributing  the  water  ;  it  was  to 
increase  the  storage,  the  reservoirs,  the 
mains,  and  the  agencies  for  filtration  and 
pumping.  Out  of  the  £500,000,  £40,000 
were  to  be  expended  on  the  extension  of 
the  high  service  reservoirs  ;  £140,000  on 
the  extension  of  the  mains  ;  £80,000 
on  the  pumping  arrangements  ;  £45,000 
on  the  filtration  beds  ;  £145,000  on 
additional  reservoirs  ;  and  the  balance  of 
£50,000  was  applicable  to  the  various 
needs  of  the  Company.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limehouse  had  also  stated  that  if 
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the  £500,000  were  raised  by  the  Com- 
pauy  it  would  be  added  to  the  purchase 
money  in  the  eveut  of  the  Loudon  County 
Council  buying  out  the  Water  Com- 
panies. But  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
know  his  case  well.  He  forgot  that 
new  works  could  not  be  reproductive  at 
once,  and  that  there  was  a  clause  in 
another  Act,  applicable  to  this  Bill, 
which  compelled  the  Company  to  give 
the  profits  earned  in  the  debenture  issue 
to  the  Corporation  of  London,  the  Cor- 
poration to  hold  them  for  the  benefit  of  the 
consumers,  or  towards  providing  funds  for 
purchasing  the  Company  if  necessary.  The 
profits  did  not  go  to  the  Company  at  all, 
and  therefore  that  argument  fell  to  the 
ground.  The  hon.  Member  for  Hoxton 
also  said  that  the  Loudon  County  Coun- 
cil, when  they  purchased  the  Company, 
would  not  require  those  new  works,  and, 
as  the  hon.  Mem1>er  put  it,  ^ould  be  pur- 
chasing *'  a  dead  limb.*^  But  if  the 
County  Council  did  purchase  the  Com- 
pany, they  would  have  to  distribute  the 
water,  and  they  could  not  distribute  the 
water,  from  whatever  source  it  was  sup- 
plied, without  mains,  or  without  engines 
for  pumping  ;  they  could  not  depend  on 
a  single  main,  which  might  burst ;  and 
they  must  have  reservoirs  to  store  the 
water,  to  take  advantage  of  the  rainy 
seasons,  and  to  guard  agaiust  drought. 
He  presumed  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Hoxton  would  not  con- 
tend that  the  County  Council  would 
give  more  for  two  Water  Companies 
than  was  proposed  under  the  late 
Mr.  Smith's  scheme  ?  Very  well. 
The  late  Mr.  Smith,  in  his  proposal  for 
purchase,  in  1880,  suggested  that  the 
debenture-holders  of  the  different  Water 
Companies  should  receive  their  income 
in  Stocks  of  the  Purchasing  Authority. 
The  Purchasing  Authority  in  this  case 
would  be  the  London  County  Council. 
The  County  Council  could  raise  money 
at  a  rate  per  annum  of  £2  14s.  The 
East  Loudon  Water  Company  could  raise 
money  on  the  Debenture  Stock  at  a  rate 
per  annum  of  3  per  cent.  The  difference 
between  that  amount  was  6s.  per  annum, 
and  that  on  £500,000  was  £1,500  per 
year,  equal  to  2d.  per  annum  per  house 
over  the  whole  of  the  Company's  dis- 
trict, or,  on  30 years' purchase,  capitalised 
£45.000.  That  was  to  say,  that  in  the 
event  of  the  London  County  Council 
purchasing  the  East  London  Water  Com- 
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pany^s  business,  they  would  be  buying; 
the  actual  works  which  would  be  created 
under  the  powers  of  this  Bill  at  the 
actual  cost  of  the  works  plus  9  per  cent . 
or  £45,000  for  compulsory  purchase- 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hoxton  had  saic: 
the  district  affected  was  not  increasing 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  its  present  increa&^ 
was  at  the  rate  of  4,150  houses  p^: 
annum. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  :  I  said  the  district 
was  not  increasing,  aad  I  gave  the  exaoi 
figures  of  the  engineers  of  the  Company, 

Mr.     BANBURY    said,     that    tbe 
exact   figures    which    the  hon.  Gentle- 
man gave  applied  to  the  whole  of  the 
district  over  which  the  money  was  not 
going  to  be  spent.     The  money  was  to 
be  spent  on  the  division  in  Essex,  where 
the  number  of  houses  was  iucreasing  at 
the  rate  of  4,000  per  annum.     He  hoped 
the   House   would   pass  the   Bill — ^first, 
because    water    was    one    of   the  first 
necessaries  of  life,  and  the  Company  was 
bound   by    its   Act    of    Parliament  to 
supply  every  house  in  the  district  with 
water;    and,  secondly,    because,  if  the 
Company  was  not  permitted  to  enUrge 
its  works  in  order  to  carry  out  its  obli- 
gations to  Parliament,  its  stock  would 
be  depreciated,  and  the  London  Couotj 
Council  would  be  able  to  buy  out  the 
Company   cheaply,  which  was  tbe  lew 
motive   at  the  bottom    of   this    opposi- 
tion. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  spoken  had  given  away  the 
case  with  regard  to  the  cry  of  a  water 
famine,  when  he  said  that  tbe  pro- 
posal of  the  Bill  was  not  to  increase  the 
water  supply.  If  the  Bill  was  not  to 
increase  the  supply  of  water 

Mr.  BANBURY  :  I  said  it  was  not  to 
increase  the  source  of  the  supply. 

Mr.  BENN  said,  he  must  have  mis- 
heard the  hon.  Gentleman.  But  with  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  a  water  faminet 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  com- 
plained that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hox- 
ton had  not  gone  into  details  with  regard 
to  that  very  important  point.  The 
Company  in  their  Report  to  the  Rojal 
Commission  made  a  statement  which 
effectually  disposed  of  the  cry  of  a  water 
famine.  They  stated  that  they  had  made 
every  allowance  for  a  possible  increase  of 
supply  in  their  district ;  and  could  fur- 
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X  water  adeq ante  in  Ruppl^r  and  ex- 
eat in  quality  for  a  period  of  40 
n,  with  a  large  stirplua  margiu. 
verthelesB,  it  might  look  like  an  un- 
30DBble  tbiog  for  the  LodJod  Couoty 
ancil  to  aak  the  House  to  throw  out 

3111.  He  wouM,  tborefore,  ask  tbo 
>UBe  to  listen  to  the  Btoryof  tlie  London 
unty  Couucirs  action  in  the  matter. 
ter  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commia- 
Q,  the  County  Council  decided  to 
preach  the  Water  Companiee  in  a 
sinesslike  way  in  order  to  solve  the 
«at  question  of  the  London  water 
ipply.  They  adopted  the  following 
MolutioD,  which  contained  the  terms  on 
hich  they  were  prepared  to  buy  out  the 
Fater  Companies — 

"Thftt  negotiations  be  entered  into  for  the 
uiduwe  of  the  undertakiogB  ot  the  Water 
km^aniei,  or  one  or  more  of  them,  at  a  fait 
nd  reasODable  price,  on  the  basis  of  a 
Mre  to  purchase  and  willingness  to  sell ; 
MTJn;  TGgnnl  to  an;  circDmstances  and  statu- 
oryprorisiona  affecting  the  present  and  nro- 
peclire  position,  income,  ezpeuiliture,  liabili' 
in.  ubIigntiooB.  and  valne  of  tbe  Companies 
ttpectivety,  and  their  undertakiDgB,  Including 
a;  present  and  piobable  future  demands  for 
npntTemeiiti:  and  extensions  of  works,  and 
r  tdditional  sources  of  supply,  and  on 
ixlerstnnding  that  if  satiEfaclory  Icrma  cai 
e  natnally  ajfreed  upon,  an  application  will  be 
lade  to  Parliament  to  determine  in  what 
Maner  aiul  on  what  condition  a  transfer  to  Cht- 
'•MDcil  Hhnl!  be  arranged,  provided  that  no 
Kmopolj  right  on  the  part  of  the  Water  Com- 
Miiea  hv  recogniseii." 

[e  iiilimitted  that  that  was  a  very  fair 
asisof  negotiations  between  the  London 
'ounly  Couucil  and  the  Water  Com- 
»nie8.  He  challenged  the  bou.  Member 
>r  Peckham  to  produce  the  reply  of  the 
•ttet  London  Water  Company  to  thai 
pplication. 

Mr.   BANBURY:    I  am    ready   to 
-ply.     The  answer  is  as  follows  : — 
■•  St.  Helen's  Place,  March  lOth,  1894. 

"Sir,— I  beg  to  acknowleiige  the  receipt  oE 
Mir  letter  of  tbe  Gth  instant,  setting  out  the- 
MlDtion  recently  passed  by  the  Loniloii 
oiiDtj  Council  which  has  been  fiuiy  deliberated 
9aa  by  the  Directors  of  this  Company,  and  iu 
^ly  to  the  question  yon  ask,  I  am  to  slate  thai 
K  Directors  do  not  see  their  way  to  enter  intr) 
igotiatiouB  for  the  sale  of  their  ondertaklng  b  > 
le  London  County  Council  on  the  basi-^ 
dicated  in  the  resolution.  The  Directors, 
nreTer,  desire  me  to  add  that  if  any  ileGuitc 
td  practicable  propoaals  ate  made  (or  th<' 
itchaae  of  their  undertaking,  the;  will  be  pre- 
ired  [o  give  tbem  very  careful  oonsideration."' 

Hr.  BENN  said,  it  most  be  obvioue 
I  the  HouB6  that  the  London  Conntv 
«niicil    SDggeited    a    counter-proposal 


from  the  Water  Company,  The  County 
Council  definitely  and  clearly  stated  their 
views,  and  if  those  views  were  not  thought 
-ufficientiy  reasonable  by  the  Water 
Company  the  Company  ought  to  havecon- 
rteuteil  to  the  arbitration  tliat  was  sug- 
gested. The  London  Coimty  Couucil 
tried  to  do  what  other  County  Councils 
had  successfully  done  —  namely,  Id 
making  agreements  with  the  Water  Com- 
panies, which  agreements  had  been  sub- 
sequently rati6ed  by  tbe  House.  The 
London  County  Couucil  tried  to  bring 
ihe  Water  Companies  to  terms,  but  the 
Water  Companies  seemed  determined  to 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  London 
County  Council.  Therefore,  tbe  London 
County  Couucil  came  to  the  House  and 
asked  the  House  to  take  the  extreme 
measure  of  rejecting  the  Bill  of  the  East 
Loudon  Water  Company.  The  policy 
of  the  London  County  Council  was 
summed  up  in  the  words  used  by  Mr. 
Speaker  15  years  ago,  when  the  great 
question  of  the  London  water  supply 
was  iutroduced  by  the  late  Mr.  Henry 
Fawcett — 

"  The  ROpply  of  soch  a'neceHsityiof  lite  as 
water  shoukl  be  maintnjne<l  b;  a  Public  Rody, 
and  that  that  Public  Bod;  should  not  be  subject, 
to  the  caprice  of  commercial  considerations,  or 
the  requiremcnlsof  aharchoh<era,Jtc,an[|  to  the 
fiuctoations  of  policy  to  which  such  requiru- 

>uld  lead." 

The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  promote  a 
commercial  undertaking,  to  serve  the 
interests  of  the  shareholders,  and  not  to 
improve  the  water  supply  of  London. 
It  aimed  at  enhancing  the  value  of  the 
Company  with  a  view  to  the  ultimate 
purchase  by  the  London  County  Coun- 
cil. That  was  quite  a  common  thing  in 
the  experience  of  the  London  County 
Council.  If  a  new  street  was  to  be 
opened,  it  was  wonderful  with  what 
facility  buildiiigB  were  added  to  buildings 
in  order  that  the  compensation  might  be 
as  large  as  posMble.  He  wished  also 
to  emphasise  the  point  that  if  the  iCom- 
pany  were  allowed  to  make  this  expendi- 
ture, and  if  the  County  Council  after- 
wards purchased  the  Water  Companies, 
an  amalgamation  would,  of  course,  ensue, 
with  the  result  that  many  of  those  works 
would  be  useless.  In  conclusion,  he 
would  quote  the  words  uttered  in  1879 
by  the  late  Mr.  Henry  Fawcett,  who 
was  a  citizen  of  London — 
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will  carry  out  that  reform  in  spite  of  you  ;  at 
any  rate,  we  are  determined  that  the  people  of 
London  shall  not  for  ever  l>e  afflicted  with  the 
evils  connected  with  the  present  system  of 
water  supply." 

Mr.  grove  (West  Ham,  N.)  said 
that,  as  the  RepreseDtative   of  au  East 
London    constituency,  he  felt    bound  to 
support  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 
It  was  with  regret  he  ventured  to  oppose 
such    a  body    as    the   London    County 
Council,  for  whom  he  had  the  most  pro- 
found respect,  inasmuch  as  he  considered 
they  had  done  for  the  poor  of  London,  for 
the  dignity  of  the  Metropolis,  and  even 
for  the  beautifying  of  our  great  capital, 
more  than  any  other  Public  Body,  not 
only  in  this  Kingdom,  but  throughout  the 
whole    of    Europe.     Therefore,   it   was 
with  regret  that  he  opposed  the  London 
County  Council,  but  he  did  ,it  now  with 
thoroughness  as  equal  as  his  reluctance. 
It  was  a  curious  thing  that  the  result  of 
Water  Company  Bills  seemed  to  turn  the 
stream  of  popular  opinion  entirely.     The 
Progressive   Party    became   reactionary, 
and  the  Reactionary  Party  became   pro- 
gressive.    The  effect  of  the  water  was  to 
wash  black  white — he  did  not  object  to 
that — but   it  also   washed   white    black 
very  often.     He  thought  the  tactics  of 
the   London  County   Council    were  go- 
verned by  a  bad  and  harmful   principle. 
They    did    not   come   forward  and   say 
resolutely  that  they  would  not  have  this 
Bill.     They    first    said   that   when   the 
Royal  Commission  had  terminated  they 
would  deal  with  the  question  of  purchase. 
But  the  Royal  Commission  had  now  re- 
ported that  we  had   got  no  "  forrider " 
with  the  London  County  Council.     They 
still  delayed.     He  appealed  to  the  com- 
mon sense  of  the  House,  were  his  consti- 
tuents to  go  thirsty  because  the  London 
County   Council  could  not  make  up  its 
mind  ?     Were  his  constituents  also  to  go 
dirty  ?     This  was  the  second  year  of  h 
great  drought,  and  if   there  was  a  con- 
tinuation of  droughts,  which  was  not  at 
all  unlikely,  there  would  be  a  great  danger 
to  the  health  of   his  constituency,  which 
numbered  nearly  224,000  people,  if  the 
supply  of  water  was  not  adequate   and 
ample.     Thej  had  heard  a  great  deal  of 
theory  from  the  London  County  Council. 
Let  him  give  one  ounce  of  practice.     As 
the  Representative  of   the  constituency, 
W'est    Ham,  North,  he  frequently  heard 
not  only  from  the  traders  and  manufac- 
turers that  the  supply  of  water  was  not 
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sufficient  to  carry  on  trade  and  busines 

but  he  heard  from  the   poor,  whom  b 

was  proud  to  represent,  that  they  wen 
also     in     danger     of      being      starved 
He    thought    that    statement     of    fac 
ought   to   go   a   long   way   against  thi 
arguments  of  the  London  County  Council 
He  was  glad  to  see  that  the  introdnctioi 
of  the  Bill  had  had  a  good  effect.   It  hsm 
made  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Meim 
her  for  St.  George's,  Hanover  Square,  s 
thorough  Home  Ruler.     He  would  poia 
out  also  that  West  Ham  was  outside  tlk* 
area  of   the   London    County   ConocLI 
They  should  not  presume  to  dictate  tc 
the  London  County  Council,  controlleci 
as  it  was  by  eminent  men — [^A  laugh] — 
he    spoke    seriously  —  if    the    London 
County  Council  confined  themselves  to 
the  area  of  their  own  jurisdiction.  What 
right  had  the  London  County  Council  to 
go  to  a  place  like  Essex,  and  to  West  Ham, 
North  and  South,  and  say,  "  We  shall 
manage  your  water  affairs  as  well  as  the 
water  aff'airs  of  the  Metropolis  ?  "    Le^ 
the  London  County  Council  manage  their 
own  affairs  in  the  Metropolis  as  brilliantl/ 
and  ably  as  in  the  past,  but  let  them  not 
interfere  in    the  concerns  of  areas  OTff 
which    they   had   no   jurisdiction.    He 
would  put  it  to  hon.  Members  from  the 
Sister   Island,    who   may  possibly  cast 
their  vote  against  the  East  London  Water 
Company,  how  would  they  like  it  if  the 
London  County  Council  went  to  DubliD 
and  said,  "We  shall  manage  your  water 
affairs  in  such  and  such  a  way  "  ?    Th»t   , 
was   the   case  of  the    people  of  West 
Ham,     and    they     insisted    that    tbej 
should  have  the  right  to  manage  their 
own    affairs    unintruded   upon    by  the 
London  County  Council.    It  was  Ivecause 
he  looked  upon  the  action  of  the  London 
County  Council  as  an  unjust  usurpation 
that  he  supported  the  Bill.     He  spoke 
entirely  in  the  interest  of  his  constituents 
numbering  224,000,  and  not  in  the  interest 
of  the  East  London  Water  Company.  In 
fact,  if  the  Bill  were  read  a  second  time, 
he   intended,   if  in  Order,    to  move  as 
an  Instruction   to   the  Committee  that 
in     the     event     of     the     purchase    of 
the   Water   Company    by    the   London 
County  Council — which  he  hoped  would 
come   to   pass — the   shares  now  issued 
should  be    purchased    at   par    and  not 
at  an  increased  value.     That  would  re- 
move many  of  the  objections  which  the 
London    Coanty   Council  had  brought 
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foi  ^  lutt.    He  felt  it  to  be  a  matter  of 

unp^ortaoce  that  a  Companj  which  might 

po»^iblj  be  purchased  od   behalf  of  the 

people   should   uot   be  overloaded  with 

capit;al ;  but  because  he  also  felt  that  the 

Loa<loQ  County  Couucil  was  eucroachiug 

on  ±hke  rights  of  bodies  over  which  thej 

bad   no  control,  he  would  cast  his  vote  in 

favour  of   the    Second   Reading  of  the 

•Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  said, 
he  sympathised  with  the  notion  of  the 
Water  Companies  being  purchased  bj  a 
Water  Trust  representative  of  the  County 
Councils  concerned,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  some    day   that  object   would    be 
effected.      The  point  however  was,  what 
was  to  be  done  in  the  meantime  ?     The 
hon.  Member  for  Hoxton  had  said  they 
must  march  with  the  times  ;   but  in  that 
march  not  even  Water  Companies  must 
8tand  still.      For  fear  of  damaging  the 
pablic  iuterest  concerned,  aud  tbe  supply 
of  water,  he  thought  the  whole  matter 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
where  the  London  County  Conncil  could 
oppose  as  much  as  they  liked,  and  pro- 
hably  with  success  ;   and  there  would  be 
•n  opportunity  for  considering  whether 
too  much  power  was  being  given  to  the 
Company,  or  too  large  an  addition  made 
to  the  capital  of  tbe  Company.     On  the 
<>ther  hand,  to  deprive  a  Private  Com- 
pftny  of  the  right  of  placing  their  case 
^ore  a  Select  Committee  would  be  to 
^feat  the  Constitutional  principle  that 
^erybody   should  be  able  to  put  their 
^e  before  a  proper  tribunal.      It  was 
•il  very  well   for   the   London   County 
Council  to  say  that  they  were  only  going 
to  oppose  tbe  Bill  for  a  year  :  but  this 
iQatter  would  probably  go  on  for  10  years. 
It  involved   so   many  County   Councils 
«Qd  such   large   water  schemes  that  it 
could    not    be    settled    in    12    months. 
Therefore,     to     prevent     injustice      to 
ihe  Company   and   any   danger   to   the 
pablic  water  supply,  the  matter  should 
go  before  a  Select  Committee. 
•Mr.    CAINE    (Bradford,    E.)    said, 
the  authority  which  was  responsible  for 
the  supply  of  water  to  the  Metropolis 
was     the     various    Water    Companies. 
These  Companies  might  be  all  that  bad 
been  said  of  them,  but  the  fact  was  that 
London  was  going  to  get  its  water  from 
them  in  the  immediate  future,  and  there 
was  no  other  source  of  supply.     If  the 
County  Conncil  had  brought  forward  a 


'  scheme,  or  if  there  was  a  scheme  which 
the  House  could  look  upon  as  sound  and 
practical,  he  would  vote  for  its  considera- 
tion. He  had  voted  against  this  Bill 
last  year,  but  he  should  now  vote  for  it 
being  sent  upstairs,  as  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  was  known.  The  Water 
Companies  who  were  responsible  for  the 
supply  of  water  must  from  time  to  time 
send  to  Parliament  for  sanction  of 
schemes,  otherwise  water  could  not  be 
supplied.  Therefore,  he  thought  that, 
whatever  might  be  the  faults  of  the  Bill 
— and  there  were  a  great  many,  no  doubt, 
in  it — the  Water  Companies  were  en- 
titled to  the  opportunity  of  showing 
before  a  Committee  whether  the  scheme 
they  brought  forward  was  right  and 
necessary.  The  London  County  Council 
could  be  heard  before  the  Committee. 
They  could  bring  forward  all  the  evidence 
they  had  brought  forward  to-day — care- 
ful and  deliberate  evidence,  not  mere 
statements.  It  would  be  hard  on  the 
Water  Companies  if  the  powers  they 
desired,  rightly  or  wrongly,  to  acquire 
should  be  refused  at  the  dictum  of  the 
London  County  Council.  He  trusted 
that  before  long  either  the  London 
County  Council  or  the  Government 
would  mature  a  scheme  ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, the  Government  does  not  seem  to 
have  made  up  its  mind,  and  the  County 
Council  has  also  failed  to  make  up  its 
mind.  Therefore,  he  thought  it  hard  that 
the  only  powers  which  now  existed  for 
supplying  London  with  water  should  be 
put  a  stop  to  by  the  London  County 
Council.  When  the  Committee  had  con- 
sidered the  Bill,  and  had  put  into  it 
powers  for  obtaining  capital,  an  oppor- 
tunity would  be  afforded  to  the  County 
Council  for  bringing  the  subject  again 
before  the  House  when  the  Bill  came  up 
for  Third  Reading. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar) 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down,  although  perhaps  not  directly 
interested  in  this  particular  Bill,  spoke  as 
a  Director  of  the  New  River  Company. 

•Mr.  CAINE  said,  it  was  true  he  was 
a  Director  of  the  New  River  Company, 
but  he  only  sat  upon  the  Board  as  repre- 
senting an  Insurance  Company.  He  had 
no  personal  interest  whatever  in  the 
New  River  Company,  and  he  might  say 
that  whatever  fees  he  had  received  he 
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had  parted  with  to  his  InsuraDce  Com- 
pany. 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  said,  that  in  regard 
to  these  matters  they  wanted  Water 
Companies  and  Insurance  Companies, 
and  all  interests  represented  in  Debate  in 
the  House.  He  had  only  intended  the 
House  to  understand  that  his  hon.  Friend 
was  connected  with  one  of  the  interests 
represented  in  the  Debate.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  especially  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square,  did  not  quite  appreciate 
the  position  taken  up  by  hon.  Members 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House. 
They  argued  the  case  for  the  Bill  as  a 
question  of  detail,  as  a  matter  for  ex- 
amination by  a  Committee.  That  was 
entirely  contrary  to  the  position  which 
he,  in  common  with  the  other  opponents 
of  the  Bill,  took  up.  They  contended 
that  this  was  not  a  question  of  the  merits 
of  the  particular  scheme,  but  a  question 
of  priuciple,  as  to  whether,  before  there 
had  been  an  opportunity  of  the  County 
Council  considering  the  water  supply  as 
a  v/hole,  these  somewhat  smaller  matters 
should  be  dealt  with  and  decided  by  a 
Committee  of  the  House.  What  was  the 
actual  position  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House  ?  The  Water  Companies  were 
coming  for  powers  for  a  further  capital 
expenditure  of  £1,750,000,  and  the  House 
was  entitled  to  say  that  before  such  an 
enormous  additional  expenditure  was 
sanctioned  there  should  be  a  proper 
opportunity  of  considering  the  whole 
question  of  the  London  water  supply. 
The  Royal  Commission  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  report  whether  any  fresh 
water  supply  was  required  for  London, 
and  as  to  the  best  way  of  providing  it. 
The  ease  stood  in  much  the  same  position 
as  last  year,  for  the  Commission  had  only 
recently  reported,  and  the  County  Coun- 
cil had  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  question  as  a  whole. 
Until  the  Council  had  had  that  oppor- 
tunity, it  was  only  right  that  no  large 
expenditure  should  be  carried  out  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  ultimate  settlement.  All 
that  was  asked  was  that  until  that  oppor- 
tunity was  afforded  —  an  opportunity 
which  the  appointment  of  the  Royal 
Commission  was  intended  to  give — no 
large  expenditure  of  the  kind  contem- 
plated in  the  Bill  should  take  place  to 
prejudice  the  ultimate  settlement  of  the 
question  of  the  London  water  supply. 

Mr,  Caine 


Mr.  R.  G.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras, 
E.)  said,  the  storage  works  proposed  in 
the  Bill  were  recommended  by  the  Royal 
Commissioners  as  immediately  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.   S.  BUXTON    said,   that  what 
the  Royal  Commissioners  recommended 
was  that  extended  storage  works,  mains, 
and  so  on,  were   required  in   London,  a 
thing  which  no  one  for  a  moment  deuied. 
He   did   not   think,    however,   that  the 
Royal  Commission  specifically  stated  that 
the  particular  storage  works  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  referred  were  required.   It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  object  of  the  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  by  a  Royal  Com- 
mission was  to  give  an  opportunity  for 
the    consideration   of  the  subject  as  a 
whole.     He  understood  that  the  Conncil 
were  ready  to  consent  to  any  reasonable 
proposal  with  regard  to  mains  and  reser- 
voirs shown  to  be  urgent,  but  that  they 
were  not  ready  to  assent  to  such  an  enor- 
mous expenditure  as  that  proposed  in  tb^ 
Bill,  believing  that  it  would  have  the  re- 
sult of  prejudicing  the  general  qaestiod* 
He  did  not  think  that  the  delayof  a  je^r 
would  matter,  and  if  the  Bill  came  tip 
next  year  and  the  County  Council  w«** 
not  then  in  a  position  to  say  what  ih0f 
would  do,  not  having  decided  upon  a  lin^ 
of  policy,  he,  for  one,  would  support  tb© 
Bill.     If  the  Companies  had  been  able  to 
carry  on  for  25  years  without  coming  to 
Parliament,    they     could     surely    wai^ 
another  1 2  months.     He  appealed  to  tb^ 
House  if  any  great  Corporation  in  tb^ 
Kingdom,  representing  a  large  body  oi 
ratepayers,  asked  for  a  year's  delay  t^ 
such    an    important   matter,   would  tb^ 
House  for  a  moment  deny  the  claim  ? 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  he  would  not  trouble  the  Hoitfe 
long.  He  would  not  have  troubled  it  it 
all  had  it  not  been  for  an  extraordioarj 
observation  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite.  He  could  not 
help  saying  that  the  reference  made  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tower  Hamlets— he 
might  call  it  the  sneering  reference— 0 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  wift 
most  uncalled  for.  Coming  from  the 
Government  Bench  and  spoken  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  and  when  the  bosi 
Member  for  Bradford  had  told  them  b^ 
a  few  minutes  before  that  he  had  votfli 
against  the  Second  Reading  of  the  BH 
last  year,  such  a  reference  was  unwortbjt 
suggesting  as  it  had  done  that  the  hot* 
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Member's  TOte  was  influenced  bj  his 
oonnection  with  the  New  River  Com  pan  j. 
He  would  point  out,  after  the  details  of 
the  Bill  had  been  considered  in  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  the  Preamble  would  have 
to  be  proved.  What  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  He  suggested  that  this 
Bill  was  really  promoted  in  order  to  inflate 
the  value  of  the  shares  of  the  Company 
in  view  of  possible  purchase.  What  was 
the  expenditure  proposed  under  the 
BUI? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  No,  no. 
Sir    R.    WEBSTER    said,   that   ho 
tiiought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
Aclopted  the  suggestion.     If  he  had   not, 
lie  (Sir  R.  Webster)  withdrew  the  state- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  St.  George's 
^IMr.  Benn)  had  made  a  distinct  state- 
ment that  the  proposed  expenditure  was 
not  required  in  order  to  enable  the  Water 
Company  to  fulfil    its   statutory  obliga- 
tions,  but   to   inflate   the   value   of  the 
shares.       No   doubt   the   hon.    Member 
would  be  candid  enough  to  stand  to  his 
^ns  when  that  fact  was  stated.     What 
was  the  expenditure  which  would  take 
place  under  the  Bill  ?     It  involved  three 
things — reservoirs,  filtration,  and  mains. 
How  possibly  could  reservoirs,  filtration, 
Md  mains  inflate  the  capital  of  the  Com- 
pany ?     He  spoke  with  some  knowledge 
on  this  subject,  although  he  regretted  to 
«*y  he  had  not  6d.  in  any  Water  Com- 
pany in  London.     Anyone  who  said  that, 
JD  a  drought  such  as  that  of  last  summer, 
^  a  Water  Company  found  itself  unable 
fo  supply  siffficient  water  to  its  consumers 
^t  could  go  .and  obtain  it  from  its  source 
of  supply,   knew   very  little  about  this 
business,    however    learned     he    might 
be  in    other    matters.      No    one    must 
unagine    that   a  Water  Company  could 
dispense  with  ample  storage  reservoirs. 
He  ventured   to  say  that  if  any  Water 
€k>mpany  did  not  maintain  an  ample  and 
increasing  surplus  of  storage  reservoirs, 
it  did  not  do  its  duty  to  its  constituents, 
judging  from  the  experience  of  the  past. 
Then,  as  to  mains,  expenditure  in  this 
direction   did  not   mean  putting  money 
into  the  earth  which  would  not  earn  a 
return.   The  Directors  were  not  such  fools 
«8  to  do  a  thing  of  that  sort.     It  meant 
that  in  those  districts  growing  by  their 
thousands    it    was    absolutely   essential 
tliat  mains  and  supply  pipes  should  be 
laid  down,  so  that  the  consumers  could 
get  a  proper  supply.     But  the  burning 
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question  had  been  whether  or  not  there 
had  been  sufficient  and  proper  filtration  ; 
and  in  order  to  keep  the  supply  of  water 
in  proper  condition  it  was  only  the  duty 
of  the  Water  Companies  to  maintain 
filtration  in  the  highest  state  of  efficiency. 
These  were  the  questions  on  which  the 
Water  Company  had  to  justify  their  pro- 
posals before  the  Committee.  If  the 
County  Council  had  any  real  case  against 
the  Company,  the  proper  place  to 
examine  into  it  was  before  a  Select 
Committee,  where  the  witnesses  who 
supported  it  could  be  cross-examined. 
A  point  which  had  been  overlooked  was 
this  :  He  should  like  to  know  on  what 
ground,  either  of  principle  or  otherwise, 
the  London  County  Council  had  a  right 
to  say  to  the  inhabitants  of  Essex  they 
should  not  have  the  improved  water 
supply  they  desired,  and  which  this  Bill 
proposed  to  give  them  ?  What  had 
been  the  principle  which  had  been 
recognised  over  and  over  again  ?  Why, 
that  each  locality  should  supply  itself 
with  water  and  have  control  over  its 
water  supply.  They  had  had  that  at 
Stockton,  Middlesbrough,  and  at  Bir- 
mingham, and  in  regard  to  this  Bill  the 
Loudon  County  Council  were  arrogating 
to  themselves  a  position  they  had  no  right 
to  assume,  and  for  which  there  was  no 
precedent.  He  trusted  that,  whatever 
might  be  done  in  Committee  and  when 
the  Bill  came  back  to  the  House,  in  the 
name  of  fair-play  and  justice  it  would  now 
be  read  a  second  time.  Otherwise  an  im- 
pression would  go  forth  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  opposed  the  Second 
Reading  because  they  could  count  on  a 
majority  in  the  House  which  they  could 
not  count  upon  after  the  Bill  had  been 
examined.  Under  the  circumstances,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  sec  that  the 
whole  question  was  examined  and  sifted, 
and  this  could  only  take  place  before  a 
competent  Committee,  constituted  as  they 
liked,  where  witnesses  were  examined. 

Mr.  CAINE  said  that,  with  the  indulg- 
ence of  the  House,  he  would  observe  that 
he  had  not  taken  the  remark  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  S.  Buxton)  in  the  sense  in 
which  it  had  been  understood  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Wight  (Sir  R.  Webster). 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal 
Green,  S.W.)  said,  he  desired  to  say  a 
word  or  two  in  reply  to  the  remarks  which 
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had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Ham.  The  hon.  Member  had  made 
an  appeal  well  calculated  to  impress  the 
Houseoubehalf  of  his  conBtituents,  whom, 
he  said,  suffered  from  a  scanty  supply  of 
water.  The  hon.  Member  had  asked  if 
his  constituents  were  to  be  thirsty  and 
dirty  because  the  London  County  Council 
could  not  make  up  its  mind.  It  was 
quite  true  that  the  people  of  West  Ham 
had  suffered  wrong,  and  had  complained 
of  their  water  supply.  The  London 
County  Council  knew  the  reason.  Com- 
plaints having  been  made  to  the  Council 
as  to  the  mysterious  scantiness  of  water, 
they  made  investigation  into  the  matter, 
and  found  that  it  had  been  the  practice  ot 
the  East  London  Water  Company  to  in- 
sert  a  plug  in  the  pipe  supplying  the 
cisterns  so  that  the  water  merely  dribbled 
into  them.  In  individual  cases  where 
complaint  was  made  the  Company  re- 
moved the  plugs,  but  had  the  unparalleled 
impudence  to  charge  the  customer  with 
the  cost  of  the  removal. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
he  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  from 
the  point  of  view  of  his  constituents  the 
inhabitants  of  Essex.  He  failed  to 
understand  the  interest  taken  in  the  water 
supply  of  his  constituents  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hoxton,  seeing  that  for 
every  100  persons  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Loudon  County  Council  supplied 
by  this  Water  Company  there  were  1 ,000 
people  supplied  outside  that  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  mistaken.  For  every  one 
person  supplied  in  the  Essex  district  two 
were  supplied  in  the  district  of  the 
London  County  Council. 

Major  RASCII  said,  that  his  infor- 
mation was  exactly  the  reverse.  They 
all  knew  that  the  object — the  plan  of 
campaign — of  the  County  Council  in 
taking  so  much  interest  in  the  water 
supply  of  the  people  of  Essex  was  to 
cripple  the  Water  Company,  so  as  to  be 
able  to  buy  it  up  at  half-price.  The 
Company  had  been  prohibited  from 
takiug  any  more  water  from  the  Lea,  and 
they  could  not  construct  reservoirs  with- 
out further  capital.  He  had  been  Chair- 
man of  a  Water  Company  for  10  years, 
and  had  some  intimate  knowledge  of  the 
subject.  The  matter  was  very  simple. 
The  Royal  Commission  had  interdicted 
the  East  London  Water  Company  from 
taking  more  water  from  the  River  Lea, 
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and  therefore  the  Company  had  to  coi 
struct  fresh  storage  reservoirs.  Tb: 
they  could  not  do  without  raising  fres 
capital.  Even  the  London  Count 
Council  would  be  unable  to  do  so.  Wb] 
with  betterment,  worsement,  taxation  < 
land  values,  and  looking  after  tl 
morality  of  music  halls  the  people 
Essex  thought  the  London  Couai 
Council  had  their  hands  too  full  alread 
and  that  they  would  do  well  to  mit 
their  own  business  and  leave  the  Count 
of  Essex  alone.  He  should  vote  for  th 
Bill. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  (Donegal,  E.)  said 
he  should   support  the     Bill.     He  fell 
some  diiBculty  in  taking  that  course,  as 
he  should  naturally  be  inclined  to  support 
the  County  Council.     He  also  found  it  a 
difficulty  in  supporting  a   cause  cliam- 
pioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  St.  George's  (Mr.  GoscheD), 
who   had  said  that    he  thought   Scotch 
Members — and,  he  supposed,  Irish  Mem- 
bers— should  not  interfere  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  was  imderstood  to 
say  that  he  had  no  objection  to  their 
voting  on  this  Bill,  but  that  he  thoaght 
there  should  be  reciprocity. 

Mr.  A.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  when 
English    Members    left    Irish    businew 
alone,  Irish  Members  would  leave  English 
business   alone.      He    could  only  regrrt 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  it  so 
difficult  for   an    Irishman  to  support  a 
cause   which    he    advocated.     He  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  would  wish  to  help  the  London 
County   Council    within    the  sphere  of 
their  jurisdiction,  but  he  could  not  follow 
them  into  Essex,  when  he  found  that  the 
Council  for  that  county  were  supporting 
the  other  side.     As  an  Irish  Member  he 
might  remind  the  House  that  there  was* 
larger  Irish  population  in  London  than  in 
Dublin,  and  that  a  large  portion  of  that 
population  was  in  the  district  affected  by 
this  Bill.     It  was  for  the  sake  of  the 
poor  who  lived  in  the  small  houses  of  the 
district  to  whom  a  good  and  a  promp 
supply  of  water  was  of  the  first  import 
ance  that  he  supported  the  Bill. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  said,  it  wa 
baldly  worth  while  going  into  the  merit 
of  the  arguments  which  had  l>een  ad 
vanced,  or  even  into  the  details  of  th 
Bill.  But  he  would  like  to  reply  to  tb 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  foi 
North  West  Ham,  who  had  suggested 
that  the  London  County  Council  were  ii 
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'^our  of  dilatory  tactics  in  this  matter, 
1   that  thej   had    not   submitted   auj 
leme  to  the  Water  Companies.     Now 
ventured  to  deny  that,  and  to  assert 
at  the  hon.  Member  in  this  matter  did 
<t  represent  his  constituency  :  be  sim- 
7  spoke  the  views  of  a  few  officials  who 
kppened  to  agree  with  the  views  of  the 
ater  Companies.  What  were  the  facts  ? 
t  the  end  of  a  long  and  exhaustive  in- 
liry  the  Royal  Commission  reported  in 
eptember   last.      That  Report  did  not 
»ch  the  London  County  Council  until 
ovember,  and  practically  was  not  sub- 
mitted to  the  Council  until  the  beginning 
f  the  present  year.     Thereupon  a  Com- 
littee,  assisted  by  the  able  engineer  of 
le  Council  and  other  officials,  drew  up 
counter  Report,  which  had  just  been 
irculated,  and  which  would  be  found  to 
eal  with  the  matter  on  fair  and  reason- 
ble  lines.     In  the  circumstances,  it  did 
lot  seem  to  him  that  it  was  unreasonable 
0  ask  that  the  Bill  should  be   read  a 
econd  time  that  day  six  months.     The 
ilssex  people  had  compelled  the  London 
bounty  Council  to  take  over  a  large  part 
f  their  main  drainage  system,  and   now 
pparently  wished  to  dictate  the  condi- 
ions    under    which    the    water    works 
hould  be  purchased.    The  attitude  of  the 
government  was,  in  his  opinion,  right, 
t'he  House  ought  not  to  allow  the  Mem- 
bers for  Essex  to  dictate  to  5,000,000 
>eople  the  conditions  for  the  purchase  of 
liese  water  works.     The  hon.  Member 
or  North  West  Ham  had  no  right  to  ask 
^^  London  County  Council  to  be  the 
^rvant  of  Essex  in  respect  of  the  un- 
pleasant parts  of  it«  municipal  work,  and 
^  deny   it  equal   rights  in  determining 
inder  what  conditions  the  water  works 
ihould   be   purchased.      If   the   London 
iJounty  Council  were  to  pay  the  piper 
hey  ought  at  any  rate  to  be    allowed 
0   call    the    tune.       He    thought    the 
rovernment  had  adopted  a  sensible  and 
arrect     view.       They    said     that    the 
ondon  County  Council,  representing  as 
did  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
3ople  of  London,  was  not  unreasonable 
asking  that  the  Bill  should  be  rejected, 
leing  that  as  yet  it  had  had  no  time  to 
msider  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
on,  and  that  until  a    definite  decision 
id  been  arrived  at  the  Directors  of  the 
Tater  Companies  and  a  few  Members 
>r  Essex  ought  not  to  be  allowed   to 
ictate  to  5,000,000  of  people  as  to  the 


conditions  under  which  they  would  pur- 
chase the  water  works. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
many  minutes,  but  I  wish  to  say  a  word 
or  two  on  the  general  principle  involved. 
Perhaps  I  should  preface  my  observa- 
tions by  saying  that  I  am  not  a  share- 
holder in  any  Water  Company,  and  that 
I  speak  merely  as  a  ratepayer  of  London 
who  has  learned  very  much  from  pro- 
vincial experience.    What  is  the  position 
of  affairs  ?     Sooner  or  later  the  London 
County   Council  are    bound    to    decide 
whether  or  not  they  will  purchase  the 
property  of  the  Water  Companies,  and  I 
hope  that  they  will  purchase.     Up  to  the 
present,  however,  they  have  not  come  to 
any  decision,  neither  is  there  any  power 
which  can  force  them  to  come  to  a  deci- 
sion within  a  reasonable  period,  and  the 
question   for  consideration    is   whether, 
until  they  shall  have  arrived  at  a  final 
determination,   no   Water    Company    in 
London  is  to  be  permitted  to  increase  its 
capital?     The  London  County  Council 
does   put  forward  a  most  exaggerated 
claim  in  regard  to  the  water  question. 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
says  a  similar  demand  by  a  Provincial 
Corporation  has  never  been  refused.     I 
say    unhesitatingly    that   never    has    a 
similar  demand  for  delay  been  granted 
on  the  application  of  any  Municipality. 
Birmingham  has  some  knowledge  of  the 
ways  of   the   Loudon   County   Council. 
When  Birmingham  asked  for  power  to 
obtain    a    supply    of    water    from    the 
Welsh     hills,    saying     that     within    a 
short   time   the    town   would    probably 
suffer  from  drought,  the  London  County 
Council     opposed     the     scheme,     and 
averred  that  the  statement  was  untrue. 
They  said  there  would  be  no  drought, 
but  there  was,  which  showed  how  little 
reliance  could  be  placed  on  their  scientific 
knowledge.  The  County  Council  opposed 
the  scheme,  asking  for  time  to  enable  them 
to  decide  whether  they  might  not  them- 
selves require  the  particular  water  supply 
which  Birmingham  had  selected.     The 
County  Council   should  make  up   their 
minds  to  deal  with  the  matter  now  under 
consideration  fairly  and  speedily.     Their 
demand  for  delay  is  monstrous.    The  hon. 
Member  referred   to  the  experience  of 
Birmingham.      Has  he  taken  the  trouble 
to  find  out  what  that  experience  was  ? 
I  negotiated  the  purchase  of  the  water 
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works  there.  What  did  we  do  ?  We 
(the  Corporation)  asked  th«m  to  come  to 
terms.  We  were  unahle  to  do  so.  We 
then  stated  what  price  we  were  prepared 
to  give,  and  asked  the  House  for  com- 
pulsory powers  of  purchase  on  those 
terms.  That  application  was  refused. 
We  were  told  to  go  hefore  an  arbitrator, 
and  by  agreeing  to  terms  we  saved  the 
expenses  of  an  arbitrator. 

Mr.  BENN  :  That  is  precisely  the 
course  the  London  County  Council  pro- 
pose. I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  find  our  terms  are  identical  with  those 
adopted  at  Birmingham. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  think  I 
have  been  unnecessarily  interrupted.  I 
undertake  to  say  that  if  the  representa- 
tives of  the  London  County  Council  are 
prepared  to  make  the  East  London  Water 
Company  the  same  offer  that  was  made 
to  the  Birmingham  Water  Company  by 
the  Municipality  it  will  be  accepted. 
The  right  course  is  for  the  London 
County  Council  to  make  up  their  minds 
as  to  what  is  the  fair  value  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  East  London  Water  Com- 
pany, and  to  make  an  offer  accordingly. 
If  the  terms  are  refused  by  the  Water 
Company  let  the  County  Council  then 
come  to  Parliament  and  ask  for  official 
powers.  If  they  do  that  I  will  support 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill.  I  think 
it  is  monstrous  that  before  taking  this 
course  they  should  seek  to  interfere  with 
every  scheme  for  the  extension  of  the 
water  supply.  I  think  they  have  had 
time  to  make  up  their  minds.  I  have 
never  known  a  Bill  to  be  dealt  with  in 
this  way  before.  I  must  say  that  it  is  a 
most  dangerous  precedent  that  a  Private 
Bill  should  be  dealt  with  in  this  House 
upon  political  considerations. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — ^Ayes  228  ;  Noes 
227.— (Division  List,  No.  14.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

THAMES  CONSERVANCY  BILL. 
CBy  Order.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•Sir  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Mid- 
dlesex, Uxbridge),  in  moving  the  Second 

Mr,  J,  Chamberlain 


Reading,  said,  the  Bill  sought  to  et 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Conservato 
the  Thames.  The  condition  had  bee 
posed  upon  them  that  if  they  did  not 
in  a  Bill  this  year  the  London  C< 
Council  would  bring  in  one  next 
and  the  result  of  the  compromise  ai 
at  had  been  that  the  Thames  Cc 
vators  had  brought  in  the  Bill  of  i 
he  had  the  honour  of  moving  the  S< 
Reading,  The  great  point  in  its  fi 
was  that  it  would  do  away  with  nc 
than  32  existing  Acts  by  which  the 
servators  were  governed,  going  ba< 
far  as  the  reign  of  James  I.  The 
though  not  approved  by  the  Ix 
County  Council,  deals  with  the  r 
sentation  on  the  Board  of  the  Cg 
vancy,  which  the  London  County  ( 
cil  desired  to  have  a  larger  propo 
on  the  ground  that  the  represent 
should  be  in  proportion  to  the  po 
tion.  The  promoters  of  the  Bill 
sidered  that  the  riparian  owners 
others  in  the  upper  part  of  the  river 
as  great  an  interest  in  the  Tham( 
those  in  the  lower  part,  and  the 
would  commend  itself  to  all  fair-mi 
people,  because  it  gave  fair  repress 
tion  to  those  who  were  interested  in 
upper  and  lower  portions  of  the  Tha 
A  great  many  Petitions  had  beenprese 
against  the  Bill,  and  many  of  t 
were  in  reference  to  the  representi 
on  the  Board.  It  was  recognised 
the  Board  had  been  well-managed 
their  Chairman ;  but  he  ventured  to 
in  reference  to  the  suggestion  thai 
Board  should  consist  of  100  mem 
that  it  would  be  practically  unworl 
if  the  representation  upon  it  wer 
creased  beyond  from  25  to  30.  Then 
regard  to  pollution  of  the  river, 
was  no  doubt  they  asked  for 
powers  in  that  respect ;  but  he  the 
those  clauses  in  the  Bill  were  of  a  r 
too  arbitrary  character  and  ought  t 
modified.  The  larger  proportion  o 
Petitions  lodged  against  the  Bill  ref 
to  the  question  of  pollution,  and 
cient  powers  in  that  respect  mu: 
given,  but  he  hoped  that  the  cl 
for  that  purpose  would  be  made 
satisfactory  alike  to  the  agricu 
interest  and  the  public.  Strong  objc 
had  been  taken  to  the  inclusion  o 
tributaries  of  the  Thames.  The  p< 
of  the  Sanitary  Authorities  woul 
brought  into  operation  in  regard  t( 
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^:aon   of  the  River  Thames  where  the 
^xiservators  had  not  considered  that  to 
part  of  their   duty,  the  surrounding 
^Yintj  Councils   having   hitherto   held 
cslc    from    the    Conservancy.      Those 
^mases  the  Conservators  were  quite  wiil- 
^   to  have  threshed  out  in  Committee, 
cil   they  hoped  the  result  would  be  that 
B     water  of   the  river  would   be   kept 
.i^fce  pure,  yet  without  interfering  with 
^   agricultural  counties  and  interests  in 
^    future   more   than  they  had  in  the 
wst.      The   great   point   was   that   the 
o^wrers  proposed  to  be  given  with  regard 
0    pollution  were  larger  than  they  were 
)e€ore  ;  but  if  it  were  desired,  the  Con- 
iervators  were   willing  to  give  up  the 
proposal  mentioned,  and  the  course  taken 
by  them  would,  he  believed,  to  a  great 
extent   disarm   opposition    to    the   Bill. 
With  regard  to  finance,  the  proposal  was 
for  amalgamation    in   reference    to    the 
upper  and  lower  portions  of  the  Thames, 
80  that  the  whole  river  would  be  under 
one  system  of  finance,  and  power  would 
^  given   to  issue  £300,000  Debenture 
Stock,   which  he   thought   would  be   a 
safficient  sum  to  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  Conservators   for   carrying   out  the 
pwposes  of  the  Bill.     As  to  the  Water 
Companies,  he  hoped  they  would  think 
better  of  their  threatened  opposition  to 
the  Bill.     They  had  statutory  powers  for 
taking  certain  quantities   of  water  from 
the  river  ;  but  they  had  been  approached 
|n  this  matter  by  the  Conservancy,  and 
It  had  been  arranged  that  they  should  be 
allowed   to   take   a  certain  quantity   of 
^ater  out  of  the  Thames  under  agree- 
ment, in  order  to  provide  for  the  increased 
consumption  of  their  consumers,  and  the 
<Iiie8tion  had  been  raised  whether  their 
claims  in  that  respect  were  valid  or  not. 
The  London  County  Council,  no  doubt, 
desired  to  treat  them  as  invalid,  so  that 
they  might  buy  up  the  Water  Companies 
at  a    cheaper    rate  than    was   possible 
at  present.      The  promoters  considered 
that    this   question    ought   to    be   dealt 
irith   separately,  and   they    had    there- 
fore    come    to    an     arrangement     that 
whatever  powers  the  Water  Companies 
lad  should  remain  as  at  present.      They 
foald  not  break  faith  with  the  Water 
illompanies,  but  this  Bill  did  not  propose 
o  give  those    bodies  greater  statutory 
towers  than  they  now  possessed.       The 
loose   would   see,   therefore,    that    the 
/ODservatorSy  while  keeping  faith  with 


the  Water  Companies,  were  acting  in  the 
interests  of  the  public.  At  present  the 
Companies  took  110,000,000  gallons  daily 
from  the  river  with  power  to  increase  the 
quantity  to  130,000,000.  For  many 
years  the  Conservators  had  done  all  they 
could  to  preserve  the  purity  and  improve 
the  navigation  of  the  Thames,  and  no- 
body could  have  done  its  duty  better,  and 
the  clearest  testimony  had  been  given 
that  they  had  fully  done  their  duty  to- 
wards the  public.  They  had  not  sold 
their  water  to  the  Water  Companies. 
They  had  spent  certain  sums  for  the 
benefit  of  those  Companies,  but  had  in 
return  received  money  from  them  for 
carrying  out  necessary  works.  The 
Conservators  had  certainly  prevented  a 
large  amount  of  pollution  ;  had  equalised 
the  flow  of  the  river  ;  and  had  secured 
a  constant  supply  in  summer  by  widen- 
ing and  deepening  the  reaches,  and  by 
other  works.  This  Bill  ought,  in  the 
circumstances,  to  be  read  a  second  time, 
and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  for 
thorough  examination  and  amendment 
rather  than  be  thrown  out  now  on 
Second  Reading.  The  Conservators  had 
no  wish  whatever  to  oppose  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  being  thoroughly 
threshed  out ;  on  the  contrary,  they  only 
desired  to  carry  it  through  for  the  good 
of  all  who  were  interested  in  the  Thames, 
considering  not  only  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  London,  but  those  of  the 
populations  of  Richmond,  Reading, 
Oxford,  and  other  places  upon  its 
banks.  It  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  Counties  of  Gloucester,  Wilts, 
Berks,  and  Bucks  were  equally  interested 
with  Middlesex  in  this  matter,  and  the 
Conservators  considered  that  the  accept- 
ance by  the  House  of  such  a  scheme  as 
this  would  do  equal  justice  to  all.  It 
would  throw  enormous  work  upon  the 
Conservators,  but  he  hoped  it  would  be 
accorded  a  Second  Reading,  and  that  on 
reaching  Committee  it  would  be  put 
in  a  shape  which  would  be  satisfactory 
to  all. 

Motiou  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (.Sir  F.  Dixon- Hartland.) 

•Mr.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton)  said,  he  would  not  oppose  the 
Second  Reading,  because,  as  the  hon. 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  had  ex- 
plained, the  reasons  which  had  led  to  the 
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proposed   opposition  bad  been  removed 
hy  tbe  arrangement  come  to  between  tbe 
London   County  Council   and   the   pro- 
moters of  the  Bill.     The  grounds  of  the 
opposition  were  that  it  was  proposed  to 
give    larger   statutable   powers    to   the 
Water  Companies  than  they  had  at  pre- 
sent in  reference  to  drawing  water  from 
the    Thames.     Those    Companies     had 
lately   claimed    increased    rights   under 
agreements   of   which  the   validity  was 
disputed.     However,  he  would  not  then 
go    into    the   questions    either    of    the 
validity    of    those    agreements    or    the 
statutable    rights     of     the    Companies. 
Whatever   their  legal  rights  might  be, 
they  would  not  be  interfered  with  in  any 
sense  by  the  Bill.     That  was  the  under- 
standing arrived  at  with  the  promoters, 
and   an   Instruction    to   the   Committee 
had  been  drawn  up.     If  this   Bill  were 
not  passed  the   bringing   in  of   another 
would    devolve  on   the  London  Countv 
Council,  and  it   was  therefore  not  their 
desire  that  it  should  be  prevente<l  from 
going    to   a   Committee.      But    though 
not   opposing  the    Second    Reading,    it 
must  not  be  understood  that  the  County 
Council  approved  of  the  Bill.     On  the 
contrary,  there  was  a  great  deal   in  it 
of  which  they  entirely  disapproved.  How- 
ever, the  framework  was  there,  although 
hefeared  it  was  incapable  of  being  made  in 
Committee  into  a  Bill  which  would  carry 
their   support,    and  they    therefore   de- 
sired to  reserve  power  to   themselves  to 
oppose  it  if  necessary  on  the  Report  stage 
or   Third   Reading   if   the  various  pro- 
visions  to    which   the   Countv   Council 
objected    were    not    amended    in    Com- 
mittee.   Many  questions  would  arise,  and, 
among  others,  that  of  the  money  which 
the   Conservators   required.     As  in   the 
other    respect  referred  to,   the  Bill  left 
everything  absolutely   iw    sfafu  quoy  he 
would  withdraw    the   opposition   to  the 
Second  Reading,  and   move  the  Instruc- 
tion which   had   been    agreed  upon   be- 
tween the  promoters  of  the  Bill  and  those 
whom  he  represented. 

Sir  R.  TKMPLE  (Surrey,  Kingston) 
wished,  as  a  Surrey  man,  to  be  allowed  to 
say  a  few  words.  He  was  very  glad  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hoxton  had  been  good 
enough  to  withdraw  his  opposition  to  the 
Bill  in  which  the  Division  of  the  County 
of  Surrey  that  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present was  greatly  interested.  The 
people  there  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
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that  in  matters  of  this  kind  they  ought  to 
object  to  representation  going  by  popu- 
lation instead  of  according  to  area,  for  by 
the  application    of   that    doctrine    they 
would  have  greater  authority  and  would 
prevent  others  having  an  undue  amount 
of     control     over    the    lower    Thames. 
Though  they  were  profoundly  concerned 
and  somewhat   anxious  in   this   matter, 
they   nevertheless  desired  to  refrain  at 
present    from    criticising    this   measure, 
because  they  had  an   honourable  under- 
standing   with    the    promoters    of  tbe 
Bill  that  various  Amendments  would  be 
accepted  in  Committee.     In  that  expec- 
tation they  had  instructed  him  to  recom- 
mend to  the  House  that  the  Bill  should 
be  allowed  a  Second  Reading. 

Mr.  ALBAN  GIBBS  (London),  upoo 
the  question  of  representation  on  the 
Board,  said,  the  shipowners  of  London 
paid  in  dues  al)Out  £46,000,  which  was 
about  half  the  whole  sum  expended  on 
the  River  Thames  between  Staines  and 
the  estuary,  and  their  interest  certAinly 
was  inferior  to  none.  They  had  no  desire 
to  oppose  the  Bill  on  Second  Reading, 
but  would  appear  before  the  Committee 
and  do  their  best  to  amend  it,  and  put  it 
in  a  more  suitable  shape.  He  was  in- 
structed to  explain  to  the  House  that 
they  did  not  accept  the  Bill  as  a  settle- 
ment. He  hoped  a  Bill  would  be  brought 
in  at  some  future  time  which  would  ff^^ 
to  the  merchants  and  the  shipowners  of 
the  Port  of  London  a  predominant  con- 
trol over  the  lower  Thames.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  Ciry  of  London  bad  » 
predominating  interest  in  this  matter. 
and  should  have  a  corresponding  inflfl* 
ence  upon  any  Board  of  Control.  Ein* 
phasising  that  they  did  not  regard  this 
by  any  means  as  a  final  settlement,  he 
would  not  then  trouble  the  House  further 
or  oppose  the  Second  Reading. 

Sir  W.  hart-dyke  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  said,  his  constituents  were  ranct 
exercised  with  regard  to  their  futartr- 
under  the  Bill.  To  millowners  tb^ 
question  of  the  Companies  taking  watfi^ 
from  the  river  was  of  extreme  importauc^" 
As  the  Bill  now  stood  \qty  harsh  me^^ 
sure  might  be  meted  out  to  raillo^De-"^^ 
and  -others.  With  every  desire  xo  pr^ 
vent  t^ndue  pollution,  he  was  .''ure  u* 
MembeK  of  the  House  would  wisii  U 
injure  thebrv'ested  interests  unneres\<ar^ 
in  any  shapl^  way,  and  he  "i^onld  ^'P g^ 
that,  assuniinatf^e  Bill  went  to  a  Co» 
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ittee,  his  cooatitueDts  and  others  who 
3re  interested  as  respondents  should 
.ve  the  power  of  modifying  certain  of 
I  provisions  as  far  as  thej  deemed 
cessarj  consistently  with  carrying  out 
e  main  objects  of  tbe  Bill. 
Sir  F.  DIXON.HARTLANDsaid,it 
is  desired  to  increase  the  flow  of  water 
ther  than  to  diminish  it,  and  the  pro- 
>ter8  had  no  wish  to  interfere  with  the 
terests  of  the  millowners.  Some  of  the 
nditions  appeared  very  hard  indeed,  and, 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  would  l>e 
epared  to  do  his  best  to  assist  mill- 
ruers  and  the  interests  connected  with 
;riculture.  He  could  only  say  he  would 
»  all  he  properly  could  to  have  the  Bill 
odified  in  those  respects  in  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  moved— 

"That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
1  the  Bill  that  no  further  {Mowers  of  taking 
ater  from  the  River  'J  hames  than  may  now  be 
igally  exercised  be  given  by  the  Bill  to  the 
^ater  Companies,  ami  that,  as  far  as  necessary, 
le  Bill  be  amended  to  give  effect  to  this  In- 
:niction."— (,Vr.  J,  Stuart.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

WEST  MIDDLKSEX  WATER  BILL. 
{By  Order,) 
SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
Tliat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
ne," 

Mr.  J.  STUART  intimated  that,  as 
3  sense  of  the  House  had  been  taken 
^u  the  East  London  Water  Bill,  he  did 
now  propose  to  offer  any  opposition 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  measure, 
'^idering  it  proper,  after  the  close 
'ision,  to  allow  this  Bill  also  to  gobe- 
^  the  Committee.  The  circumstances  of 
*  Bill,  however,  distinctly  differed 
^  those  of  the  East  London  Water  Bill. 
^y  Lad  a  very  strong  case  against  the 
•^t  Middlesex  Bill,  for  he  held  in  his 
^<1  a  statement  issued  by  the  Company 
^pril,  1892,  in  which  they  described 
*r  works  as  in  a  thoroughly  good  con- 
Lon,  and  capable  of  meeting  all  de- 
'"ids  for  the  present  and  in  the  future 
^SLtension  from  time  to  time.  Since 
^^  there  bad  been  only  an  increase  of 
'  P«r  cent,  in  the  demand  for  water, 
^  the  Company^s  capital  was  not  yet 
<^*U8ted.     Thus  the  case  against  the 


Bill  was  a  strou<  one,  but  tbe  House  being 
so  evenly  divided  it  would  be  as  well  to 
let  this  Bill  also  proceed  to  a  Committee. 
He  would,  however,  reserve  the  right  on 
a  future  day  to  place  before  the  House 
certain  Instructions  to  the  Committee  on 
this  and  the  other  Bills. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read    a    second    time,  and  com- 
mitted. 

LONDON  STREETS  AND  BUILDINGS 

BILL. 

BILL    COMMITTED    TO    A    SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
said,  he  had  to  move  that  the  Order  for 
the  committal  of  this  Bill  should  be  dis- 
charged, and  that  the  Bill  should  be 
committed  to  a  Select  Committee  of  1 1 
Members,  six  to  he  nominated  by  the 
House,  and  live  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection.  If  hon.  Members  examined 
the  Bill  they  would  see  that  it  affected  a 
large  number  of  interests  and  was  of 
wide  extent,  and  he  thought  they  would 
agree  with  him  it  was  one  which  should 
be  dealt  with  as  a  Public  rather  than  a 
Private  BilL  He  had  to  complain  of 
the  comparative  secrecy  with  which  Bills 
of  this  kind  were  dealt  with,  and  he 
might  point  out  in  reference  to  this  Bill 
that  had  he  not  taken  the  present  course  of 
moving  to  refer  it  to  a  large  Committee  very 
few  of  those  affected  by  this  Bill  would 
have  known  anything  of  its  existence* 
He  wished  to  make  known  a  fact  that 
might  surprise  the  House  as  much  as  it 
surprised  him.  The  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  on  March  22,  the  day  before 
Good  Friday,  when  very  few  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  present.  The  Vestry  of 
Chelsea  had  made  application  for  a  copy 
of  the  Bill,  and  were  told  that  it  was 
under  revision,  and  that  a  copy  would  not 
serve  their  purpose  at  that  particular 
time.  A  second  application  having  been 
made,  the  clerk  of  the  London  County 
Council,  in  a  reply  dated  on  the  very  day 
on  which  the  Second  Reading  was  taken, 
stated  that  the  revision  of  the  Bill  was 
not  sufficiently  advanced  to  enable  a  copy 
to  be  furnished  to  the  Vestry.  That  he 
held  to  be  a  very  serious  statement.  The 
importance  of  the  measure  might  be 
estimated  by  the  fact  that  it  repealed  10 
Public  Acts,  including  Metropolitan 
Building  Acts  and  Metropolis  Manage- 
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ment  Acts.  It  professed  to  be  a  Con- 
solidation Act.  Hon.  Members  were 
aware  that  he  was  a  strong  advocate  of 
consolidation,  but  this  was  a  Consolida- 
tion Bill  of  a  very  peculiar  character, 
changing  the  whole  aspect  of  the  law  in 
relation  to  the  matters  to  which  he  had 
referred.  That  being  so,  and  looking  to 
its  wide-reaching  nature,  he  wished  to 
see  the  Bill  referred  to  a  large  Committee. 
He  appealed  to  his  friends  on  the  London 
County  Council  to  support  the  Motion. 
It  would  be  remembered  that  last  April 
they  had  to  call  in  question  Acts  relating 
to  Eastbourne,  Ower  Darwen,  and  Read- 
ing, and  to  complain  that  in  Private  Bills 
legislation  was  mtroduced  dealing  with 
Public  Acts.  The  tendency  of  late  years 
in  the  House  had  been  to  minimise 
Private  Bill  legislation  and  to  maximise 
legislation  by  Public  Act,  and  it  was  in 
pursuance  of  that  policy  he  asked  for  the 
appointment  of  this  Committee.  Hon. 
Members  very  seldom  saw  the  Bills 
which  were  submitted  to  the  House. 
Although  they  very  properly  trusted  the 
Committees  upstairs,  they  had  a  perfect 
right  to  see  the  Bill,  and,  having  ex- 
amined this  measure,  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  in  consequence  of  its  far- 
reaching  character  this  was  not  one  which 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  an  ordinary 
Committee.  He  appealed  to  the  House 
not  only  to  pa^s  this  Motion,  but  also  to 
be  always  on  the  alert  to  see  that  private 
legislation  was  not  allowed  to  over- 
shadow public  laws. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  Onler  for  Committal  be  read,  and 
discharged. 

That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  Eleven  Members,  Six  to  be  nominated 
by  the  House  and  Five  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection. 

That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill  presented 
six  clear  days  before  the  meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee be  referre<l  to  the  Committee  ;  and  that 
such  of  the  Petitioners  as  i)ray  to  be  heard  by 
themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  or  Witnesses, 
be  heard  on  their  Petitions  against  the  Bill,  if 
they  think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  support 
of  the  Bill  against  such  Petitioners. 

That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for 
persons,  pn))er8,  and  records. 

That  Seven  be  the  quorum."— (J/r.  Hotoell,) 

•The  ATTORNEr  GENERAL  (Sir 
G.  Russell,  Hackney,  8.)  said,  he  had 
only  a  word  or  two  in  supporting  the 
Motion.  He  wished  to  state  that  he  had 
hail  communications  from  different  parts 
of  the  Metropolis  pointing  out  the  ob- 
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jeetions  urged  by  his  hon.  Friend,  and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  see  fit  to 
support  the  Motion. 

Mr.  GOHEN  (Islington,  E.)  said,  he 
did   not  intend   to  oppose  the  Motion ; 
but  while  sympathising  with  the  general 
objections  against  attempts  to  alter  public 
law  by  means  of  Private   Bills,  he  sub^ 
mitted  that  in  this  case  it  was  not  only- 
right,  but  almost  the  duty  of  the  Countj^ 
Council   to  proceed   in   this  matter  bj 
Private  Bill.      He    had    not    been    at 
advocate  of  the  action  of   the  Londoi 
County  Council   in  attempting  to 
measures  by  means  of  private  procedni 


but  he  did  fear  that    this  Bill,  whie 
contained     many     valuable     provisioik^ 
affecting  the  health  of  the  inhabitants 
the  Metropolis,  would  not  have  had  tl 
remotest  chance  of  being  passed  if  le: 
to  struggle  in  the  crowd  of  public  m 
sures.     He  did  appeal  to  hon.  Membe 
opposite  to  be  a  little  consistent  in  the^se 
matters,  and  he  would  remind  them  th  ^t 
only  this  week  the  House  decided  tba^    « 
Bill    embodying  very    novel    principles 
should    go    through     by   private    pT'CK 
cedure.      Why    should    not    this    3ii/ 
have   been   treated   in    the   same  waj. 
They  bad  been  told  that  in  the  last  Par> 
liament  there  were  plenty  of  means  of 
getting  Bills   like  this   through  in  llie 
form   of  public   legislation,  and  it  ww 
claimed  that  what  was  done  by  the  Itft 
Parliament  could  be  done  by  this.    Bat 
he  would  reply  to  that  that  they  now  bid 
not  only  a   new  Parliament  but  a  new 
Government  which  was  literally  besieged 
by  competitive   claimants   for  Scottand, 
Ireland,  and  Wales,  and  it  was  probable 
that  in   the  competition   Bills  to  which 
nobody  could  object  would  lose  all  chanoe 
of  becoming  law.     It  was  for  this  unfor- 
tunate   but    irresistible  reason  that  he 
believed    the    London    County  Coaneil 
were  right  in  proceeding  with  that  lirgefil 
measure  by  means  of  Private  Bill  legisla- 
tion.    Still,  he  welcomed  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  opposite,  because  he 
wished   to  see  carefully  examined  some 
objectionable   clauses   which  were  con- 
tained in  the  Bill. 

•Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  he  was  snie 
the  House  would  be  glad  to  hear  he  had 
no  opposition  to  offer  to  that  proponl. 
He  was  only  sorry  that  advantage  bad 
been  taken  of  that  occasion  to  find  fault 
with  the  action  of  the  London  Coontj 
Council  in  their  procedure  in  this  matter, 
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being  a  difficult  question  to  deciide 
lether  this  ought  to  be  a  Public  or  a 
jrriyate  Bill.  In  making  the  present 
Cotion  his  hon.  Friend  had  only  antici- 
B^^^ed  a  step  which  the  County  Council 
B.^3m8elyes  were  prepared  to  take,  as  he 
Bi^  intended  to  move  a  Motion  which 
'onid  have  secured  the  result  aimed  at 
y  his  hon.  Friend.  Under  the  circum- 
;^iices,  however,  he  would  accept  the 
Cotion  now  moved. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

NEW  MEMBBRS  SWORN. 
-Alfred   Money   Wigram,  esquire,   for 
bounty  of  £ssex  (Southern  or  Romford 
Oivision). 

The  Hon.  Arthur  George  Brand,  for 
County  of  Cambridge  (Northern  or 
Wisbech  Division). 

Q  TIE  STIO  NS. 


DIPLOMATIC    RELATIONS     WITH 
VENEZUELA. 

Colonel     HOWARD     VINCENT 

(Sheffield,  Central)  :  I   beg  to  ask  the 

tJtider  Secretary  of   State  for  Foreign 

Affairs  if  it  is  a  fact  that  Her  Majesty 

^MM  had  no  Minister  in  Venezuela  since 

IB87,  owing   to  the  -  action  of  the  then 

President  of  the  Republic  ;  and  if  he  can 

<^ti8e  an  unofficial  representation  to  be 

^^OBAe  to   the   new    President,    General 

Crespo,  by  the  friendly  offices  o{  Count 

Kleist,  the  German  Minister,  who  ex- 

^nds  his  courtesies  to  British  residents  at 

Caracas,  that  Her  Majesty    would    be 

^ing   to  resume   diplomatic    relations 

^Wld  a  wish  to  that  effect  be  expressed 

V  the  Government  of  the  Republic  and 

^   friendly    reception    assured    to    Her 

Kajesty*s  Envoy  ? 

•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Gret,  Northumberland,  Ber^ 
wick)  :  Diplomatic  relations  with  Vene- 
luela  were  suspended  on  the  2l8t  of 
March,  1887,  and  have  not  yet  been  re- 
sumed. Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
deeirous  of  a  friendly  and  equitable  se'ttle- 
ment  of  the  questions  at  issue  between 
the  two  countries,  and  their  views  on  this 
matter  have  on  more  than  one  occasion 
been  communicated  to  the  Venezuelan 
Government.  As  recently  as  last  year 
negotiations  were  carHed  on  with  a  special 
Venezuelan  Envoy  who  visited  England, 


but  they  proved  unsuccessful.  As  the 
Venezuelan  Government  are  already 
aware  of  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, it  is  not  considered  necessary 
to  make  a  special  representation  to 
General  Crespo  on  the  subject. 

CHRISrS   HOSPITAL. 

Major  DARWIN  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) :  On  behalf  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  St.  Pan- 
eras,  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  ou  Education 
whether  any  Report  has  been  obtained 
by  the  Governors  of  Christ's  Hospital  as 
to  the  suitability,  or  otherwise,  of  the 
site  purchased  by  them  at  Horsham 
for  the  erection  of  the  new  school 
buildings ;  what  is  the  nature  of 
such  Report  ;  whether  the  site  fulfils  all 
sanitary  requirements ;  when,  and  by 
whom,  was  the  Report  made  ;  and  will  it 
be  laid  u{^on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  of  thb 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  :  The  question  relates  to  a 
transaction  completed  more  than  a  year 
&go  by  the  Council  of  Almoners  of 
Christ's  Hospital,  in  the  course  of  carry- 
ing into  effect  the  scheme  established 
under  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts  for  the 
regulation  of  the  Hospital  on  the  loth 
of  August,  1890.  No  such  Report  as  is 
mentioned  in  the  question  has  been  com- 
municated to  the  Charity  Commissioners^ 
and  they  are,  therefore,  unable  to  give 
the  information  asked. 

LUNATICS  IN  BBLFAST  WORKHOUSE. 
Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  he  will 
state  the  number  of  additional  nurses  and 
ofiicials  appointed  to  the  lunatic  depart- 
ment of  the  Belfast  Workhouse  since  1st 
November  last ;  also  the  number  of 
deaths  in  the  lunatic  department  since 
that  date,  and  the  number  on  which  in-> 
quests  have  been  held ;  whether  the 
epileptics  are  still  kept  in  the  lunatic 
department,  and  if  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  has  instructed  the  epileptics 
to  be  so  kept  there  ;  whether,  at  a  recent 
inquest  on  an  epileptic  who  died  in  that 
department,  held  in  Belfast,  the  coroner's 
jury  strongly  protested  against  this  prac- 
tice ;  whether  he  will  state  by  what 
authority  epileptics  are  placed  there,  or 
lunatics    kept    under     restraint  in    the 
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workhouse  ;  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
practice  of  exchanging  patients  carried 
on  between  the  workhouse  authorities 
and  the  Governors  of  the  asyhim  at 
Belfast ;  and  if  some  inquiry  will  be 
made  into  the  whole  system  in  relief  of 
these  helpless  afflicted  persons  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) :  At 
the  same  time,  I  will  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  proposes  to  intro- 
duce his  promised  Bill  dealing  with  the 
detention  of  pauper  lunatics  in  Irish 
workhouses  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  (1)  A  medical  officer  and 
six  male  and  female  attendants  have 
been  appointed  to  the  lunatic  department 
of  the  Belfast  Workhouse  since  No- 
vember 1  last ;  41  deaths  have  taken 
place  in  the  lunatic  department  since 
that  date,  and  the  number  of  inquests 
held  was  10.  (2)  Epileptics,  I  am  in- 
formed, are  still  kept  in  the  lunatic  de- 
partment, but  the  Local  Government 
Board  have  not  directed  that  thev  should 
l>e  placed  or  kept  there.  The  matter  is 
one  appertaining  to  medical  administra- 
tion, and  rests  solely  with  the  responsible 
medical  officer.  I  understand,  however, 
that  the  epileptics  occupy  separate 
dormitories,  day-rooms,  and  sick  wards, 
and  are  only  associated  with  the  lunatics 
in  the  dining-hall.  (3)  The  reply  to 
the  third  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 
(4)  The  authority  for  the  employment 
of  restraint  in  this,  as  in  all  civil  hos- 
pitals, is  the  order  of  the  responsible 
medical  officer,  who  directs  that  it  shall 
be  imposed  when  he  deems  it  necessary 
for  the  safety  of  the  patient  or  those 
about  him.  (5)  The  practice  referred 
to  in  paragraph  5  did  exist  prior  to 
March,  when  it  was  terminated  by  the 
Guardians.  As  regards  the  concluding 
paragraph,  and  the  question  which 
stands  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone ;  just  before  the 
Autumn  Recess  I  stated  that  the  whole 
question  of  lunacy  administration  was 
receiving  my  careful  attention,  and  that 
1  hoped  to  confer  at  an  early  date  with 
the  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Asylums  on 
the  subject.  In  consequence  of  commu- 
nications which  afterwards  passed  be- 
tween me  and  the  Inspectors,  I  have 
caused  a  Bill  to  be  prepared  dealing 
with  the  whole  question  of  lunacy  reform, 
including  the   particular   branch  of  the 
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question  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone.     The  Bill,  however, 
inevitably  contains  matter  which  I  fear 
might  be  regarded  as  contentious,  and  in 
the  present  state  of  public  business  I  see 
so  little  prospect  of  carrying  it  into  law 
this  Session  that  I  do  not  think  it  worth 
while  to  include  it.     On  the  other  hand 
the  object  aimed  at  by  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  shonid 
not,  I   conceive,  be  regarded  as  contro- 
versial, and  I   shall   see   whether  it  is 
possible    to    introduce   a   separate  Bill 
dealing  with  this  branch  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  may  explain 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
question  was  intended  to  refer  onlj  to 
pauper  lunatics. 

Mr.  KNOX  (Cavan,  W.)  :  Would  the 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  change 
the  incidence  of  the  charge  from  the 
poor  rate  to  the  county  rate  ?  Such  a 
Bill  would  be  most  contentious. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  the  hao. 
Member  had  better  wait  till  he  sees  the 
Bill. 


TOWN  PARKS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  M'CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  tb« 

Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenau* 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  of  tt** 
general  dissatisfaction  in  Ireland,  p»<^ 
ticularly  in  Ulster,  with  reference  to  tfca^ 
present  state  of  the  law  relating  to  to^"^ 
parks  ;  whether  his  attention  has  be^^ 
called  to  the  decision  of  the  Land  Con^^ 
mission  in  the  case  of  Mrs.  Letiti^ 
MOann,  tenant,  and  the  MarqoesB  o^ 
Downshire,  landlord,  recently  heard  »* 
Belfast^  wherein  the  village  of  DundnuPy 
County  Down,  which  had  a  popalatia0 
of  only  372  in  1881,  was  decided  to  be 
a  town  to  which  the  exemption  from  the 
benefits  of  the  Land  Acts  applied  ;  is  he 
aware  that  the  Land  Commission  had 
previously  decided  that  Dundrum  was 
not  such  a  town  at  the  passing  of  th« 
Act :  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Cow- 
per  Commission  recommended  that  the 
exemption  should  not  apply  to  any  town 
under  a  population  of  5,000,  and  that  the 
late  Government  accepted  in  the  Uoqm 
of  Commons,  in  the  Land  Bill  of  1887, 
an  Amendment  providing  that  the  exemp- 
tion should  not  apply  where  the  popula- 
tion was  under  2,000  ;  and  whether  some 
steps  will  be  taken  to  preserve  to  tenaotf 
iu  towns  in  Ireland  their  property  in(»uch 
lands  held  outside  the  towns. 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  lu  reply  to  the 
rst  paragraph,  it  is  very  probahle  that 
»me  diesatipfactiou  h  felt  as  alleged.  My 
ttentioo  has  been  called  to  the  matters 
l;ated  in  the  second  and  third  paragraphs 
1  the  question,  and  I  am  informed  that 
lie  facts  are  as  indicated  by  my  hon. 
'riend.  I  am  aware  that  the  Cowper 
)ommissiou  made  »  recommendation  to 
be  effect  stated.  I  am  not  aware, 
bough  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt,  that 
ly  hon.  Friend  is  correctly  informed  as 
0  the  proceedings  in  Committee  on  the 
Vi\[  of  1887.  In  reply  to  the  last  para- 
raph,  I  think  it  will  be  open  to  the  Select 
*ommittee  which  I  am  proposing  to 
ppoint  to  suggest  improvements  in  the 
iw  in  respect  to  the  matter  alluded  to  in 
lis  question. 

Mr.  M'CARTA^'  :  The  right  hon. 
rcutleman  is  probably  aware  that  the 
.mendment  adopted  by  this  House  re- 
iciug  the  limit  of  population  was  thrown 
■i.t  iu  another  place. 

Mr.    KNOX  :    Can   the    right   hon. 

ontleman  give  any  reason  why  a  place 

Liich  was  not  a  town  10  years  ago  and 

:^«  not  increased  in  size  in  the  interval 

to  be  deemed  to  be  a  town  now  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  answer 
^«t  question  without  notice. 

TENANTS'  IMPROVEMENTS  IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
hk'iet  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
^  Ireland  whether  ho  is  aware  of  the 
^fge  number  of  tenants  in  Ireland  whose 
'Oldings  have  been  exempted  from  the 
^Defits  of  the  Land  Acts ;  whether 
'IB  attention  has  been  called  to 
ihe  case  of  Mr.  John  Robb,  of 
Belfast,  tenant,  and  the  Marquess  of 
Downs!) ire,  landlord,  where  the  Land 
Commission  decideil  to  fix  an  extra  rent 
on  the  improvements  made  by  the  tenant, 
irithout  anv  contribution  from  the  land- 
ord,  on  the  ground  that  such  improve- 
aents  were  too  good  for  the  holding  ; 
nd  whether  the  terms  of  Reference  to 
he  proposed  Committee  will  be  so  ex- 
snded  afl  to  include  inquiry  into  the 
ases  now  excluded  by  the  defects  of  the 
«and  Acts,  but  which  are  equally  en- 
tied  to  the  Ijcnefits  which  these  Acts 
rere  intended  to  confer  on  all  the 
irmers  of  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY' :  I  am  not  aware  of 
le  actual  number  of  the  holdings  ex- 


cluded from  the  operation  of  the  Acts. 
In  reply  to  the  second  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, the  Land  Acts  do  not  entitle  a 
tenant  to  exemption  from  rent  in  respect 
of  improvements  which  are  unsuitable  to 
the  holding,  and  I  am  informed  that  the 
Land  Commission  decided  in  this  par- 
ticular case  that  the  improvements  in 
question  should  not  be  exempted  from 
rent  because  they  were  not  suitable  to 
the  holding,  treating  it  as  an  agricultural 
or  pastoral  holding.  In  reply  to  the 
third  paragraph,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  the  provisions  above  men- 
tioned do  constitute  a  defect  in  these 
Acts,  or  that  the  Legislature  intended 
that  these  Acts  should  confer  such  bene- 
fits as  the  question  refers  to. 

EXAMINATIONS  FOR  IRISH  MONITORS. 

Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  in  what  cases, 
and  for  what  periods,  are  schools  de- 
prived of  the  teaching  services  of  moni- 
tors by  reason  of  the  failiire  of  such 
monitors  to  pass  the  1st  of  July  examina- 
tion ;  and  will  he  recommend  that  for  the 
future  the  appointment  or  apportion- 
ment of  monitors  to  schools  for  each 
year  shall  take  place  after  the  monitors 
have  passed  these  examinations,  so  that 
the  schools  may  run  no  risk  of  being 
deprived  of  the  assistance  to  which  their 
attendance  entitles  them  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  would  refer  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  reply  given  by  me 
to  this  question  on  the  1st  of  March  ? 

LESSON  BOOKS  IN  IRISH   SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  BODKIN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  if  he  can  furnish  the  particulars 
of  any  case  in  which  the  application  of 
the  manager  of  a  national  school  for  per- 
mission to  use  in  such  school  lesson  books 
other  than  those  publisheil  and  supplied 
bv  the  Board  of  National  Education  in 
Ireland  was  complied  with,  and  of  the 
arrangements  made  in  such  case  for  the 
protection  of  the  monitors  and  children  in 
such  school  in  regard  to  the  examinations 
usually  held  in  the  bpecial  lesson  books 
provided  by  the  Board  from  the  use  of 
which  such  school  had  been  exempted  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  report  that 
there  were  numerous  cases  in  wliich  the 
managers  of  national  schools  applied  for 
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peimissiou  to  use  lesson  books  other  than 
those  supplied  by  the  Board,  but  in  none 
of  these  cases  was  exemption  claimed  for 
either  pupils  or  mouitors  from  examina- 
tion in  the  Board^s  lesson  books.  In 
cases  where  other  books  were  permitted, 
it  was  open  to  the  Inspectors  to  arrange 
with  managers  and  teachers  as  to  the  ex- 
amination of  the  pupils.  Monitors  must 
be  examined  in  the  books  prescribed  in 
the  official  programme. 

Mr.  bodkin  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  me  particulars  of 
any  cases  in  which  permission  was 
granted  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  the  cases 
referred  to  will  be  contained  in  a  Return 
recently  granted  by  this  House,  and  now 
in  course  of  preparation.  It  will  be  pre- 
sented probably  by  the  end  of  the  month. 

Mr.  BODKIN  :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  in  all  cases  in  which  permission  was 
granted,  the  monitors,  although  allowed 
to  use  lesson  books  other  than  those  sup- 
plied by  the  Board,  were  compelled  to  be 
examined  in  the  books  prescribed  by  the 
National  Board  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  add  any- 
thing to  the  answer  I  have  already  given. 

HABITUAL    OFFENDERS. 

Mr.  PAUL  (Edinburgh,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  whe- 
ther he  has  received  a  Memorial  from  a 
Conference  attended  by  representatives 
of  the  Town  Councils  of  Edinburgh, 
Dundee,  Aberdeen,  Greenock,  and  Perth, 
the  Convention  of  Royal  Burghs,  the 
Parochial  Boards  of  Edinburgh,  and  a 
number  of  philanthropic  societies  in 
Scotland,  praying  for  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  best  means  of 
dealing,  by  means  more  effective  than 
now  exist,  with  habitual  offenders,  va- 
grants, beggars,  and  inebriates  ;  and  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will  in 
the  public  interest  issue  such  a  Commis- 
sion as  prayed  ? 

The  SECRETARY  for  SCOT- 
LAND (Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  I  have  received  the  Memo- 
rial referred  to.  The  question  of  deal- 
ing with  habitual  drunkards  was  con- 
sidered and  reported  upon  in  1893  by  a 
Departmental  Committee  appointed  by 
the  late  Home  Secretary.  There  was  no 
Representative  of  Scotland  upon  the  com- 
mittee, which  is  matter  for  regret ;  but 
witnesses  from  Scotland  were  examined 

Mr,  J.  Morley 


before  it.     I  understand  that  my  righ^ 
hon.  Friend  the  Home   Secretary 
poses  to  bring  in  a  measure,  in  accordance 

with  the  recommendations  of  that  Coi^^ , 

mittee,   which    will    contain    provisioi::^^ 
applicable  to  Scotland,  as  well  as  Ea^^ 
land.     It  would,  therefore,  seem  desii^^ 
able  to  await  the   consideration   of  tb^ 
terms  of  this  measure   before   deciding 
whether  a  further  Committee  should  be 
appointed    to   inquire  into  the  mode  of 
dealing  with  inebriates  in  Scotland.    J 
will,  however,  consider  whether  a  kia- 
dred  inquiry  of  the  same  character  might 
be  conducted  in  Scotland  into  the  impor- 
tant question  of  habitual  offenders. 


THE    FAILURE    OF    GBOBOK    BABKBB 
AND  COMPANY. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Botrd 
of  Trade  whether  he  is  aware  tbit) 
although  the  estato  of  the  firm  of  George 
Barker  and  Company  has  been  in  liqui- 
dation for  nearly  two  years,  only  W 
dividend  of  Is.  has  at  present  been  ptid 
to  the  creditors  ;  and  whether,  coIl8ide^ 
ing  that  a  large  number  of  poor  penoti 
are  intorested  in  the  winding  up  of  the 
estato,  the  Board  of  Trade  can  take 
action  to  bring  about  a  speedy  settleme^ 
of  its  affairs  ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Mr.  Mundella,  Sheffield, 
Brightside)  :   I  am  aware  that  only  ^ 
dividend  of  Is.  in  the  £1  has  at  praieBt 
been   paid   to  the  creditors  in  the  joiDt 
estato  of  George  Barker  &  Co.,  and  V^ 
in  the  £1  on  the  separate  estates.   Tb^ 
estate   has    been   administered    by  tve 
trustees  and  a  Committee  of  Inspectioii 
elected  by  the  creditors.     The  Board  d 
Trade,  in  consequence  of  certain  facts 
which   were   brought    to    their    DOticei 
removed   the  two   trustees   of  the  6th 
ultimo,  and  the  estate  is  now  vested  is 
the  Senior  Official  Receiver  of  the  High 
Court  as  Trustee.  It  is  hoped  that  afartLcr 
dividend  will  shortly  be  distributed. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS:  Can  the 
Official  Receiver  act  quite  independently 
of  the  Committee  of  Inspection  ?  B 
not,  can  the  power  to  do  so  possibly  be 
granted  him,  in  view  of  the  gnt^e 
charges  made  against  the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  trustMe 
having  been  removed,  the  Committee  ef 
Inspection  will  come  under  the  ordere  of 
the  Court. 
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ENFIKLD  AND  SPABKBKOOK 
FACTORIES. 

Hr.  A.C.  MORTON  (Peterborough): 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
^ar  whether  any  alteration  in  the  orders 
o  be  given  to  the  Enfield  Small  Arms 
Factory  for  Navy  rifles  has  been  madeisince 
the  Ordnance  Vote  was  taken  in  March  ? 

The  financial  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Woodall, 
Haoley)  (who  replied)  said  :  No  altera- 
tions in  the  allocation  of  rifles  to  be 
manufactured  during  the  financial  year 
bave  been  made  since  the  Ordnance 
Factory  Vote  was  taken  on  March  16. 
It  was  then  explained  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  that  Enfield  and  Birmingham 
would  be  worked  as  part  of  one  establish- 
ment, and  that  it  had  been  arranged 
that  15,000  rifles  required  by  the 
Admiralty  should  be  allocated  to  Spark- 
b!X>ok,  the  completion  of  rifles  in  hand, 
the  manufacture  of  cavalry  carbines,  and 
the  conversion  of  Martini-Henry  rifles  for 
the  Artillery,  with  other  demands  for  the 
now  current  year,  providing  work  at  En- 
field for  a  number  of  hands  not  less,  I  hope, 
than  those  employed  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  BENN  (Tower  Hamlets,  St. 
George's)  :  Will  the  sum  voted  for  wages 
«till  stand  ? 

Mr.  woodall  :  Yes,  the  only 
change  ia  that  the  two  factories  are  now 
to  be  worked  as  partiof  one  establishment. 

Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  :  Is  it  not  a 
^^t  that  it  costs  25  per  cent,  more  to 
^nufacture  the  rifles  at  Sparkbrook 
than  at  Enfield  ? 

Mr.  woodall  :  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  : 
Then  how  much  more  does  it  cost  ? 

Mr.  woodall  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  give  notice  of  the  question  I 
will  come  prepared  with  an  answer. 

EASTERN  PONDOLAND. 
Mr.  WHITELEY  (Stockport)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  if  the  Government  has 
Farther  information  as  to  whether  the 
Colony  of  Natal  will  have  any  voice  in 
;he  terms  of  annexation  of  Eastern  Pondo- 
^nd  so  far  as  relates  to  the  trade  carried 
>n  between  the  two  countries  ;  and  seeing 
that  the  trade  of  Eastern  Pondoland  has 
hitherto  been  carried  on  through  Natal, 
and  Natal  merchants  and  traders  have  in- 
vested capital  in  the  country  and  upon 


the  borders,  whether  the  Government 
will  provide  that  no  restrictions  shall  be 
placed  on  the  importation  of  goods  from 
Natal,  so  as  to  divert  the  trade  to  the 
Cape  Colony  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr.  S. 
Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  :  I 
am  afraid  it  would  be  inexpedient  for  me, 
at  the  present  moment,  to  add  anything 
to  the  answer  I  gave  on  the  20th  of 
March  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Kirk- 
dale  Division  of  Liverpool. 

THE  DUM-DUM  MURDER. 
Mr.  CAINE  (Bradford,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  -for  India 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
finding  of  a  Court  Martial,  presided  over 
by  Colonel  Steevens  at  Alimedabad  on 
the  13th  of  March  last,  when  Private 
O'Hara,  of  the  Leinster  Regiment, 
was  accused,  and  found  guilty  of 
shooting  three  comrades,  two  of  whom 
were  killed,  when  under  the  influence  of 
liquor ;  and  is  this  the  same  Private 
O^Hara  who  was  condemned  to  be  hung 
at  Calcutta  by  Justice  Norris  and  a 
British  jury  for  the  murder  of  Sheik 
Soleim  at  Dum-Dum,  but  who  was 
afterwards  re- tried  before  a  Commission 
of  Judges  and  acquitted,  the  Bench 
holding  that  Judge  Norris  committed  a 
technical  error  in  his  Charge  to  the  jury, 
although  the  evidence  was  clear  with 
regard  to  O^ Harass  guilt,  and  no  doubt 
was  attempted  to  be  thrown  on  the  jus- 
tice of  his  sentence  ;  and,  if  so,  is  it  in 
accordance  with  the  Rules  of  the  British 
Army  in  India,  that  a  man  who  has  been 
proved  guilty  of  the  murder  of  a  Native 
should  return  to  his  regiment,  and  con- 
tinue in  the  Queen's  service  ? 
•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman, 
Stirling,  &c.)  (who  replied)  said  :  I  have 
seen  in  the  newspapers  a  report  of  the 
Court  Martial  at  Ahmedabad  on  Private 
O'Hara,  but  not  of  the  finding  and 
sentence  of  the  Court.  The  Private 
O'Hara  referred  to  in  the  second  para- 
graph of  my  hon.  Friend's  question  was 
tried  and  convicted  for  a  murder  com- 
mitted at  Dum-Dum.  In  India,  as  in 
this  country,  power  is  reserved  to  refer 
questions  of  law  to  a  Court  of  Appeal. 
This  was  done  in  the  present  instance, 
and  the  Court,  with  the  express  con- 
currence of  the  Judge  who  tried  the 
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case,  decided  that  the  conviction  was 
wrong  and  must  be  qaashed.  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  soldier  O^Hara,  who  was 
the  subject  of  these  proceedings,  was 
discharged  from  the  Army. 

THB   STAMPING    OF  WEIGHING 
MACHINES. 
Mr.  CAINE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  if  an  Inspector 
is  justified  in  seizing  any  weighing  in- 
strument which  is  not   stamped  in  the 
county  where  it  is  discovered,  though  it 
has  been  stamped  by  the  Inspector  of 
another  county  ;    is  it  the  duty  of  In- 
spectors  under   such    circumstances    to 
point  out  to  the  owner  the  special  re- 
quirements of  his  own  County  Council, 
and  so  give  him,  before  taking  any  pro- 
ceedings, the  opportunity  of  getting  it 
altered  so  as  to  comply  with  their  inter- 
pretation of  the  Act  ;    if  it  is  possible 
for  the  Board  of  Trade,  without  legisla- 
tion, so  to  assimilate    the  various    and 
differing  requirements  of  County  Councils 
with  regard  to  the  stamping  of  weighing 
machines  as  to  obviate  the  frequent  pro- 
ceedings which  are  now  inevitable  ;  and, 
if  not,  will  he  introduce  a  Bill  for   the 
purpose ;  will  he  reduce  the  Inspector's 
fee  from  5s.  to  Is.  ;  and  will  he  arrange 
for   costs   to   be   borne   by   the   parties 
sustaining  the  adverse  verdict  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Weighing  in- 
struments, although  stamped  in  the  dis- 
trict of  one  Local  Authority,  may,  under 
existing  law,  have  to  be  re-stamped  if 
used  in  trade  in  the  district  of  another 
Local  Authority.  It  rests  with  the 
County  Councils  who  appoint  the  In- 
spectors to  give  owners  of  weighing 
instruments  reasonable  opportunity  for 
complying  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act.  It  is  undesirable  to  interfere  with 
the  discretion  of  County  Councils  in 
making  requirements  with  regard  to 
stamping  weighing  machines,  as  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  has  been  placed 
ill  their  hands  by  Parliament.  The 
Board  of  Trade  have  no  power  to  alter 
the  fees,  which  are  fixed  by  Statute,  or 
to  amend  the  legal  procedure  as  to  pay- 
ment of  costs. 


REGISTRARS  OF  BIRTHS  AS  POETICAL 

AGENTS. 

Mr.  woods  (Lancashire,  Ince)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  is  aware 

Mr,  CamphcU^Bannerman 


that  Robert  Halliwell,  the  present  Regl^. 
trar  of  Births,  Marriages^  and  Deaths  i  ^ 
Wigan,  is  the  agent  of  a  political  Part.^ 
in  the  town,  and  was  a  surety  for  the  r-^., 
cent  political  Petition  case  in  Wigan,  aoc] 
that  he  is  now  a  political  candidate 
one  of  the  wards  in  the  town  ;  wheth 
these  are  permitted  to  any  person  hold  in  ^ 
such  an  office  under  the  Government  ; 
and,  if  the  conduct  of  the  Registrar  is  con- 
trary to  tlie  Rules  of  the  Service,  what 
course  will  be  pursued  by  Government  ? 

•The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.SHAW- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :  I  learn 
from  the  Registrar  General  that  Mr. 
Halliwell  has  held  the  office  of  Registrar 
of  Births  andDeaths  for  more  than  26 year?. 
He  is  also  a  Registrar  of  Marriages.  The 
Registrar  General  has  no  knowledge  as 
to  the  political  views  of  Mr.  Halliwell, 
or  as  to  his  being  an  agent  of  a  political 
party.  Registrars  of  Births  and  Deaths 
are  appointed  by  the  Guardians.  They 
are  not  salaried  officers  of  the  GovernmeDt, 
but  derive  their  emoluments  from  fees. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  RegubuioDS 
which  would  prevent  their  undertaking 
any  duties  which  do  not  clash  with  their 
duties  as  Registrars,  and  the  Registitf 
General  considers  that  he  has  no  power 
to  interfere  with  the  officers  in  respect 
of  the  work  which  they  may  undertake 
out  of  office  hours. 

INDIAN  COTTON  GOODS  IMPORTS. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (ArgyU) :  1 
beg   to   ask    the  Secretary  of  State  fof 
India  if  he  can  state  what  proportioD  of 
the  total  imports  of  British  cotton  goods 
into  India  consist  of  coloured  and  printed 
goods  which  are  not  manufactured  in  that 
country  ;  and  whether,  in  the  case  of  the 
goods    referred   to,  the   Government  of 
India  would  be  permitted  to  impose  such 
duties  as  were   itecessary  for   Revenue 
purposes  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  foe 
INDIA  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  ^Volve^ 
hampton,  E.)  :  On  the  average  of  the 
last  three  years  about  21  per  cent,  of  the 
cotton  goods  imported  into  India  consirt 
of  coloured  or  printed  goods.  The  Tariff 
Act  has  been  passed,  and  there  is  at  pre- 
sent no  proposal  on  the  subject  of  ludiu 
Import  Duties  before  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 
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B.  WHITELEY  :  Are  we  to  un- 
and  the  21  per  ceat.  are  all  British 

8? 

R.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  I  should  not 
to  say  that. 

R  D.  MACFARLANE  :  Is  it  the 
itiou  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
low  the  Government  of  India  a  free 
L    iu   dealing  with    these    imported 

18? 

R.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  do  not  quite 
trstand  the  hon.  Member's  question. 
Tariff  Bill  has  passed  into  law,  and 
9  is  no  proposal  before  the  Govern- 
t  with  reference  to  the  imposition  of 
ort  Duties. 

iR  D.  MACFARLANE  :  I  under- 
d  the  objection  was,  that  native  goods 
e  to  be  protected  at  the  expense  of 
Jsh  goods.  I  take  it  that  that  will 
be  the  case. 

RISH     POST    OFFICE     CLOTHING 
CONTRACTS. 

Ir,  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I 
to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
r  he  can  now  state  whether  it  would 
possible  to  have  a  condition  inserted 
he  contract  for  the  supply  of  clothing 
the  Irish  Postal  Service  that,  assum- 
price  and  quality  to  be  equal,  the 
erial  s^all  be  of  Irish  manufacture  ? 

'he  ^STMASTER  GENERAL 
r.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  A 
ih  contract  for  finished  garments  is 
ut  to  be  made  for  one  year  on  the 
!S  of  the  old  contract,  and  it  will  con- 
)  DO  stipulation  as  to  the  place  where 
contractors  are  to  obtain  the  mate- 
s.  It  is  proposed  next  year  to  sepa- 
3  the  contracts  for  materials  and  for 
oring  ;  and  then  it  will  be  open  to 
h  manufacturers  to  tender  for  the 
ply  of  cloth. 

THE  REV.  JOHN  HERKLESS. 
m  C.  DALRYMPLE  (Ipswich)  :  I 

to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
ither  the  Rev.  John  Herkless,  who  has 

been  appointed  to  the  Chair  of 
Icsiastical  History  in  the  University 
t.  Andrews,  has  take  na  degree  at  any 
versity,  or  whether  he  has  otherwise 
led  distiuetion  in  literature,  divinity, 
enenil  scholarship  as  a  qualification 
i  Professorial  Chair  ?  Since  I  placed 
question  on  the  Paper  I  have  dis. 
.Ted  that  I  have  been  misinformed  ag 


to  the  facts  ;  but,  as  the  question  appears, 
I  think  it  only  right  to  put  it. 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  Mr.  Herk- 
less, to  use  the  words  of  the  Very 
Reverend  the  Pi-incipal  of  the  University 
of  Glasgow,  was  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished students  of  his  time  at  that 
University.     Dr.  Caird  writes — 

*'  Seldom,  if  ever,  has  it  fallen  to  any  student 
as  in  hifl  case,  to  be  equally  eminent  in  the 
Faculties  of  Arts,  of  Theology,  and  of  Medicine. 
He  is,  as  this  University  record  indicates,  a 
man  of  wide  and  varied  knowledge  ;  and  any 
productions  from  his  pen  which  I  have  seen 
show  him  to  be  possessed  of  no  little  literary 
faculty." 

His  book  on  Cardinal  Beaton,  according 
to  the  Reverend  Herbert  Storey,  Pro- 
fessor of  Church  History  in  the  University 
of  Glasgow,  is  marked  by 

"great  historical  accuracy,  critical  acuteness, 
and  freshness  of  presentment." 

The  Reverend  Alexander  Mitchell,  the 

predecessor  of  Mr.  Herkless  in  the  Chair 

of  St.  Andrews,  writes — 

"I  have  always  heard  from  my  friends  in 
Glasgow  University  that  Mr.  John  Herkless  was 
one  of  the  very  foremost  students  of  his  time, 
and  carried  off  an  amount  of  Univei"sity  honours 
in  Philosophy,  Science,  and  Theology  such  as 
falls  to  the  lot  of  few.  In  the  Class  of  Biblical 
Criticism  he  especially  distinguished  himself, 
and  since  leaving  Glasgow  University  he  has 
had  ample  opportunities  of  prosecuting  that 
and  other  favourite  studies,  first  by  residence  at 
the  German  Universities,  and  latterly  in  his 
quiet  country  manse." 

I  do  not  think  that  the  House  would 
expect  me  to  read  a  long  list  of  testi- 
monials from  men  admirably  capable  of 
judging,  of  which  these  are  a  specimen. 
When  at  Glasgow  Mr.  Herkless  obtained 
by  way  of  University  honours  : — The 
Cleland  Gold  Medal  in  Theology,  the 
Rae  Wilson  Gold  Medal  in  Theology, 
the  University  Medal  in  Mental  Philo- 
sophy, the  John  Hunter  Medal  in  Science^ 
the  Henderson  Prize  in  Theology  (equal), 
the  Marshall  Bursary  in  Divinity,  the 
Smith  Prize,  given  to  the  best  student 
of  the  year  in  the  Glasgow  Presbytery, 
and  in  class  work  he  won  seven  highest 
prizes  in  Divinity,  four  highest  prizes 
and  one  second  prize  in  Church  History, 
four  highest  prizes  in  Biblical  Criti- 
cism, three  prizes  iu  Moral  Philosophy, 
and  others  which  I  need  not  recapitu- 
late. I  do  not  very  well  see  h(^w  Mr» 
Herkless  could  have  had  a  more  dis- 
tinguished University  career.  I  have 
written  to  ask  him  what  his  degree  is» 
He  is  not,  I  think,  a  Doctor  of  Divinity. 
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we  must  make  some  allowauce  for 
mtractor  uuder  the  circumstauces. 

JOijRS  OF   REFUGE  ON  THE  EAST 
COAST  OF   YORKSHIRE. 

:.  HOLDEN  (York,  E.R.,  Buck- 
:  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the 
I  of  Trade  whether  he  has  received 
yj  of  a  Resolution,  passed  by  the 
tj  Council  of  East  Yorkshire,  re- 
g  to  the  disastrous  storm  which 
:  the  coast  on  the  18th,  19th,  and 
of  November  last,  and  urging  the 
ibility  of  the  construction  on  the 
Coast  of  Yorkshire  of  a  harbour  of 
e  ;  and  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
any  steps  in  response  to  this 
ition  ? 

L  MUNDELLA  :  Yes,  Sir;  I  have 
red  the  Resolution  referred  to,  and 
replied  to  the  County  Council  that 
loard  of  Trade  cannot  encourage  tlfe 
:hat  tiie  Government  will  construct 
mrs  of  refuge  at  the  public  expense, 
Ba  which  has  been  repeateilly  dis- 
ged  by  tuccessive  Governments. 

IILWAY  RATES  AND  CHARGES. 
I.  RICHARDSON  (Durham,  S.E.): 

to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board 
•ade  whether  he  can  now  fix  the 
)n  which  he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
kvith  railway  rates  and  charges  ? 
I.  MUNDELLA  :  I  hope  to  intro- 
this  Bill  very  shortly,  but  I  cannot 
e  day  at  present. 

i  J.  WHITEHEAD    (Leicester)  : 
;he  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  an 
•ximate  time  ? 
I,   MUNDELLA :    I    cannot    say 

than  that  I  hope  it  will  be  very 

7- 

LICENCE  FEES. 
:.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
for  the  Home  Department  whether 
Q  state  by  what  authority,  whether 
ory  or  otherwise,  fees  are  levied  by 
[ome  Office  on  various  licences  and 
instruments ;  whether  the  same  fee 
13s.  6d.  is  charged  for  a  licence  to 
k  footwav*  for  a  licence  to  establish 
itre,  for  a  grant  of  Quarter  Sessions, 
>r  a  suffragan  bishop  or  prebendary; 
whether  he  can  state  on  what 
pie  this  exact  sum  is  fixed  in  such 
lilar  cases  ? 

iL.  XXII.  [fourth  series.] 


The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
THE  •  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQuiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  Various  non-statu- 
tory fees  are  taken  at  the  Home  Office 
in  pursuance  of  very  ancient  usage. 
Such  fees  are  all  paid  into  the  Exche- 
quer. The  sum  of  £7  13s.  6d.  has  been 
charged  in  regard  to  all  the  cases  men- 
tioned, all  of  which  were  carried  out  by 
Letters  Patent.  The  principle  would 
appear  to  be  that  the  same  fee  is  charged 
in  respect  of  all  such  Letters  Patent, 
irrespective  of  the  purpose  for  which  they 
were  required.  Such  charges  were  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Treasury  in  1881.  As 
regards  a  footway,  no  application  for 
Letters  Patent  appear  to  have  been 
received  since  1874. 

ALDERSHOT  POLICE  STATION. 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Hampshire  County 
Council  sent  phms  for  additional  cells  to 
the  police  station  at  Aldershot  and  for  a 
new  police  station  at  Farnborough  some 
six  mouths  n^o  to  the  Home  Office  for 
approval,  and  that  the  County  Council 
has  not  yet  received  any  answer  to  that 
application  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
additional  accommodation  is  greatly  re- 
quired in  the  above-named  places  ;  and 
whether  he  will  use  his  influence  to  pre- 
vent any  further  delay  r 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  In  the  event  of  a 
Local  Authority  desiring  to  raise  a  loan 
to  defray  the  cost  of  the  erection  or  im- 
provement of  a  police  station  it  is  neces- 
sary to  obtain  the  approval  not  only  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  but  also  that  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  The  plans 
in  question  having  been  received  from 
the  Hampshire  County  Council  in  August, 
1893,  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  were,  after  considera- 
tion by  the  Surveyor  General  of  Prisons, 
forwarded  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  the  final  approval  of  the 
suggested  alterations  has  been  deferred 
pending  the  usual  inquiry  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  such  inquiry  has 
been  delayed  owing  to  the  omission  of  the 
clerk  of  the  county  to  supply  tke  Local 
Government  Board  with  the  information 
asked  for  in  repeated  communications 
from  that  Department. 

3  R 


1447       Sir  C.  FreematUlt'i        {COMMONS} 


RELI0I008  IMPARTIALITY  IN  IN.DIA. 
Sm  W.  WEDDERBUEN  (Banff- 
Bhire)  :  I  beg  to  Hsk  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  whether  hia  attention 
baa  been  drawn  to  a  notificatioD,  dat«d 
9th  December,  1892,  in  The  Hindh 
Official  Gazette,  under  which  an  ednca- 
tional  qualification,  including  a  know- 
ledge of  English,  is  required  from  Hindu 
candidates  for  Government  Service, 
while  a  lower  qualification,  not  including 
a  knowledge  of  Euglish,  is  required 
from  Mahomodan  candidates ;  whether 
such  difference  of  treatment,  depending 
on  difference  of  creed,  is  in  accordance 
with  the  requirement  of  the  Queen's 
Proclamation  of  1858;  and  whether  he 
will  disallow  this  notification  as  being 
inconsistent  with  such  requirement  ? 

•Mr.  Hi  H.  FOWLER  :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  notification  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  refers.  I  am  not 
prepared  upon  such  information  as  I 
have  received  to  express  any  opinion  as  to 
thisparticularcase.buil  willhringitunder 
the  notice  of  the  Government  of  India. 

•SiK  W.  WEDDERBUEN  :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  make  inquiry 
from  the  Government  of  India  as  to 
whether  similar  notifications  have  been 
issued  in  other  parts  of  India  infringing 
religious  impartiality  ? 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE  :  I  am  not 
prepared  to  order  an  inquiry.  I  think, 
if  such  a  notification  is  carried  out,  it 
would  I*  unfair,  as  it  would  seem  to  bear 
the  complexion  of  religious  partiality  in 
favour  of  one  portion  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects. 

TEXT  BOOKS  IN  INDIAN  SCHOOLS. 

SiRW.WEDDERBURN:IbegtoaBk 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether 
it  is  the  case  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
t«xt  books,  both  English  and  Vernacular, 
prescribed  for  use  in  the  Government 
and  aided  aclioola  in  the  North-West 
Provinces,  have  been  compiled,  as  a 
private  enterprise,  by  Mr.  Kesfield,  the 
Director  of  Public  lnntruction  for  the 
North-West  Provinces  ;  and  whether 
such  arrangement  operates  to  creiile  a 
monopoly,  and  to  exclude  other  text 
books  from  those  schools  ? 

Mil.  H.  H.  FOWLER  :  I  have  no 
information  on  ihc  subject  of  my  hon. 
Friend's  question.  The  matter  is  one  for 
the  Local  Government  to  consider,  and 


would  seem  to  be  a  proper  subject  (ar- 
question  in  tbe  Local  Legislative  Coun^£ 

■     DISTRICT  COUNCILS. 

CoLOKEL  GUNTER  (York,  W.n 
Barkstone  Ash)  ;  I  heg  to  ask  the  Ppesi". 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board,  it, 
a  case  where  a  man  is  elected  by  co-op- 
tation a  member  of  a  Board  of  Guardians, 
does  he  also  become  by  such  election  a 
member  of  the  District  Council  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  The  ques- 
tion as  I  understand  refers  to  pereoiu 
who  are  elected  by  Guardians  from  out-  j 
side  their  own  body  under  the  provukwi 
of  section  20  (7)  of  the  Local  Govsre- 
ment  Act  of  last  Session.  Persons  who 
are  so  elecl«d  by  the  Guardians  do  txrt 
thereby  become  members  of  either  tlw 
Urban  or  Eural  District  Council. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  DKCOBATIOS. 
ViscousT  WOLMER  (Ediuborgk 
W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Suie 
for  War  whether,  in  view  of  the  twl 
that  a  Volunteer  decoration  is  to  J* 
given  to  all  Volunteer  non-com miMiOTM 
officers  and  privates,  as  it  has  slresJj 
been  given  to  all  Volunteer  officer!,  « 
20  years'  service  and  upwards,  b«  wi" 
consider  the  possibility  of  making  N* 
adjustment  of  the  Regulations  to  quW 
those  officers  for  a  decoration  *l»i 
although  they  have  served  for  w" 
than  20  years,  are  eligible  for  neilW 
decoration,  owing  to  the  fact  thatp«tt» 
their  service  has  been  in  the  comraissiow^ 
and  part  in  the  non-commissioned  ranis  ■ 
'  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BAN  NERM AS; 
It  is  not  advisable  to  alter  the  condi- 
tions laid  down  by  Warrant  for  tbt 
officers'  decoration,  but  the  new  decon- 
tion  will  be  open  to  any  officer  whoK 
total  service  as  a  Volunteer  entilles  hi* 
to  it,  but  who  has  not  received  the  ] 
officers'  decoration. 

SIR  C.  FREEMANTLE-S  COMMITTEE. 

Viscount  WOLMER:  I  beg  to  wk  ■ 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  h* 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  (bt 
Report  of  Sir  C,  Freemautlc's  Committrt 
on  the  conditions  of  service  and  remimer»- 
tion  of  office-keepers,  managers,  ic,  in 
the  Public  Departments,  with  the  Tr«- 
sury  Minute  thereon  of  the  19th  «( 
February,  1894  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  The  Report 
woe  that  of  a  Departmental  ComnitlA 
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y  as  sach,  a  confidenttal  document,  and 
refore  I  should  not  feel  justified  in 
ng  it  upon  tlie  Table,  but  I  will  at 
e  lay  the  Treasury  Minute  of  the 
h  of  February,  1894,  referred  to. 

EDINBUBGH   CASTLE  ROCK. 
Discount  WOLMER  :  I  beg  to  ask 
Secretary   to    the    Treasury    what 
tngement  has  been  come  to  between 

Treasury  and  the  Town  Council  of 
inburgh  to  repay  to  the  City  of 
inburgh  the  £2,000  paid  last  year 
3  the  Treasury  by  the  North  British 
ilway  Company  in  compensation  for 
rt  of  the  Castle  rock  taken  for  the 
provement  of  the  Company's  lines  ? 
Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  informed 
fit  the  Corporation  of  Edinburgh  have 
leived  a  sum  of  £2,000  for  their  interest 

the  lands  in  question  held  by  them 
»m  the  Crown,  and  I  do  not  understand 
lat  supposed  arrangement  is  referred  to, 
ere  being  nothing  left  to  arrange  so  far 
the  Woods  and  Forests  are  concerned, 
le  compensation  received  by  the  Com- 
ssioners  of  Woods  and  Forests  for  the 
'own*s  interest  was  carried  to  the  capital 
count  of  the  Land  Revenue. 
Viscount  WOLMER  :  Is  it  not  the 
se  that  the  Council  of  the  City  of 
lioburgh  have  applied  for  repayment 
the  sum  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  Yes ;  but 
ej  have  no  claim  to  it. 

EDINBURGH  COMMISSAHY  OFFICE. 

Viscount  WOLMER  :  I  beg  to  ask 
e  Secretary  for  Scotland  whether  he 
B  yet  been  able  to  examine  the  case  of 
e  staff  of  the  Commissary  Office, 
iioburgh,  as  he  undertook  to  do  during 
e  discussion  on  the  Estimates  last  year  ; 
d,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state  to  the 
)U8e  the  conclusion  he  has  arrived  at  ? 
SiK  G.  TREVELYAN  :  In  accord- 
le  with  the  promise  I  gave  the  hon. 
imber,  I  have  again  considered  the 
}ition  of  the  staff  of  the  Commissary 
ice  in  Edinburgh,  and  referred  it  for 
ther  consideration  to  the  Treasury  ; 
;  their  Lordships  have  come  to  the 
iclasion  that  the  question  of  placing 
«e  clerks  upon  the  establishment  of 
!  Civil  Service  cannot  be  regarded  by 
)lf,  as  their  case  is  practically  the 
ne  as  that  of  the  numerous  body  of 
ployes  who  constitute  the  staff  of  the 
ces  of  Government  Solicitors  and  of 


other  legal  4>r  ^Ma^i-legal  Departments. 
I  may  add  that  the  views  of  the  Lords 
Commissioners  of  the  Treasury  were  fully 
communicated  by  me  to  the  Head  of  the 
Commissary  Office  in  December  last ; 
but  that,  on  receipt  of  his  reply,  I  did  not 
feel  that  it  would  serve  any  useful  pur- 
pose to  again  re-open  the  question  with 
the  Treasury. 

THE  BURIAL  ACTS. 

Mr.  G.  ALLSOPP  (Worcester)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  any  Memo- 
rials have  been  received  at  the  Home 
Office  with  reference  to  an  amendment  of 
the  Burial  Acts  similar  to  the  Memorial 
forwarded  by  the  Corporation  of  Wor- 
cester ;  and,  if  so,  to  mention  the  towns 
that  have  forwarded  such  Memorials  ? 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  About  34  Burial 
Boards,  out  of  probably  1,100  or  1,200, 
have  presented  Memorials  on  the  subject 
referred  to.  A  list  of  them  would  exceed 
the  ordinary  limits  of  an  answer,  but  I 
have  given  directions  that  a  list  shall  be 
sent  to  the  hon.  Member. 

INSTRUCTION  FOR  DOCKYARD 
APPRENTICES. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
he  is  aware  that  apprentices  in  the  ship- 
wrights' and  fitters'  trades  in  Sheerness 
Dockyard  receive  11  hours'  instruction 
per  week,  while  in  10  other  trades  only 
four  hours  is  given  ;  and  whether  he 
can  see  his  way  to  return  to  the  old 
system — namely,  all  apprentices  to  attend 
the  same  school  and  receive  the  same 
instruction  ? 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  The  attend- 
ance at  the  dockyard  schools,  as  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Member,  is  in  accordance 
with  existing  Regulations.  The  whole 
subject  of  the  future  management  of 
these  schools  is  now  being  inquired  into 
by  a  Committee  recently  appointed  by 
the  Admiralty. 

MILITARY  VERSUS  CIVILIAN  LABOUR. 
Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  his  attention  has  been  di- 
rected* to  the  fact  that  soldiers  are  being 
employed  by  a  contractor  at  daily  wages 
unloading  coals  at  Spike  Island,  County 
Cork,    thus  depriving  the  Queenstown 
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coalporters  of  work  ;  and  whether,  in  the 
interest  of  free  labour,  he  will  take  im- 
mediate Btepri  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
practice  ? 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  have  caused  inquiries  to  be  addressed 
to  the  General  Officer  commanding  in 
Cork,  but  have  not  yet  received  a 
definite  reply.  Meanwhile,  any  help  the 
soldiers  were  giving  has  ceased. 

delagoa  bay  railway. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  when 
the  arbitration  award  on  the  Delagoa 
Bay  Railway  is  likely  to  be  promulgated; 
and,  if  not  yet  made,  what  is  the  cause 
of  the  delay  ;  and  whether  the  dispute 
was  submitted  to  the  three  jurists  at 
Berne,  Switzerland,  in  August,  1891  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  It  is  impossible  to 
say  when  the  award  will  be  given.  The 
Rules  of  Procedure  were  not  finally  fixed 
till  February,  1892,  and  the  British  case 
was  communicated  to  the  Portuguese 
Government  by  the  Tribunal  of  Arbitra- 
tion in  April,  1892.  Several  extensions 
of  time  have  since  been  granted  for  the 
delivery  of  the  counter  case,  the  rejoinder 
and  the  reply,  at  the  request  of  each  of 
the  parties  respectively,  and  this  has 
been  the  cause  of  the  delay  hitherto. 
The  term  fixed  for  the  delivery  of  the 
Portuguese  reply  is  now  the  27th  of  next 
July. 

LISMORE  AGRARIAN  TROUBLES. 
Mr.     W.     KENNY      (Dublin,     St. 
Stephen's    Green)  :     I    beg  to  ask    the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has  been 
called   to   speeches    made    at   Lismore, 
County  Waterford,  by,  amongst  others, 
an  hon.  Member  of  this  House,  on  the 
18th  February  last,  at  a  meeting  held  for 
the   purpose    of    denouncing    a    person 
resident  in  the  locality  who  had  taken  a 
farm    from   which   a   tenant    had    been 
evicted   12   years    previously  ;     whether 
the  police  refused   to  allow  the  meeting 
to  be  held  beside  or  on  the  farm  in  ques- 
tion, but   allowed  it  to  take  place  at  a 
distance  of  one  mile  off;    if  the  police 
have   orders    to    permit    such    meetings 
provided  they  are  not  held   in    th^e  im- 
mediate vicinity  of    the  evicted    farms ; 
whether  he  has  been    advised    that  the 
meeting   was   an    illegal    assembly,   and 
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that  the  language  made  use  of  by  the 
speakers  was  sufficient  to  maintain  a 
criminal  prosecution  ;  and  if  he  will 
state  why  such  a  meeting  is  permitted,^ 
and  no  step  taken  to  prevent  the  use  of 
such  denunciations  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  My  attention  was 
drawn  to  the  speeches  made  at  the  meet* 
ing  referred  to,  and  the  statement  in  the 
second    paragraph   of    the   question   is 
accurate.     As   to  the  third   paragraph, 
the  police  have  no  general  instructions  iu 
the  matter  ;  each  case  is  dealt  with,  as  it 
arises,  on  its  merits.     I  have  not  been 
advised  that  the  meeting  was  an  illegal 
assembly  ;  and  as  regards  the  speeches 
made,  I  was  advisetl  they  were  not  of  a 
sufficiently  violent  character  to  sustain  a 
criminal   prosecution  for   conspiracy  or 
otherwise. 

PUBLICANS    AND     MILITARY 
PENSIONERS. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  willdireet 
the  police  of  the  A  Division  to  prevent 
the  publicans  in  Great  Peter  Street  and 
district,  notably  the  proprietors  of  the 
"  Star  and  Garter  "  and  "  Elephant  airf 
Castle,"  from  selling  liquor  to  dmnkei 
pensioners  and  reservists,  and  so  prefeo* 
the  scenes  that  regularly  take  pl«o*« 
and  which  on  Monday  and  Tuesday 
of  this  week  were  particularly  con- 
spicuous ? 

Mr.  JEFFREYS  :  Before  the  ques- 
tion is  answered,  I  wish  to  ask  Mr- 
Speaker  whether  it  is  in  Order  to  inseri 
in  the  question  the  words  "drunken 
pensioners  and  reservists,"  which,  I  sun- 
mit,  implies  an  unfounded  charge  against 
a  body  of  honourable  and  respectable 
men  ? 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Under  the  Rule* 
of  the  House  the  hon.  Member  who  pot 
down  the  question  is  responsible  for  the 
statement  as  to  the  condition  of  tho«e 
persons  at  that  time. 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  I  am  informed  bj 
the  Commissioner  of  Police  that  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  to  which  xdt 
hon.  Friend  refers  there  are  five  regis- 
tered common  lodging-houses,  which  ac- 
commodate about  1 ,200  men.  Immediatelj 
opposite  the  "Star  and  Garter**  aod 
**  Elephant "  public-houses  there  is  a 
registered  lodging-house  with  accommo- 
dation   for   400  men,   many  of    whoa 
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9  reservists  and  peDsiouers  from 
e  Army.  At  ponsion  time  (which 
eurred  on  Monday  last)  these  men 
end  their  money  very  freely  in 
ink,  and  frequent  quarrels  take  place, 
he  attention  of  the  police  is  at  all  times 
rawn  to  the  locality,  especially  on 
ension  days,  but  no  serious  disturbances 
ave  been  noticed,  and  the  people  gene- 
ally  disperse  when  called  on  to  do  so. 
The  Inspector  who  passed  through  Great 
Peter  Street  on  Monday  and  Tuesday 
ast,  and  the  other  officers  engaged  there, 
ttatu  that,  although  several  persons  were 
seen  who  were  more  or  less  drunk  in  the 
streets,  they  did  not  notice  any  irregu- 
larity in  the  public-houses,  or  it  would 
have  been  at  once  reported.  Publicans 
bavebeen  summoned  from  time  to  time 
for  permitting  drunkenness  on  their 
licensed  premises,  one  so  recently  as  the 
3nl  instant,  when  a  fine  of  40s.  and  costs 
were  inflicted.  The  police  are  at  times 
called  by  the  landlords  to  eject  drunken 
people,  but  they  were  not  appealed  to  on 
Monday  or  Tuesday,  and  what  quarrels 
'here  were  occurred  in  the  streets. 

Mh.  hartley  :  Has  the  attention 
>f  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  been 
*mwn  to  the  fact  that  pensioners  are  paid 
<*  comparatively  large  sums  ;  and  would 
t  not  be  much  better  to  pay  them  in 
•mailer  sums  at  shorter  intervals  ? 
,  Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
^  the  hon.  Member  will  put  that  ques- 
Jon  down  on  the  Paper  I  will  endeavour 
o  answer  it. 

CANADIAN  ELECTION  DISPUTES. 
Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
'^f  Dean)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
^"^  of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
Mie  Government  have  received  tele- 
graphic information  from  Newfoundland 
to  the  effect  that  the  Election  Judjres, 
litving  disqualified  a  portion  of  the  Go- 
vernment majority  on  principles  which  are 
bought  likely  to  apply  to  a  large  number 
f  seats,  including  those  held  by  the 
rovemment  themselves,  the  supporters 
f  the  Government  have  petitioned  the 
-overnor  to  dissolve  the  Legislature 
ected  last  November;  at  the  elections 
»  which  the  large  number  of  Petitions 
^iust  Government  Members  apply, 
hile,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Opposition 
ive  offered  to  form  a  Government ;  and 
hether  there  is  any  objection  to  at  once 
J  upon  the  Table,  for  the  information 


of  the  House,  the  Papers  which  have 
been  transmitted  to  the  Colonial  OfHce 
by  cable  telegraph  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  The  Governor 
has  reported  by  telegraph  that  a  Depu- 
tation of  the  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  Assembly  introduced  by  the 
Prime  Minister  had  petitioned  him  to 
dissolve.  Last  night  a  further  telegram 
was  recoiveil  stating  that  the  Governor 
had  received  a  strong  protest  from  the 
Opposition  Members  against  this  course. 
The  Governor  is  in  communication  with 
his  responsible  advisers,  and  no  further 
statement  can  be  made  at  present  on  the 
subject. 

THE    SELECT    COMMITTEE    ON    THE 
IRISH  LAND  ACTS. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  is  now  in  a  position 
to  say  when  the  Motion  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Irish  Land  Acts  will  be  made  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  very  much  regret 
to  say,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  that 
I  am  still  not  in  a  position  to  say  when 
this  appointment  will  be  effectively  made. 
I  have,  as  the  hon.  Member  is  aware, 
done  my  best  to  meet  the  objections 
taken  to  the  form  of  Reference  bv  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  I  have  altered 
it  to  that  end.  I  understand  that  the 
alterations  do  not  meet  all  the  objections 
that  are  taken,  I  believe,  as  to  the  Com- 
mittee making  land  purchase  the  first 
head  of  Reference.  My  own  view  is 
that  the  inquiry  would  probably  ex- 
tend through  the  whole  of  the  present 
Session.  The  Committee,  therefore,  would 
have  to  be  re-appointed,  if  the  House 
thought  fit,  uext  Session,  and  that  would 
l>e  the  time  at  which  it  would  be  per- 
fectly open  to  gentlemen  who  object  to 
this  Order  of  Reference  to  state  their 
objections.  But  I  am  not  prepared,  in 
face  of  the  large  interest  that  I  know  is 
taken  by  all  classes  and  by  all  parties  in 
Ireland  in  the  whole  length  and  breadth 
of  the  Reference,  to  alter  it  further.  I 
do  not  feel  I  would  be  doing  my  duty  if  I 
altered  the  form  of  it. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  May  I  ask 
whether,  in  view  of  the  opposition  to  the 
Reference  as  it  stands,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  take  an  opportunity  of 
allowing  the  House  to  discuss  it,  and 
come  to  a  judgment  on  the  matter,  as 
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every  day  lost  is  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEV  :  I  quitq  agree  with 
the  hou.  Member  that  every  day  lost  is  a 
loss  of  great  importauce,  but  I  caDDOt  at 
the  present  moment — considering  the  time 
now  at  our  disposal,  and  the  very  heavy 
charges  upon  that  time — I  cannot  at  the 
moment  think  of  allowing  a  day  for  its 
discussion. 

Mr.  CARSON  (Dublin  Univergity)  : 
Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  he  think  it  would  be  possible  to 
report  even  within  the  time  of  three  or 
four  Sessions  on  this  matter,  and  whe- 
ther he  would  not  take  the  first  portion 
first  as  being  the  most  urgent  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  shall  take 
the  first  portion  first  as  a  matter  of  course, 
but  I  do  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
that  it  would  take  the  time  of  three  or 
four  Sessions  to  cover  the  whole  inquiry. 
I  may  say  that  no  doubt  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  there  and 
exerted  his  ingenuity  that  it  would  take 
some  little  time.  But  I  assume  that  the 
Select  Committee  will  follow  the  ordinary 
practical  habits  of  Committees  of  this 
House,  and  I  do  not  think  in  that  case  it 
will  take  so  long. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  Might  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man whether  he  would  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  restricting  the  Reference  in  this 
year  to  the  first  part  of  the  Reference 
which  is  on  the  Paper  ?  That  is  a  por- 
tion which,  I  think,  would  meet  with 
universal  approval.  Then  next  year  we 
could  consider  the  question  of  an  aug- 
mented Reference,  as  be  himself  admits 
that  the  augmented  Reference  cannot  be 
dealt  with  this  year. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  do  not  know 
what  accidents  may  occur,  and  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  will 
admit  that  it  would  bo  very  rash  for  any 
Government  to  narrow  the  scope  of  an 
inquiry  which  they  deem  of  the  highest 
importance,  and  which  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, of  both  Parties,  generally  desire  to 
have  instituted  in  as  wide  a  form  as 
possible. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Kerry,  N.)  :  Might 
I  ask  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Representatives  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land think  that  there  are  questions  con- 
nected with  the  purchase  of  land  quit6 
as  urgent  as  any  connected  with   rent, 
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and  whether  he  would  receive  a  sug- 
gestion that  it  would  be  well  to  go  for- 
ward with  what  be  considers  urgent,  and 
not  waste  time  in  endeavouring  to  con- 
ciliate an  irreconcileable  opposition  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No  doubt  in  a  very 
important   part  of  Ireland  the  purchase^^ 
part  of  the  question  is  quite  as  importao^ 
as  any  other. 

Mr.  DUNBAR  BARTON  (Armaglk^ 
Mid)  :  Might  I  ask  whether  the  inquiry 
would  not  be  expedited  if  the  portio 
relating  to  the  Landed  Estates  Coax-t: 
were  postponed,  as  that  raises  the  ques- 
tion of  incumbrances  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  think  we  are 
rather  conducting  a  discussion  upon  tliis 
subject.  In  answer  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  I  will  say  this— that 
the  Committee,  as  a  practical  body, 
would  deal  with  the  land  purchase 
before  they  proceeded  to  the  question  of 
incumbrances. 


LUNATICS  IN  IRELAND. 

Sir  T.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  has  yet 
decided  to  issue  a  small  Commission  <rf 
experts  to  inquire  into  the  circumstance* 
and  causes  of  the  great  increase  in  tb* 
number  of  lunatics  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Inspectors 
of  Lunatic  Asylums  have  not  so  far  satis- 
fied themselves  or  me  that  a  new  Com- 
mission of  Inquiry  is  necessary,  but  1  »m 
giving  the  matter  further  and  special  con- 
sideration, and  meanwhile,  as  the  bon. 
Baronet  is  doubtless  aware,  I  have  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  within  the  1*^ 
few  days  a  special  Report  which  I  hw 
called  for  from  the  Inspectors  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  alleged  increasing  prevalence 
of  insanity  in  Ireland. 

GERMAN  EXPORT   TRADE. 
Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT:! 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  if  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  report  of  the  foreign  trade  of  GermaiV 
given  in  the  last  issue  of  The  Statist  and 
to  the  increase  it  shows  in  German  ex- 
ports   in    1«93,  compared  with  1892,  in 
every  line  but  one,  and  to  a  total  amount 
of  £8,525,000,  even  iron  showing  au  in- 
crease  of    12   per  cent.  ;  and  if,  having 
regard  to  the  decline  in  British  exports  br 
£8,500,000  in  the  same  perioils,  and  br 
£45,000,000  between    1890  and    1893, 
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5T  Majesty's  Government  propose  to 
c^aoj  steps  to  relieve  the  depression  in 
x3e? 

3Ir.  MUNDELLA  :  The  full  particu- 
*«  of  German  exports  for  1892  and 
^3  will  be  found  in  The  Board  of  Trade 
tsrnal  for  March,  and  they  show  an 
Mrease  in  1893  over  1892  of  about 
^,500,000.     1892  was  the  lowest  year 

German  exports  since  1885,  whereas 
itish  exports  in  that  year  were 
4,000,000  in  excess  of  1885.  British 
ports  in  1890  were  £50,000,000  in  ex- 
ss  of  18S5,  whereas  German  exports 
v-e  not  risen  in  any  year  to  anything 
:.e  the  same  extent  as  our  own.  It  is 
possible,  therefore,  to  make  comparisons 

the  rise  or  fall  of  a  single  year.  There 
n  be  no  doubt  that  German  trade  pro- 
ed  to  some  extent  by  the  dispute  in  the 
al  trade  last  year,  and  the  Government 
e  anxious,  as  far  as  possible,  to  prevent 
eh  disputes,  but  they  have  no  intention 
changing  the  commercial  policy  of  the 
'untry. 

THE  BEHRIXO  SEA  AWARD  BILL. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
>ol,  Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ey  General  whether  the  terms  of  the 
►ehring  Sea  Award  Bill  have  received 
»e  specific  approval  of  the  Government 
f  the  Canadian  Dominion  ;  and  whether 
le  Bill  is  identical,  so  far  as  can  be, 
ith  the  Bill  on  the  same  subject  now 
efore  the  Legislature  of  the  United 
tates  ? 

•Mr.  S.  BUXTON  (who  replied)  said  : 

0  The  Dominion  Government  are  in 
eneral  agreement  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  the  terms  of  the  Bill, 
Jit  have  raised  objections  in  regard  to 
^^  or  two  points  of  detail,  which  will 
^'eive  due  consideration.  (2)  The 
^merican  Bill  differs  in  form  from  the 
►ill  before  this  House,  but  it  is  uuder- 
ood  to  be  substantially  in  accordance 
ith  the  Bill  which  stands  for  Second 
eading  to-day. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL:  Will 
>se  points  with  which  the  Canadian 
ivernment  disagree  be  considered  before 
J  House  finally  decides  on  the  shape 
the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  I  understand  the 

uts  to  which  I  have  referred  will  arrive 

mail    either    to-day   or    to-morrow, 

1  they   will  therefore  be  in  time  for 


the  Committee  stage  of  the  measure  on 
Monday. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  Was  the 
agreement  of  the  Canadian  Government 
to  this  Bill  given  unconditionally,  or  as 
in  the  modus  mve^^c^i  conditionally  on  com- 
pensation being   given  to  the  Canadian 

spftlprs  ^ 

Mb.  S.  BUXTON:  The  Canadian 
Government  are  in  general  agreement 
with  Her  Majesty^s  Government  as  to 
the  terms  of  the  Bill,  and  I  do  not  un- 
derstand that  they  attach  any  conditions. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  They  have 
not  asked  for  compensation  ? 

Mr.  S.BUXTON  :  Please  give  notice. 

LABOUR    IN    GERMAN     CONVICT 
PRISONS. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  'Trade  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  an  article  in  The 
Hardtoareman  of  the  3rd  March  last, 
purporting  to  be  the  description  by  a 
Special  Commissioner  (who  had  been 
sent  to  Germany  for  the  purpose)  of  the 
concessionaire  system  now  obtaining 
in  some  20  or  more  of  the  German  con- 
vict prisons  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that, 
under  this  system,  English  goods  and 
English  patterns  are  pirated  and  copied 
by  the  German  Prison  Authorities,  and 
turned  out  in  tons  by  the  convicts  at  a 
labour  cost  of  3d.  to  Is.  per  day  ;  that 
this  convict  labour  is  let  out  to  a  con- 
cessionaire or  gaol  manufacturer,  who 
has  only  to  supply  the  necessary  plant 
and  raw  material,  and  who  exports  to 
England,  as  British-made  goods,  the 
articles  made  by  the  prisoners  from 
pirated  English  designs  ;  and  that  the 
higher  class  German  dealers  refuse  to 
touch  these  prison-made  goods,  while 
the  inferior  tradesman  who  deals  with 
them  tries  to  cou(!cal  their  origin  ;  whe- 
ther the  above  facts  are  generally  known 
to  the  British  public  ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  warn  the 
public  against  them  in  The  Labour 
Gazette  J  or  otherwise  ;  and  also  make 
representations  to  the  German  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject ;  and  whether  he 
can  explain  why  it  is  that  the  Mer- 
chandise Marks  Act  is  powerless  to  stop 
such  fraudulent  misrepresentation  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Probably  the 
hou.  Member  has  not  seen  my  reply  to  a 
similar   question   put    by  the  hon.  and 
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gallant  Member  for  Central  Sheffield.  I 
am  making  inquiry  as  to  the  alleged  im- 
portation of  these  goods.  The  provisions 
of  the  Merchandise  Marks  Act  are  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  goods  coming  into  this 
country  with  false  trade  descriptions 
attached. 

THE    EVICTIONS   IN   ARRAN     ISLANDS. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  the 
evictions  now  proceeding  on  the  Arran 
Islands,  and  to  ask  him  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Islands  are  eight  miles 
from  the  nearest  land,  and  40  miles  from 
the  nearest  Courthouse  ;  and  whether 
owing  to  the  failure  of  the  fishing  the 
people  on  these  Islands  have  been  left  so 
destitute  that  appeals  to  public  charity 
have  been  made  on  their  behalf  ?  In 
the  second  place,  I  wish  to  ask  whether, 
owing  to  the  evictions,  a  number  of 
people,  including  aged  persons  and  chil- 
dren, have  been  left  without  shelter,  as 
well  as  without  food,  and  what  steps  the 
Government  have  taken,  or  what  steps 
they  intend  to  take,  to  ensure  the  safety  of 
the  lives  of  the  destitute  people  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  answer  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  it  is  true,  as  he  has  already 
stated,  that  these  Islands  are  some  dis- 
tance off,  apd  that  communication  with 
them  is  not  easv.  Mv  information  is 
this — that  yesterday  six  evictions  were 
carried  out,  and  that  in  three  of  the  cases 
the  people  were  re-admitted  as  caretakers. 
To-day  two  tenants  settled  with  the 
agent,  and  eight  evictions  were  carried 
out.  Two  of  the  eight  persons  were  re- 
instated as  caretakers.  I  have  no  infor- 
mation, as  yet,  as  to  the  condition  of  the 
people  yesterday  and  to-day  ;  but  I  am 
perfectly  sure  that  if  the  story  which  my 
hon.  Friend  states  were  true,  and  that  any 
such  persons  had  been  evicted  and  cast 
out  on  the  bleak  hillside,  the  officers  on 
the  spot  would  have  informed  me  of  that 
fact.  As  to  the  condition  of  the  poor 
people,  I  was  informed  some  fortnight 
ago  that  they  were  likely  to  suffer  ex- 
treme distress,  independent  of  the  evic- 
tions. We  at  once  despatched  an 
Inspector  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  make  inquiries.  He  did  so,  and 
reported  that  the  people  were  weather 
bound.  He  made  exhaustive  inquiry  into 
the  case  of  the  South  Island,  which  is  the 
worst  and  poorest  of  the  three,  and  his 

"*  Mr,  Mundella 


Report    was  that    in    his    opinion    the 
relieving  officer  had  means  at  his  disposal 
for  dealing  with  any  cases  of  emergency 
that  might  arise.     This  Inspector  is  to- 
day in  Galway,  and  he  has  been  directed 
to   pay   close   attention   to  the   circum- 
stances of  the  people  of  Arran,  and  if 
necessary,   to   go  over   there    at    once. 
Meantime,  the  relieving  officer  has  l)eeii 
told  (a  fortnight  ago)  the  exact  steps  he  is 
to   take  in    case  any   circumstances  of 
emergency  arise. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOCSE. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  wish  toa»V 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question  wi  'SJi 
reference  to  the  business   down  on 
Paper  for  Monday.     I  may  remind  t 
Government  of  the  pledge  given  befoK« 
Easter  to  put  down  the  Navy  Buildi  ng 
Vote   for  Monday,  and   I  presume  X\MWLt 
the  idea  of  the  Government  is  that  tbe 
general  discussion  which  has  been  pro* 
mised  shall  be  taken  on    the   Vote.       I 
wish  now  to   call   the  attention  of  tlie 
Government  to  a  decision  given  by  t.lie 
Chairman  which   greatly   restricted  tbe 
scope   of    that   discussion,  and   to  a^lcy 
whether  they  have  in  contemplation  anj 
method  by  which  that  Debate  shall    st 
least  have  the  extension  promised  by  the 
Government,  and  which  I  am  sure  tiM 
Government  intend  to  allow  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAX  : 
I  was  not  aware  of  any  recent  decision 
which  would  narrow  the  discnssioo.    On 
the  contrary,  I  understood  that  there  wa* 
a    general   consent   in   all  parts  of  tbe 
House  that  for  convenience  of  busiucB* 
the  discussion  should  be  extended  bevood 
the  ordinary  scope  of  the  Vote.    Thi» 
has  always  been  done  in  special  cai^es  ftiMl 
in  special  circumstances  under  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Perh»p« 
the  Chief  Secretary  can  say  whether  io 
the  event,  which  seems  to  be  prohahlc 
of  the  Debate  on  the  Scottish  Standing 
Committee  not  concluding  this  night— 
["  Oh,  oh  !  "]— I  will  go  further  and  sij 
that  it  is  absolutely  impossible — will  the 
Government  make  any  change  in  the 
arrangements  for  Monday,  or  will  the 
Navy  Estimates  still  be  taken  on  Mon- 
day ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  regret  thit, 
owing  to  the  absence  of  the  Leader  of 
the  House  from  circumstances  of  dome^ 
affliction,  I  cannot  answer  the  qnestioi 
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I  but  I    cannot  hold  out  any 

bere  will   be   an  alteration  in 

Bment  for  Monday,  whatever 

fortunes  of  the  Debate  this 


SOUTH  AFRICAN  MAILS. 
NYBEARE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
ister  General  if  it  is  the  case 
Inion  mail  steamer  Athenian 
Plymouth  at  4  o'clock  on 
»t,  and  that  none  of  the  letters 
jred  in  the  City  till  the  next 
klthough  they  were  delivered 
stern  District  the  same  day  ? 
ght  hon.  Gentleman  explain 
f  the  delay  ? 

MORLEY:    The   Athenian 

tMymouth   Sound  at  4.20  a.m. 

1  instant,  and    her  mails,  for 

;  of  which  an  hour  to  an  hour 

would    be    required,    were 

by     the     first     train     from 

at    8.45    a.m.       The    corre- 

for  the  Western  District  was 

r  the  delivery  commencing  at 

and  that    for    the    Eastern 

istricf   by    the   delivery  com- 

5.0  p.m. 

MOTION. 


W  THE  HOUSE  (EXEMPTION 
THE  STANDING   ORDER).      ' 

na<le,  and  Question   proposed, 

proceedingfs  on  the  Motion  for  the 
t  of  a  Standing  Committee  on 
,  if  under  discussion  at  Twelve 
light,  ]>e  not  interru})ted  under  the 
ler   Sittings  of  the  House." — (.Vr. 

put. 

»uae  divided  : — Ayes  203  ; 
-(Division  List,  No.  15.) 

'.RS    OF   THE  DAF. 


SEA  AWARD  BILL.— (No.  12.S.) 
SECOND    READING. 

•  Second  Reading  read. 

TORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
L,  Hackney,  S.)  rose  to  move 
Reading  of  this  Bill.  He 
ve  now  to  ask  the  House  to 
second  Reading  of  what  is 
le<l  the  Behring   Sea  Award 


Bill,  although  that  perhaps  scarcely 
describes  it,  because  the  use  of  the  Bill 
extends  far  beyond  that.  It  might 
more  properly  be  described  as  a 
Bill  for  carrying  into  effect  the 
award  of  the  Tribunal  of  Arbitration 
constituted  under  the  Treaty  between 
Her  Majesty  and  the  United  States.  Mr. 
Speaker,  from  indications  made  to  me  by 
hon.  Members  sitting  in  different  parts  of 
the  House,  I  gather  it  is  expected  that  I 
should — although  I  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  do  so  at  any  great  length — recall 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  the  cir- 
cumstances which  leil  to  the  Treaty  upon 
which  this  Bill  is  founded,  to  the  charac- 
ter of  that  Treaty,  to  the  Award  based 
upon  it,  and  finally  to  the  provisions  in 
the  Bill  now  submitted  to  give  effect  to 
that  Award.  In  August,  1886,  several 
seizures  of  vessels  engaged  in  fur  sealing 
were  effected  in  the  Behring  Sea  by 
cruisers  of  the  United  States,  the  vessels 
so  seized  belonging  principally  to  British 
subjects,  being  Canadians.  On  the  facts 
coming  to  the  knowledge  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  of  the  day,  the  late 
Lord  Iddesleigh,  who  was  then  at  the 
Foreign  Office,  addressed,  on  the  3()th  of 
October,  1886,  an  important  Despatch 
to  the  then  Representative  of  the  Queen 
at  Washington,  in  which  he  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  three  schooners 
had  been  seized  in  that  part  of  the 
North  Pacific  Ocean  called  the  Behring 
Sea,  and  that  the  crews  of  two  of  these 
vessels  had  been  detained.  At  that  time, 
as  it  appeared  when  the  full  facts  became 
known  to  the  Foreign  Office,  one  of  the 
vessels  had  already  been  brought  before  a 
Court  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
Judge  of  that  Court  had  condemned  that 
vessel  on  the  ground  that  she  was  pur- 
suing the  industry  of  pelagic  sealing 
within  the  territorial  limits  of  the  United 
States,  those  territorial  limits  being 
claimed  under  the  terms  of  the  conces- 
sion from  Russia  to  the  United  States 
in  1867,  which  included  Alaska 
and  the  islands  in  Behring  Sea.  The 
learned  Judge  who  tried  the  case  decided 
that  the  ship  was  properly  seized  and 
properly  condemned  on  the  ground 
that  she  was  violating  the  muni- 
cipal legislation  of  the  United  States, 
and  was  so  violating  that  municipal 
legislation  within  the  United  States  terri- 
tory. Lord  Iddesleigh  then  proceeded 
to  complain  that  in   these  circumstances 
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the  authorities  of  the  UDited  States  had 
interfered  with  the  lawful  occupatiou  of 
Canadian  citizens  on  the  high  seas,  and 
had  taken  possession  of  their  ships,  sub- 
jected their  property  to  forfeiture,  and 
visited  upon  their  persons  the  indignity 
of  imprisonment.  That  was  the  position 
assumed  as  early  as  October,  18b6,  by 
Lord  Iddesleigh,  and  which  has  never 
since  been  departed  from  by  those  who 
represent  the  Government  of  the  Queen. 
Following  upon  this  expostulation  of 
Lord  Iddesleigh  the  vessels  that  had 
been  seized  were  released  and  the  pro- 
ceedings stayed  by  the  order  of  the  then 
Secretary  of  State  at  Washington,  Mr. 
Baird  ;  accordingly,  the  vessels  were  re- 
leased. At  a  later  period  further  seizures 
followed.  By  March,  1889,  there  had 
been  a  change  of  Government  in  the 
United  States,  and  the  late  Mr.  Blaine 
had  succeeded  Mr.  Baird  in  the  position 
of  Secretary  of  State,  and  there  had 
followed  a  long  diplomatic  discussion  be- 
tween the  Representatives  of  the  Queen 
and  the  Secretary  of  State,  the  corre- 
spondence from  Great  Britain  being  con- 
ducted by  Lord  Salisbury,  who  had  by 
that  time  succeeded  to  the  Office  of 
Foreign  Secretary.  On  the  part  of 
the  United  States,  in  that  correspondence 
it  was  sought  to  justify  the  action  of 
their  authorities  in  these  seizures  on  the 
ground  that  the  United  States  possessed 
territorial  dominion  in  the  Behring  Sea 
under  the  cession  of  1867  from  Russia, 
and  on  the  ground  that  their  legislation 
applied  to  foreigners  in  the  area  where 
the  seizures  were  effected,  and  finally,  at 
a  later  development  of  the  controversy, 
on  the  ground  that  the  United  States  had 
property  in  the  fur  seal  and  in  the  in- 
dustry founded  on  its  pursuit,  and  in 
effect  that  their  law  was  in  the  nature  of 
properly  protected  Regulations  for  the 
safeguard  of  their  property  and  interests. 
This  position  was  combated — and  I  need 
not  say  ably  combated — by  Lord  Salis- 
bury in  his  correspondence.  He  main- 
tained the  position  originally  taken  up  by 
Lord  Iddesleigh,  and  he  complained  that 
the  rights  of  sovereignty  of  Great  Britain 
had  been  violated  by  these  seizures — that 
there  had  been  a  violation  of  Interna- 
tional Treaty  and  the  law  thereby  affecteil, 
but  professed  his  willingness  to  submit 
the  question  to  a  properly-constituted 
Court  of  Arbitration.  The  questions  of 
alleged  property  and  of  alleged  jurisdic- 
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tion  set  up  by  the  United  States  Lord 
Salisbury  also  professed  his  readiness  to 
submit  to  arbitration,  and  also  the  further 
question    if  and  what  Regulations  were 
necessary  for  the  preservation  of  the  sea] 
fishery  in  the  Behring  Sea.    The  answer 
to  the  latter  question  was  one  which  was 
not  exclusively  of  interest  to  the  United 
States — although  as  the  owner  of  the 
islands,  that  country  had  a  special  ia* 
t«rest  with   regard   to    it — but   was  of 
common  interest.  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
one can  doubt  the  wisdom  of  the  policy 
pursued  by  Lord  Salisbury  in  advisii^ig 
that  reference  to  arbitration.    I  think  w^e 
must  all  agree  that  it  would  have  been      a 
deplorable   thing  if  two  great   natioiBS, 
sprung  from  the  common  stock,  speakivs^ 
the  same  language,  living  under  systencis 
of  law  largely  alike,  and  having  enormous 
interests  in  common  bound  up  in  the  in- 
terests of   peace,   should  have  resorted 
to    the    rude    arbitrament    of    force    to 
settle    the    differences    between    them. 
Accordingly,  on  February  29,  1892,  the 
Treaty   from  which  this   Bill    took  its 
origin  was  agreed  to  between  the  United 
States  Government  and  the  Governmeol 
of  the  Queen,  and  that  Treaty  was  rati- 
fied at  a  later  date.     It  is  necessarj  that 
I  should  call  the  attention  of  the  Hoose 
to  some  of  the  leading  provisions  of  tbit 
Treaty.     It  recites  that  differences  h«<l 
arisen,  and  that  both   Governments  were 
desirous   of   providing   for   an  amicable 
settlement  of  those  differences,  conceniiDg 
the  jurisdiction  and  rights  claimed  bjtbe 
United    States    in    the   waters   of  the 
Behring    Sea,  and   also   concerning  the 
preservation  of  the  fur  seal  fisheries  in 
those  waters  and   the  rights  of  the  sub 
jects    of  either   country    as  regards  the 
takino:  of  fur  seals  in  and  habitually  re- 
sorting  to  those  waters.     The  Court  oi 
Arbitration  was  thus  constituted.    Tvo 
arbitrators  were   to   be   named  and  were 
named   by  the  President  of  the  United 
States — namely,  Mr.  Justice  Harlan,  » 
distinguisheil    Judge    of    the    Supreme 
Court,  and  Mr.  Senator   Morgan,  also  a 
gentleman  of  high  reputation  ;  one  was  to 
be  named  and  was  named  by  the  President 
of  the  French  Republic,  who  nominated 
the  Baron  de  Courcel,  Senator  and  Am 
bassador  of  France  ;  one  was  to  be  namod 
and   was  uame<l   by  the    King  of  Italjt 
who    named     the      Marquis      Visconti 
Venosta,  a  distinguished  Minister ;  and 
one  was  to  l>e  named  and  was  named  bj 
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!ing  of  Sweden  and  Norway,  who 
lateii  Mr.  Gram,  a  statesman  and  a 
guished  lawyer.  The  Representa- 
of  Great  Britain  were,  as  the  Houde 
s,  that  distinguished  man  who  has 

passed  away  from  amongst  us, 
Hannen,  and  Sir  John  Thompson, 
rime  Minister  of  Canada.  I  hope 
louse    will   allow    me   to   say  one 

in    reference    to    Lord    Hannen. 

Britain    owes    a    great    deht    to 

very  distinguished  man.     I  do  not 

se  to  add  one  word  to  the  eulogium 

him  as  a  Judge  which  has  heen 

pronounced  by  more  than  one  of 
)rethren  on  the  Bench.  But  in 
3n  to  this  arbitration  I  may  perhaps 
rmitted  to  say  that  in  conjunction 
his  distinguished  colleague  he  ably 
vith  impressive  dignity  represented 
Jterests  of  Great  Britain.  He  dis- 
ed  the  weighty  obligations  cast  upon 
with  unfailing  zeal  and  with  uu- 
Dg  patience,  and  while  he  guarded 
Jterests  of  Great  Britain  he  never 
le  moment  forgot  the  fact  that  he 
present  in  a  judicial  character,  and 
le  was,  as  it  were,  still  clothed  with 
rniine  of  a  Judge.  The  tribunal 
1  Paris,  and  I  think  it  right  that  I 
1  publicly  acknowledge  the  remark- 
jourtesy  and  hospitality  that  were 
yed  by  the  great  Republic  of  France 
It  occasion.  We  have  to  thank  the 
lent  of  the  French  Republic  in  two 
Its — first,  for  naming  as  one  of  the 
ators  on  behalf  of  France  a  most 
iplished  and  courteous  gentleman, 
kron  de  Courcel,  to  whose  judg- 
tact,  and  courtesy  the  result  arrived 
.8  largely  due.  As  the  House  is 
,  after  a  protracted  hearing,  the 
d  of  the  majority  of  the  arbitrators 
naliy  delivered  on  August  lo,  1893. 

was  the  effect  of  that  Award  ? 
state  its  effect  in  general  language 
iu  few  words.  Two  groups  of 
ons  were  submitted  to  the  arbi- 
i  which  were  essentiallv  different 
;ir  character  and  having  different 
eratious     applicable     to     each     of 

One  set  of  questions  related  to 
rial  jurisdiction  and  the  rights  of 
ty,  and  of  protection  iu  regard  to 
3roperty,  and  the  second  set  of 
^ns  relate<l  entirely  to  what  were 
)per  Regulations  which  should  be 
lised  to  give  effect  to  that  which 
ne  of  the  objects  of  the  Treaty — 


namely,  the  preservation  of  the  fur  seaU 
As  regards  the  first  group  of  questions — 
those  which  touched  territorial  sove- 
reignty, jurisdiction  and  rights  of  pro- 
perty—  the  position  taken  up  by  Lord 
Iddesleigh  and  Lord  Salisbury  was 
thoroughly  and  completely  vindicated, 
and  each  one  of  these  questions  was 
decided  in  favour  of  the  views  advanced 
by  those  who  represented  the  interests 
of  Great  Britain  before  that  Tribunal. 
One  result  of  the  decision  on  this  group 
of  questions  was  that  it  stamped  the 
seizures  that  had  been  effected  as  not 
justified  by  International  Law,  and 
therefore  illegal  and  unjustifiable,  there- 
by establishing  the  claim  of  British  sub- 
jects injured  to  legitimate  redress.  I  am 
glad  to  say,  as  one  would  expect  from 
the  Government  of  a  great  Power  like 
the  United  States,  that  the  President 
has  not  been  slow  to  recognise  these 
claims  for  redress,  and  when  the  legis- 
lation necessary  to  carry  out  this  Award 
shall  have  been  completed,  it  is  arranged 
that  a  Convention  shall  be  signed  for 
the  examination  and  adjustment  of  those 
claims  with  a  view  to  the  just  redress  of 
those  concerned.  I  must  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  a  little  more  in 
detail  to  one  part  of  the  Award — namely, 
that  relating  to  Regulations.  I  have 
already  stated  with  sufficient  fulness  the 
effect  of  the  Award  as  regards  questions 
of  territorial  jurisdiction  and  of  property. 
But,  after  determining  these  questions, 
the  Award  proceeds  to  say  that  the 
determination  of  these  questions  has 
left  the  subject  in  such  a  position 
that  the  concurrence  of  Great  Britain 
is  necessary  to  the  establishment  of 
Regulations  for  the  proper  protec- 
tion and  preservation  of  fur  seals  iu 
or  resorting  to  the  Behring  Sea,  and 
Articles  1  to  9  inclusive  all  lay  down 
these  Regulations.  The  first  is  that  the 
Governments  of  the  two  Powers  shall 
forbid  their  citizens  and  subjects  to  kill, 
capture,  or  pursue  fur  seals  within  a  zone 
of  60  miles  around  the  Pribyloff  Islands, 
including  the  territorial  waters.  That  is 
a  permanent  zone,  and  is  unquestionably 
for  the  purpose  of  this  Award  an  exten- 
sion of  the  protected  zone,  as  to  which, 
apart  from  this  Award,  the  Power  iu 
whose  favour  it  is  given  would  have  no 
International  rights.  In  the  next 
Article  the  Award  creates  a  close  season 
from  May  1  to  July  31,  that  close  season 
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extending  over  the  space  included  within 
the  35th  degree  of  north  latitude  and 
eastward  of  the  180th  degree  of  longi- 
tude from  Greenwich  till  it  strikes  the 
water  boundary  described  in  Article  1  of 
the  Treaty  of  1867  between  the  United 
States  and  Russia,  and  following  that 
line  up  to  the  Behring  Straits.  There 
are  then  some  minor  provisions  as  to  the 
character  of  the  vessels  and  their  equip- 
ments, and  it  requires  special  licences  and 
distinctive  flags  to  be  prescribed  by  each 
Government.  These  are  broadly  the 
provisions  of  the  Award.  I  have  to  say 
further  in  this  regard,  that  there  is 
an  addendum  to  the  Award,  which  is 
to  this  effect — 

"The  Arbitrator  declare,  moreover,  that,  in 
their  opinion,  the  carrying  out  of  the  Regula- 
tions determined  upon  by  the  Tribunal  of  Arbi- 
tration should  be  assure*!  by  a  system  of  stipu- 
lations and  measures  to  be  enacted  by  the  two 
Powers,  and  that  the  Tribunal  must,  in  conse- 
quence, leave  it  to  the  two  Powers  to  decide 
upon  the  means  for  giving  effect  to  the  Regula- 
tions (letormined  upon  by  it." 

Mr.  Speaker,  we  are  here  to  present  this 
Bill  as  an  attempt  to  discharge  the 
obligation,  which  every  one  in  this  House 
I  ana  sure  will  recognise,  to  loyally  and 
thoroughly  give  effect  to  the  provisions 
of  that  Award.  Had  the  Award  been 
less  favourable  to  us  we  should  equally, 
having  agreed  to  abide  by  the  decision 
of  the  Tribunal,  have  been  bound  and 
equally  have  been  ready  to  give  loyal 
and  complete  effect  to  it.  I  have  read 
the  Award  at  sufficient  length  to  render 
it  unnecessary  to  state  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  in  detail.  Not  only  have  the 
Government  had  the  advantage  of  the 
assistance  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wigiit  before 
the  Arbitration,  but  he  has  also  been 
good  enough  to  give  his  assistance  in 
framing  the  outline  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  to  give  effect  to  the  Award.  The 
provisions  of  the  Bill  are  shortly  these: 
The  measure  is  practically  upon  the  lines 
of  the  modus  vivendi  Act  of  1893,  but 
the  area  over  which  it  extends  is,  as  I 
have  said,  wider.  It  sets  out  the  man- 
datory provisions  of  the  Award,  and  it 
constitutes  the  violation  of  these  provi- 
sions a  legal  offence  punishable  by  seizure 
or  fine,  or  in  some  cases  by  imprison- 
ment. It  is  in  its  operation,  I  wish  the 
House  to  understand,  a  Bill  which  applies 
only  to  British  subjects.  It  does  not 
affect  to  bind,  nor  could  it  properly  bind. 
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American  subjects  any  more  than  a  Bill 
of  the  United  States  could  properly  affect 
to  bind  British  subjects.      But  power  is 
taken  under  It  to  authorise  the  officers  of 
the  American  Navy  to  seize  British  ships 
under  conditions  conformable  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Award,  providing  reciprocal 
power  is  given  by  the  United  States  t(^ 
British  naval  officers  in  regard  to  Ameri^ 
can  ships.     I  may  inform  the  House  tha 
the   Senate   of  the  United  States  hav 
already  passed  their  Bill  for  giving  effoi  ^ 
to  the  Award,  and  in  that  Bill  similfi^i- 
powers   are  taken   in  order   to  give  n^-. 
ciprocal   advantages.      I   have    had  nn 
opportunity   of  seeing    a   somewhat  de- 
tailea    statement   of    the  United  States 
Bill,  and  I  am  able  to  say  that,  although 
in  form  it  is  somewhat  different,  it  in  do 
subetantial  respect  that  I  am  aware  of 
differs  from  the  Bill  now  submitted  to  the 
House.     Further,  the  House  will  desire 
to  know  what  are  the  Courts  by  which 
the  seizure  of  American  vessels  or  British 
vessels  is  to  be  dealt  with.     In  each  case 
it  is  by  the  Courts   of  the  country^ 
which    the  ship  belongs.      If  a  British 
cruiser  seizes  an  American  vessel  it  will 
be  our  duty  to  hand  over  that  vcjssel  to 
the  American  authorities  to  be  dealt  with 
in  the  American  Courts.     If,  on  the  other 
hand,   a    United   States    cruiser   sei«* 
British    vessels    they   will    be    under  » 
corresponding   obligation  to   hand  theitt 
over   to   the  British    Authorities  to  ^ 
dealt  with  in  British  Courts.     I  hope  the 
provisions  are  ample  to  give  loyal  and 
thorough  effect  to  the  Award.     It  wonld 
be  a  thing  greatly  to  be  regretted  if  one 
single  utterance  by  any   Member  of  tbe 
House  should  for  a  moment  lead  to  the 
possibility   of   the   suggestion    that  we 
were  not  all  most  anxious  with  despatch 
and  with  thoroughness  to  discharge  the 
obligations    which    undoubtedly    inter- 
nationally rest  upon   us  to  abide  by  the 
Award  which  has  been  made,  and  to  gi^e 
loyal  effect  to  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (  The  Attorney  General,) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  rise  not 
for  the  purpose  of  contributing  to  the 
Debate  more  than  to  say  that  the  course 
which  the  Government  have  pursued 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  wise  one.  They 
have  lost  not  one  single  moment  in  bring- 
ing in  a  Bill  to  carry  out  the  obligations 
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this  country  ;  and  in  doing  that  piece 
International  justice  they  shall  have 

^  hearty  support  of  all  of  us  on  this 

3  nch  and  of  all  our  friends. 

]3^otice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
^-^  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
^smbers  being  found  present, 

'Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
wo\,  Eirkdale)  said,  that  those  of  them 
bko  were  present  had  listened  with  plea- 
¥•«  and  satisfaction  to  the  extramely 
<?  id  and  able  speech  made  by  the  Attor- 
^y  General  ;  but  he  did  think  that  many 
>n.  Members  would  regret  with  him 
\WLt  that  speech  was  not  one  of  greater 
^ngth.  The  Debate  on  the  Second 
leading  of  this  Bill  was  an  historic 
tccasiou  in  this  House.  It  was  the  first 
ime  in  history  that  certain  rights  and 
ilaims  to  the  harvest  of  the  sea  were  put 
o  luternational  agreement  by  means  of 
arbitration.  Although  the  remarks  of  the 
A^ttomey  General  had  a  great  deal  to  do 
W'ith,  and  did  describe,  the  Behring  Sea 
A^rbitration,  he  (Sir  G.  Baden-Powell) 
ventured  very  humbly  to  submit  that 
the  speech  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
Dian  delivered  did  not  refer  to  the  real 
principle  and  matter  of  the  piesent  Bill, 
^hich  was  altogether  outside  the  main 
^Ward.  It  was  a  Bill  connected  with  cer- 
*iti  technicalities,  but  all  reference  to 
^<iliiiicalities  were  conspicuous  by  their 
^*»^nce  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Geu- 
^noan's  speech.  Ho  (Sir  G.  Badeu- 
^Mrell)  did  not  for  one  moment  speak  in 
■^y  sense  against,  or  stand  in  the  way  of, 
^^s  Parliament,  or  this  country  loyally 
^•^tering  to  the  carrying  out  of  the  de- 
^'^ion  come  to  by  arbitration  ;  but  they 
^^  now  before  the  House  a  Bill  which 
iid  not — although  its  title  said  it  did — 
iQ  any  wiiy  legalise  or  authorise  the  main 
^^ards  of  that  arbitration.  He  wished, 
m  reference  to  the  Bill  and  dealing  with 
its  principles,  to  criticise  them  in  the  light 
of  certain  knowledge  he  happened  to 
[)08sess  and  which  he  did  not  think  any 
)ther  Member  of  the  House  possessed  or 
;ould  possess.  He  was  about  to  make 
ertain  statements,  and  he  was  confident 
bat  both  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
OD.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
>r  the  Isle  of  Wight  would  agree  with 
[le  truth  of  the  statement  he  advanced 
nd  with  the  deductions  to  be  made  from 
bat  statement.  But  he  regretted  to  say 
lat  in  making  that  statement — which  he 


would  presently  do — the  House  would 
see  that  this  particular  Bill  was  certainly 
not  all  that  it  should  be.  He  did  not 
wish  that  anyone  should  imagine  that  he 
was  going  against  the  decision  of  the 
arbitrators.  Bel  ore  he  sat  down  he 
thought  he  should  have  shown  that  this 
Bill  as  it  stood  did  not  carry  out  the  re- 
sults of  the  arbitration.  It  was  difHcult 
for  him  in  his  position  to  avoid  mention- 
ing the  theories  and  even  the  facts  that 
had  come  to  his  knowledge  officially,  but 
at  the  same  time  he  thought  it  was  his 
duty,  in  the  interest  of  a  maritime  industry 
connected  with  the  Canadian  Dominion^ 
which  he  believed  in  the  future  as  in  the 
present  would  be  of  inestimable  value  to 
them  in  the  Pacific,  and  to  the  seafaring 
populations  on  the  western  shores  of 
Canada,  to  draw  attention  to  certain  faults 
in  the  Bill.  First,  in  addition  to  the 
acknowledgment  made  by  the  Attorney 
General  to  tne  French  nation,  he  would 
on  behalf  of  himself  and  those  with  him 
cordially  thank  the  United  States  for  the 
great  and  liberal  hospitality  extended  to 
them  while  they  were  there  so  many 
months.  This  hospitality  took  place  not 
only  at  Washington,  but  up  in  the  wilds 
of  the  Behring  Sea,  and  was  heartily 
appreciated  by  those  who  received  it. 
This  Bill,  in  dealing  with  principles,  he 
must  first  of  all  point  out — in  addition  to 
what  the  Attorney  General  had  said — 
bore  an  incorrect  title.  The  title  "  The 
Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,^*as  the  Attorney 
General  stated,  was  wrong  in  the  matter 
of  geographical  area,  because  the  par- 
ticular portion  of  the  award  it  dealt 
with  was  not  confined  to  the  Behring 
Sea.  The  matters  referred  to  arbitra- 
tion were  ^ve  in  number,  and  the  award 
of  the  arbitrator  was  given  on  those  five 
points.  A  Bill  called  "  The  Behring 
Sea  Award  Bill "  necessarily  should  be 
a  Bill  dealing  somehow  or  other  with 
those  awards,  but  this  measure  did  not 
touch  any  one  of  them.  And  perhaps  he 
might  here  say  that  no  one  appreciated 
more  than  he  did  the  splendid  work 
done  by  the  Attorney  General  and  his 
colleague,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Wight,  in  Paris,  where 
they  had  to  fight  America  on  those  five 
points.  The  victory  won  there  was  no 
doubt  due  partly  to  the  brilliant  work  these 
gentlemen  did,  but  greatly  to  the  correct 
and  careful  and  elaborate  manner  in  which 
the  case  was  prepared.     But,  as  he  said^ 
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the  Bill  did  not  in  any  way  refer  to  any 
one  of  the  five  points  of  the  Award. 
The  Award  was  given  with  regard  to 
exclusive  jurisdiction,  and  right  of 
property  in  fur  seals.  The  Bill  did  not 
touch  one  of  these  points  of  the  Award. 
It  merely  sought  to  carry  out  a  contin- 
gent decision  of  the  arbitrators,  who 
were  requested  in  the  terms  of  the  Treaty 
under  certain  conditions  to  propose 
**  Regulations  for  the  proper  protection 
and  preservation  of  the  fur  seal."  But 
a  very  cursory  glance  at  the  first  Sche- 
dule of  the  Bill,  in  which  was  contained 
the  principle  of  the  measure — for  the 
clauses  were  to  enact  that  first  Schedule 
— or  a  glance  at  any  one  of  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  would  show  that  the  Bill 
was  the  very  reverse  of  one  for  the 
proper  protection  and  preservation  of  fur 
seals.  The  facts  he  should  adduce  in 
evidence  would  not  be  many.  They 
were  well-known  both  to  the  Attorney 
General  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight. 
In  the  first  place,  on  the  Preamble,  he 
would  cull  attention  to  the  fact  that  it 
bad  been  stated  distinctly  that  the  Regu- 
lations which  followed  were  the  Regula- 
tions approved  by  only  four  out  of  the 
seven  arbitrators,  and  the  three  arbitrators 
who  disagreed  were  gentlemen  who  had 
personal  and  national  knowledge  of  the 
subject^-that  was  to  say,  the  gentle- 
men representing  the  United  States  and 
Canada.  It  would  not  be  right,  on  his 
part,  to  go  into  detail  in  regard  to  the 
Articles  of  the  Award  ;  but  he  would 
briefly,  on  each  of  them,  point  out  how 
it  was  that  they  would  not  result  in  a 
proper  protection  of  the  fur  seal.  The 
first  Article  spoke  of  a  60-mile  zone 
around  the  Pribyloff  Islands  inclusive  of 
the  territorial  waters  ;  but  every  naval 
man  knew  that  a  zone  at  sea  could  only 
be  effectually  defined  by  lines  of  latitude 
and  longitude.  In  Article  2 — and  here 
came  the  gravamen  of  his  charge — they 
were  told  that  the  close  season  in  which 
seals  were  not  to  be  taken  was  to  be 
from  the  1st  of  May  to  the  31st  of  July. 
All  the  evidence  that  had  been  accumu- 
lated— and  here  he  would  remind  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  took  any  interest  in  the 
financial  affairs  of  the  country  that  large 
sums  of  money  were  spent  in  collecting  evi- 
dence on  behalf  of  this  country — proved 
conclusively  that  the  only  damage  done  and 
the  only  gratuitous  destruction  done  at  sea 
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to  fur  seals  was  done  at  that  period  of  the 
year  when,  owing  to  the  necessities  of  the 
case— owing  to  the  natural  history  of  thet 
case,  so   to  speak — the  greater  portion  ol 
the  seals  taken  at  sea  were  females  heavji 
virith  young.     That — ^from  all  considera 
tions  of  humanity  as  well  as  economy — i 
they  wished  to  protect  the  animals  at  al^ 
was   a  period  at  which   they   certain!  ^ 
ought  to  protect  the  fur  seal.     What  dO 
they   find   in   the   Regulations  ?     Th^j 
found,  according  to  the  statistics  in  tlx 
Blue  Book,  that  the  period  at  which  tb.! 
slaughter   of  females   heavy  with  pap: 
took  place  was  early  in  the  year,  ceasing 
in  the  beginning  of  May,  but  they  found 
under  the  Regulations  that  sealers  were 
not   only   allowed    but   stimulated,   en- 
couraged, to  take  seals  at  that  particular 
period — the   only    period    when  it   was 
known  that  they  did  damage  to  the  seal 
herd.     He  knew  that  this  point — that  of 
taking  female  seals  in  that  condition — 
was  a  point  which  the  sealers  themselves 
— those  excellent  seamen  who  pursued 
ithe  seal  at  sea — were  anxious  to  avoid.  It 
was  recorded  in  the  Blue  Book  that  the 
sealers     themselves,    in     considering  i 
close  time,  urged  that  it  should  be  earlier, 
covering   this   most  destructive  period. 
Yet  they  were  insisting,  right  in  the  face 
of  this   evidence,   that   the    close  time 
should  be  such  as  to  compel  the  men  to  go 
to  sea  and  kill  seals  when  they  ought  not 
to  be  killed.       This  was  a  matter  which 
would  attract  the  sympathy  and  attention 
of   all   those   who,   like    himself,   were 
supporters  of   the  wholesale   movement 
which  had  been  so  great  during  the  present 
century     against    cruelty     to     animals. 
Article  3  was  a  useful  Regulation  in  pro- 
viding that  only  sailing  vessels  should  be 
employed,  but  it  did  not  cover  other  vessels 
— whalers,  traders,  and  cod-fishers.   The 
same  remark  applied  to  Article  4.    As 
to  Article  5,  it  had  been  proved  over  and 
over  again  that  it  was  difficult  to  dis- 
criminate between  the  sexes  of  seals,  and 
yet  the  Regulation  required  that  the  sex 
should  be  entered  in  the  log  book.  Article 
6  was  a  remarkable  Regulation.     It  said 
shot  guns  might  be  used  outride,  but  not 
inside,  the  Behring   Sea,  which  was  a 
ridiculous  stipulation.    If  the  use  of  shot 
guns  was  bad  outside  the  Behring  Sea, 
it  was  bad    inside  ;    and  to  say,  there- 
fore, that  they  might  be  used  outside  bat 
not  inside  was  to  bring  ridicule  on  the 
Regulation.     As   to   Article  7,  it  was 
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rrovided  that  the  two  Governments 
^^ve  to  take  measures  to  control  the  fit- 
^^8  of  the  men  engaged  in  the  fishery. 
r^  did  not  know  what  "  to  control  the 
tKiess"  meant.  The  Regulation  went 
ra     to  say — 

**  These  men  shall  have  been  proved  fit  to 
axidle  with  sufficient  skill  the  weapons  by 
les^Qs  of  which  this  fishing  may  be  carried  on." 

a     other  words,  these  men  were  not  to 
y&  allowed  to  go  into  the  water  until  they 
laxl  learned  to  swim.  They  must  be  proved 
to   be  eflScient  in  the  management  of  boats 
aad  in  the  handling  of  weapons,  results 
^hich  could  only  come  by  actual  experi- 
eace.    Article    8    was    one    which    he 
hoped  would  receive  the  careful  attention 
of    all  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
rights    of     aboriginal    races.       Certain 
Indian   races    were   to   be   left,    within 
defined  limits,  to  hunt  the  fur  seals,  but 
wimerous  other  natives  who    had  from 
time  immemorial  earned  their  livelihood 
^y  catching  fur  seals  on  the  shores  of 
Alaska  were  to  be  prevented  from  hunt- 
ing  in  future.     Article  9  was  one  for 
^hich  he  was  not  aware  of  any  prece- 
dent.   It    said    that    these    concurrent 
Regulations  should  remain  in  force  until 
they   had    been    modified    bv    common 
agreement    between   the    two    Goveru- 
o^etits,    so    that     neither     Government 
could  change  or  denounce   the  Regula- 
tions without  the  consent  of  the  other. 
He  knew  of  no  precedent  in  any  Treaty 
*or    such   an    arrangement.     The    con- 
cluding clause  said  that  these  Regula- 
tions should   be   submitted   every     five 
years  for  examination  by  the   two  Go- 
vernments, but  there  was  no  provision 
*o  refer  any  dispute  to  arbitration.     So 
^tat  this  first  Schedule,  as  drawn,  was 
distinctly    and  clearly  unworkable,  and 
^ould,  he  believed,  prove  destructive  to 
the  industry  it  sought  to  preserve.     As 
he  had  said  before,  he  did  not  wish  to 
Interfere  with  the  decision  of  the  Arbitra- 
tors, but  he  thought  he  had  said  enough  to 
5how  there  were  great  objections  to  these 
Kegolations  formulated  in  the  Bill.     So 
much  for  the  acts  of  commission  of  the 
Grovemment  in  the  Bill.     He  would  now, 
lerj   briefly,  deal    with    their    acts    of 
>mi88ion    which    still    further  militated 
igaiost  the  particular  value  of  these  pro- 
posals.    The  first  point  he  would  urge 
Bvas  this  :  The  Arbitrators  had  gone  out- 
lide  their  instructions  under  the  Treaty 
ay   interfering    with  ^the    jurisdictional 


rights  of  the  United  States  in  territorial 
waters,  and  yet  they  omitted  to  recognise 
that  no  Regulations  f6r  the  preservation 
of  the  fur  seal  could  be  effectual  unless 
they  covered  all  modes  of  slaughter, 
especially  those  on  shore.  There  was  no 
case  in  the  world  where  the  fur  seal  had 
been  destroyed  to  an  extent  approaching 
to  extermination  except  by  slaughter  on 
shore,  and  yet  these  Regulations  did  not 
refer  to  the  necessity  for  any  limits  on 
shore.  That  he  considered  to  be  a  grave 
act  of  omission  if  they  had  genuinely  at 
heart  the  preservation  of  the  fur  seal. 
Then,  there  were  two  other  grave 
omissions.  There  was  no  provision  in 
the  Act  to  control  sealers  of  other  nations 
or  sealers  of  these  nations  fiying  other 
flags,  and  rendering  entirely  nugatory 
even  the  miserable  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
That,  he  was  sure,  was  a  matter  which 
the  Arbitrators  would  have  taken  up  had 
it  been  pointed  out  to  them.  Then, 
there  was  no  clause  providing  that  the 
contracting  parties  should  agree  to  co- 
operate in  securing  the  adhesion  of  other 
Powers  to  the  Regulations.  The  Solicitor 
General  said  that  they  could  not  do  that 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  there  were  clauses  in  innumerable 
Acts  of  Parliament  to  the  effect  "  that 
the  Act  is  subject  to  the  adhesion  of 
other  Powers."  Another  point  of 
omission  was  this  :  He  had  asked  that 
dav  whether  the  United  States  Bill  was 
identical  with  the  one  now  before  the 
House,  but  the  only  answer  he  received 
was  that  the  Attorney  General  had  seen 
the  United  States  proposals  in  a  some- 
what detailed  form,  and  there  were 
no  substantial  differences.  He  considered 
it  was  a  grave  omission  that  the  present 
Bill  did  not  contain  a  provision  that  it 
should  take  effect  only  on  the  passing  by 
the  United  States  of  a  measure  identical 
in  its  terms  with  the  present  Bill. 
These  were  his  objections  to  the  Bill ; 
but,  as  he  had  said,* he  did  not  wish  to 
stand  in  the  way  of  or  do  anything  which 
would  militate  against  the  success  of  the 
Award.  It  might  be  said  that  the  defects 
which  he  had  pointed  out  were  the  fault 
of  the  wording  of  the  Treaty,  which 
made  it  impossible  for  the  Arbitrators  to 
lay  down  any  other  Regulations.  This 
evil  could  have  been  easily  obviated  had 
proper  steps  been  taken  to  bring  the  Arbi- 
trators to  see  that  their  deliberations  could 
not,  under  the  clause,  issue  in  proper  Re- 
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gulations  for  the  protection  of  the  seals. 
He  asserted  that  occasions  did  arise  before, 
during,  and  after  the  Arbitration,  when 
negotiations  might  have  been  opened 
which  would  have  obviated  the  difficulty 
in  which  they  now  found  themselves.  If 
they  examined  the  Blue  Books  they 
would  see  that  the  Foreign  Minister  of 
the  United  States,  as  long  ago  as  June  21, 
1891,  suggested  that  if  the  Arbitrators 
found  the  duty  cast  upon  them  of  issuing 
Regulations,  they  should  consult  experts 
before  issuing  them  ;  but  that  point  was 
neglected,  so  far  as  he  could  make  out, 
in  all  recent  negotiations.  If  experts 
who  were  acquainted  with  seal  life 
and  the  conditions  of  seal  hunting  had 
been  consulted,  a  Code  would  have  been  de- 
vised which  would  have  had  the  result 
of  really  protecting  the  fur  seals.  He 
hoped  he  had  not  troubled  the  House  at 
too  great  length.  He  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  stand  up  and  explain  what  a 
somewhat  close  personal  acquaintance  and 
sympathy  with  the  men  who  conducted 
the  fisheries  bad  resulted  in  in  his  mind. 
He  was  speaking  not  only  of  the  desire  of 
our  Canadian  fellow-countrymen,  but  of 
the  men  in  the  United  States  who  con- 
trolled the  fisheries  in  the  Pribyloff 
Islands  ;  and  they,  one  and  all,  wished 
to  see  the  fur  seal  race  protected  and  the 
industry  continued.  He  thought,  when 
they  passed  a  measure  of  this  kind,  that 
they  ought  to  have  Regulations  which 
would  practically  effect  that  object.  Be- 
fore he  sat  down  he  wished  to  bring  one 
other  argument  before  the  House,  and  it 
was  one  of  great  importance.  This  Bill 
differentiated  between  two  portions  of 
the  North  Pacific  Ocean.  The  fur  seal 
fed  and  bred  in  all  portions  of  that  ocean. 
They  were  legislating  for  half  of  that  ocean 
and  leaving  out  the  other  half — namely, 
the  feeding  and  breeding  places  which  be- 
longed partly  to  Russia  and  partly  to  Japan. 
In  any  measure  of  this  kind,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  secure  an  industry  and 
an  interesting  tribe  of  natural  history 
from  extermination,  this  consideration 
ought  to  have  been  taken  into  account. 
Immediately  on  the  cessation  of  the  arbi- 
tration in  Paris  negotiations  ought  to 
to  have  been  not  only  opened  but  carried 
through  to  bring  the  other  Powers  into 
conference  for  the  settlement  of  a  Code 
of  Regulations,  which  could  have  been 
perfectly  easily  devised,  and  which  would 
once  for  all  have  secured  the  preservation 
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of  the  industry.     In  some  respects  the 
Regulations  that  had  been    made   were 
almost  inhuman,  and  they  were  certainly 
defective  and  inadequate.     He  was  tol<3 
that  a  Bill   similar   to    this   was   bein^ 
adopted  in  the  United   States,  and  tbiu 
the   great  Canadian    Dominion   had   n^ 
objection  in  principle  to  this  Behring  S^^ 
Bill.      If   he   found  that  this  were  tl^^ 
case  he  would  raise  no  objection  to  tl^^ 
passing  of  the  Bill,  but  he  intended  ^.s 
soon  as  it  was  passed  to  do  his  best  im 
the  interest  of  the  sealing  industry,  &q<1 
he  might  also  say  in  the  interest  of  the 
fur  seal,  so  to  modify  and  improve  the 
Regulations  that  they  would  secure  the 
real  protection  and  preservation  of  the 
fur  seal. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Ljnn 
Regis)  said,  that  in  many  respects  boo. 
Members  were  in  an  inadequate  pottitioo 
to  discuss  this  Bill.  In  the  first  place, 
they  did  not  know  what  corresponding 
Bill  the  United  States  had  introduced  into 
their  Legislature.  The  Attorney  General 
(Sir  C.  Russsell)  had  stated  that  the 
United  States  Bill  broadly  corresponded 
with  ours,  but  of  course  the  matter  wM 
one  of  highly  technical  and  complicated 
detail.  In  the  next  place,  hon.  Memben 
were  entirely  unaware  of  the  view  thai 
Canada  took  in  the  matter.  Canada  vas 
far  more  directly  and  immediate!/  in- 
terested in  it  than  any  of  the  inhnbitaots 
of  these  islands.  It  was  the  hardships 
suffered  by  and  the  illegalities  put  upon 
the  inhabitants  of  Canada  that  first  led 
to  the  raising  of  the  question,  and  be 
thought  it  unfortunate  that  the  House 
should  be  called  upon  to  read  the  second 
time  a  Bill  affecting  mainly  and  prin- 
cipally the  inhabitants  of  Canada  with* 
out  knowing  iti  the  least,  beyond  what 
appeared  from  the  general  statement  of 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Coloniei 
(Mr.  S.  Buxton)  whether  the  Caoadian 
people  took  the  same  view  of  the  Bill  as 
they  took  of  the  modus  vivendi  of  1891* 
No  Member  of  the  House  would  be  un- 
desirous  of  doing  what  in  him  lay  to 
arrive  at  the  conclusion  of  a  proper 
agreement  with  the  United  States. 
Again,  Members  found  themselves  under 
a  great  disability,  because  many  of  tliea 
did  not  feel  themselves  at  liberty  to  enter 
very  fully  into  the  RegulatioDs  laid  dowa 
by  the  Arbitration  Tribunal.  Power  was 
given  to  the  Arbitrators  to  make  Bego^ 
tions,  and,  that  being  so,  Memben  weit 
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lost  entirely  estopped  from  criticising 
)ir  real  merits.  The  Bill,  however, 
lid  not  be  passed  without  some  re- 
irks  being  made  on  the  events  which 
id  led  to  its  introduction.  He  warned 
.6  House  last  year  that  the  arbitration 
as  certain  to  go  against  England.  It 
^as  said,  forsooth,  that  it  had  been 
ntirelj  in  favour  of  England,  so 
t  had  as  regarded  the  shadow,  but 
K>t  as  regarded  the  substance.  The  first 
mportaut  point  decided  by  the  Arbitrators 
"^as  that  the  United  States  had  no  ex- 
filnsive  jurisdiction  outside  the  territorial 
limits  of  the  United  States.  It  required 
Qo  tribunal  to  decide  that  question.  It 
'WW  of  the  commonplaces  of  the  Law  of 
Nations.  The  Solicitor  General  would 
liave  settled  the  question  in  five  minutes. 
[t  was  also  decided  as  a  natural  con- 
^uence  that  they  also  had  no  property 
in  or  right  of  protection  for  the  fur  seal 
^tside  those  limits.  That  was  the  end 
^  the  question,  because  if  the  United 
States  had  no  jurisdiction  and  no  rights 
^1  the  claims  that  had  been  advanced  on 
^half  of  the  Canadian  sailors  were  justi- 
ied.  Having,  however,  settled  that  there 
•^•8  no  jurisdiction  and  that  there  were 
H>  rights,  the  Commissioners  proceeded 
•o  create  a  new  jurisdiction  and  new 
*ight8,  and  to  make  the  United  States 
^nd  Great  Britain  joint  guardians  of 
'hem.  Having  given  to  England  the 
''^hole  of  the  abstract  right,  they  took 
*W8y  from  her  the  whole  of  the  con- 
-J^te  seal.  Having  given  us  the  shadow, 
^ej  handed  over  the  substance  to  the 
(United  States.  He  found  no  fault  with 
4e  Arbitrators ;  the  fault  lay  in  the 
•^tms  of  the  Reference  to  them.  The 
iQestioDS  proposed  to  them  were  the 
lUestions  proposed  by  Mr.  Blaine,  haggled 
^^er  by  Lord  Salisbury,  and  finally 
^<k»pted  in  their  entirety  on  behalf  of 
England.  They  were  questions  which 
^uld  not  but  lead  to  the  result  that 
^  been  achieved.  There  seemed  to 
*Q  a  fatality  about  all  these  arbi- 
i^tions.  The  Satf  Juan  boundary 
destion  was  an  instance  in  point. 
'he  Treaty  said  that  the  frontier  should 
^08  throngh  the  middle  of  the  Channel, 
HI  the  right  channel  was  excluded  from 
le  purview  of  the  arbitrator,  for  he  was 
Uled  on  to  decide  which  of  two  wrong 
lannels  was  the  right  one.  There  were 
;her  cases  in  which  the  wrong  question 
id  been  sabmitted  to  the  arbitrator.  He 
not  going  to  apportion  the  blame ; 
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the  errors  were  due  to  the  wav  in  which 
our  foreign  affairs  were  considered  and 
administered,  and  the  absence  of  proper 
management.     There    seemed  to  be  an 
unvarying  fatality  in   all   references  by 
Great  Britain   to   International  arbitra- 
tion.    He  hoped  hon.  Members  opposite 
would  see  that  that  was  largely  due  to 
the  want  of  a  permanent  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  which  was  the  great 
security   for   the   protection   of    foreign 
interests  and  the  continuity  of  policy  in 
relation  to  foreign  affairs  in  the  United 
States.     There  was  one  point  which  he 
was  not  able  to  understand  in  regard   to 
the  Bill,  and  that  was  the  delay  which 
had  taken  place  in  its  introduction,  which 
necessitated     the    consequent    hurry    in 
which  they  had  to  pass  it.     The  Award 
of  the  arbitrators  was  made  on  the  15th 
August  of  last  year.     Thev  knew   that 
last  year  the  House  was  sitting  long  after 
the  loth  of  August,  and  he  was  unable 
to  understand  why,  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind,  and  when  the  Government  knew  it 
was  necessary  to  come  to  a  conclusion  at 
an  early  date,  there  should    have   been 
this  delay.     This  Bill  deprived  the  sub- 
jects of  Her  Majesty  of  certain  rights  on 
the  high  seas,  and  disposed  of — and  some 
people  said  it  destroyed — the  rights  and 
interests     of    some    of    Her    Majesty's 
Canadian  subjects  as  well.  Were  the  Cana- 
dians going  to  agree  to  this  destruction 
of  their  interests,  or  were  they  going  to 
claim  compensation  from  this    country  ? 
It  appeared  to  him  that  they  would  be 
called  upon  to  vote  something  on  account 
of  this  monopoly  which  was  being  created, 
and  so  be  really  subsidising   the  Alaska 
Company.      This  Bill  did  not  only  a])so- 
lutely  abolish  the  liberty  of  the  Queeu's 
subjects  on  the  high  seas ;  but  it  did  worse, 
and  enacted  that  by  the  euphemism  of 
the  "  Queen  in  Council,"  which  simply 
meant  a  clerk   in   the  Foreign  Office,  or 
an  official  at  the   Board  of  Trade,  these 
Regulations  could    be  repealed,  and  an 
end    put  to  the   Act ;    and   practically, 
therefore,   when   they    had    passed    the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  it  would  be 
one  that  could  be  put  an  end  to  by  some 
person  outside  that  House.      For   what 
reason    was    this    to    be    done  ?     They 
were  told  that  the  so-called  Regulations 
were     being     made     in     the     interests 
of  humanity,  and  for  the  protection  of 
the  seals.     A  great  deal  of  false  senti- 
ment    had     been    expended    upon    the 
killing   of  seals  in  these  seas.     Where 
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was  the  seDtiment  with  regard  to  the 
iuonstrou»  cruelties,  the  horrible  cruelties, 
perpetrated  day  by  day  upon  thousands 
of  seals  on  the  Pribyloff  Islands,  which 
were  left  entirely  outside  the  protection 
supposed  to  be  enforced  by  this  Act,  and 
where  the  over-driving  of  seals  was 
customarily  practised.  It  was  not  in 
the  interests  of  humanity  that  this  Act 
was  to  be  passed,  nor  was  it  in  the 
interests  of  the  American  citizen,  but 
merely  in  the  interests  of  the  Commercial 
Company,  formerly  the  Alaska  Company, 
which  had  the  exclusive  right  of  sealing 
on  the  islands — one  of  the  most  monstrous 
monopolies  that  every  disgraced  the  face 
of  the  earth,  and  against  which  American 
citizens  themselves  protested.  If  they 
were  to  pay  yearly  compensation  in 
the  form  of  Votes  by  the  House  to 
Canadian  fishermen,  it  would  be  in  order 
to  repay  them  for  what  the  Alaska 
Company  had  taken  from  them.  They 
would,  therefore,  practically  be  putting  this 
money  into  the  pockets  of  the  Alaska 
Company,  and  taxing  the  English 
people  for  the  benefit  of  this  Company. 
After  all  that  was  done,  what  had  we 
nchieved  ?  We  were  to  be  taxed  in  order 
that  the  Government  might  subsidise  the 
monstrous  Alaska  Company,  and  this 
country  and  the  United  States  were  to 
prohibit  British  and  American  subjects 
from  sealing  between  latitude  35°,  which 
was  about  the  latitude  of  Mexico,  and 
the  North  Pole.  But  what  about  other 
nations  ?  As  was  pointed  out  by  Mr. 
Blaine  himself,  the  two  countries  had 
absolutely  no  control  over  them.  Hon. 
Members  who  did  not  appreciate  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  might  smile ;  those 
who  did  would  not.  He  would  read  an 
extract  from  the  Correspondence. 

"The  Company  respectfully  submits  that  it  is 
not  competent  for  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States  alone  to  declare  what  subjects  shall  be 
permitted  to  navigjite  those  waters  or  fish  in  the 
high  seas/' 

Lord  Salisbury  pointed  out,  and  Mr. 
Blaine  himself  admitted,  that  one  of  the 
objections  to  the  arbitration  arrangement 
was  that  whatever  might  be  agreed  to  we 
had  no  power  to  bind  other  nations. 
True,  Mr.  Blaine  also  said  he  did  not 
expect  the  other  nations  would  go  there 
to  seal,  but  perhaps  they  would  think  it 
worth  their  while,  when  they  found  that 
the  Canadians  and  Americans  were 
prohibited  from  doing  so,  to  take 
a    voyage,    kill    seals,  and    come    back 

Mr,  Gibson  Bowles 


with  them  round  Cape  Horn.      British 
and     American    subjects    having    been 
prohibited,    the    seal-fishing     was     left 
open  to  the  rest  of  the  civilised  world. 
Then  the  Regulations   were   so  loosely 
drawn  that  it  was  difficult  to  understand 
them.       The   first  forbade   the   killing, 
capturing,  or  pursuing  of  seals  within  a 
zone  of  60  miles  of  the  Pribyloff  Islands; 
but  was  the  distance  to  be  measured  from 
a  central  point  or  from  some  extremity  ? 
Were  the  Islands  themselves  within  the 
zone  ?     Was   it   intended   to  forbid  tie 
clubbing  of  seals  on  the  Islands  ?     What 
was   a  zone  ?     What  were  the  limits  ? 
Take  the  Torrid  Zone  ;  there  you  have 
two  limits. 

•Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  hardly  treating  the  subject  in  a  propar 
manner. 

•Mr.  GIBSON   BOWLES  was  onlj 
showing  how  loosely  these  Ref^ulatioos 
were  drawn.   He  supposed  the  Americao» . 
intended   to  retain   the  right  of  kilJiog 
seals  on  the  Islands,  yet  the  loose  lan- 
guage   rather     implied     the     coatruy* 
Those  were  reasons  sufficient  for  askiiig 
the  House  to  reject  the  Bill ;  but  since 
the  matter  had  been  submitted  to  arbi- 
tration under  unfortunate  conditions,  tod 
the  word  of  England  was  pledged,  tin 
House  had  no  choice  but   to  pass  tbe 
Bill ;  and  there  was  no  people  for  whom 
he  would  more  cheerfully  make  a  sacrifice 
than   for   our   kith   and  kin  across  the 
Atlantic.     Although  subjects  of  diffe^ 
ence  might  arise  from  time  to  time  be- 
tween  the  two  countries,  the  people  « 
our  own  race  would  always  be  found  by 
our   side,   and    should    any   peril   evff 
menace  the  old  country  he  believed  thit 
the  voice  of  blood  would  not  be  heard  in 
vain    in    the    new.      For    that  reason, 
though  a  considerable  sacrifice  had  been 
made   by   England,   he   was  willing  it 
should  be  made  in  favour  of  our  kinsmen 
beyond  the  sea. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight): 
I  had  hoped  that  my  task  would  have 
been  confined  to  expressing  my  concur- 
rence wuth  the  admirable  statement-  of 
the  Attorney  General ;  but  it  is  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  me  to  permit  the 
two  speeches  made  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  pass  without  comment.  I  trust 
that  the  House  will  not  regard  their 
criticisms  and  expressions  of  opinion 
as  representing  those  of  the  Party  with 
which  they  are  osttociated.  Before  pro- 
ceeding further  I  desire  to  join  in  the 
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ibate  paid  by  tbe  Attorney  Greueral  to  the 
ite  Lord  Hannen.  Only  those  who,  like 
lyself,  were  present  from  day  to  day 
uring  the  arbitration  can  have  any  pro- 
er  appreciation  of  the  ability  and  dignity 
isplayed  by  Lord  Hannen,  one  of  the  most 
iistingaished  Judges  and  jurists,  from 
he  beginning  to  the  end,  as  a  Member 
)f  that  great  International  Tribunal.  As 
:o  the  criticisms  of  my  hou.  Friend  the 
llember  for  Kirkdale,  .who  possesses 
^ery  extensive  technical  knowledge  on 
liis  subject,  I  cannot  but  think  that, 
ipon  consideration,  my  hon.  Friend  will 
eel  that  he  has  not  made  a  verv  wise 
:se  of  that  knowledge.  What  is  our 
osition  ?  It  is  that  we  are  bound 
>  carry  out  the  undertaking  of  our 
oiintry  to  a  friendly  nation.  We 
gree  that  we  ought'  to  abide  by  the 
ecision  of  the  arbitrators  and  pass 
■whatever  legislation  is  necessary  to  give 
^ect  to  the  decision  of  the  arbitrators, 
t  does  not,  then,  seem  the  time  or  place 
0  criticise  the  wisdom  of  the  arbitra- 
ors.  It  is  our  duty,  both  in  law  and 
lonour,  to  see  that  legislation  is  passed 
^hich  will  give  effect  to  that  decision. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  hope 
here  is  no  desire  to  misrepresent  me, 
►Qt  those  are  the  very  words  I  haVe 
»ed. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER :    It   is  because 

think  that  my  hon.  Friend  does  not 
l^ite  appreciate  his  criticisms  that  I 
••y  he  will  acknowledge  on  reflection 
^t  his  criticisms  are  slightly  out  of 
^1<M^.  The  questions  raised  are  ques- 
tions of  International  Law.  There  is 
DO  provision  which  the  mind  of  man  can 
suggest  which  will  enable  these  declara- 
tioDs  to  be  embodied  into  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL:  That 
8  what  I  said. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  I  understood  my 
ion.  Friend  to  say  that  the  Bill  is  not 
itisfactory  because  it  does  not  carry  out 
!ie  Award  and  because  there  is  no 
iference  to  the  hye  questions.  How 
it  possible  to  put  into  a  Bill  a  declara- 
on  that  the  United  States  have  no  claim 
i  Behring  Sea  ?  It  would  be  not  only 
unecessary,  but  extremely  unwise,  and 

must  conscientiously  say  that  it  is 
ery  inconvenient  such  observations 
lould  be  made  in  the  House  of  Com- 
lons  about  this  decision  before  it  has 
eea  put  upon  its  trial.  No  one  can 
eny    that    this     is    a    question  which 


is  surrounded  by  difficulties.  It 
is  said  that  the  Canadians  have 
cause  to  complain  of  these  Regulations. 
What  is  the  position  in  which  Great 
Britain  is  placed  ?  Both  nations 
are  anxious  for  the  preservation  of  the 
fur  seal,  and  to  prevent  seal  hunting, 
which  would  be  disastrous.  There  are 
no  people  to  whom  that  is  of  more  im- 
portance than  to  the  sealers  of  Canada. 
My  hon.  Friends  are  very  severe  be- 
cause the  arbitrators  did  not  provide  for 
interfering  with  the  United  States 
action  upon  the  Pribyloff  Islands  them- 
selves. But  that  is  absolutely  impos- 
sible. No  nation  would  submit  to  the 
arbitration  of  foreign  nations  with  regard 
to  the  laws  they  make  within  their  own 
territory.  It  has  escaped  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Kirkdale  and  King's  Lynn  that, 
inasmuch  as  the  decision  can  only  be 
applicable  to  the  high  seas,  the  arbitra*^ 
tors  are  expressly  of  opinion  that  it 
should  be  supplemented  by  Regulations 
operating  within  the  sovereignty  of  the 
two  Powers  who  are  parties  to  the 
agreement.  Any  suggestion,  therefore,, 
that  the  Regulations  should  be  so  framed 
as  to  enable  the  Canadians  to  carry  on 
the  sealing  would  be  disastrous  indeed, 
and  one  which  could  not  for  a  moment 
enter  into  the  mind  of  a  person  who  has 
the  real  object  of  the  arbitration  in  view, 
so  far  as  the  preparation  of  Regulations 
is  concerned.  Both  my  hon.  Friend  on 
this  side  of  the  House  and  hon.  and 
learned  Friends  of  mine  in  the  Press 
have  been  exceedingly  severe  upon  me  be- 
cause the  Regulations  of  the  arbitrators 
have  not  provided  for  interfering  with  the 
United  States  action  in  the  matter.  It 
is  absolutely  iimpossible  that  any  nation 
can  submit  to  the  arbitration  of  foreign 
nations  as  to  what  laws  they  should 
make  in  their  own  territories.  We  can 
only  appeal  to  the  good  sense  and  the 
good  feeling  of  the  United  States. 
Neither  with  regard  to  the  United  States 
nor  British  territorial  waters  can  it 
enter  into  the  contemplation  of  anybody 
in  the  course  of  these  negotiations  that 
the  arbitrators  should  have  power  to  pre- 
scribe any  laws  which  should  be  enforced 
either  by  Great  Britain  or  the  United 
States  in  their  own  territory.  So 
thoroughly  did  the  arbitrators  themselves 
appreciate  this  that  they  pointed 
out  that  the  Regulations  could  only 
be  applicable  to  the  high  seas.  They 
expressed  the  opinion  that  the  Regula- 
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tioDS  should  be  supplemented  bj  others 
applicable  within  the  limits  of  the 
sovereignty  of  each  of  the  two  Powers, 
and  that  these  should  be  settled  hy  agree- 
ment. My  hon.  Friend  has  said  that  the 
60  miles  zone  is  an  absurdity,  because, 
in  the  first  place,  it  includes  territorial 
waters.  Does  my  hon.  Friend  remember 
that  British  subjects  have  no  right  to  kill 
seals  within  territorial  waters,  and,  there- 
fore, by  excluding  British  subjects  from 
killing  seals  within  territorial  waters  they 
have  only  re-declared  the  law  ?  The 
real  fact  is  that  the  Regulations  are  con- 
corned  with  sealing  on  the  seas,  and 
accordingly  the  distance  within  which 
pelagic  sealing  will  have  to  be  re- 
stricted is  60  miles.  It  has  been 
proved  beyond  all  doubt  or  question  that 
from  90  to  95  per  cent,  of  pelagic  seal- 
ing is  done  at  a  distance  of  100  to  150 
miles  from  the  Islands.  That  is  a  zone 
to  which  there  can  be  no  reasonable 
objection.  It  would  be  a  most  unfortu- 
nate thing  if  people  outside  this  House, 
or  our  Canadian  brethren,  thought  that 
the  Regulations  were  likely  to  be 
worked  unjustly  to  them.  I  believe 
that  when  the  Regulations  have  been 
fairly  tried  and  tested  it  will  be 
found  that  they  offer  a  reasonable  solu- 
tion of  what  is  admittedly  a  most  diffi- 
cult question.  In  saying  this,  I  do  not 
in  any  way  wish  it  to  be  understood  that 
I  regard  them  as  perfect,  or  that  they 
will  not  require  amendment  or  modifi- 
cation. I  have  said  publicly  —  and  I 
am  prepared  to  stand  by  what  I  have 
said — ^that  this  settlement  bears  the  mark 
of  the  great  thought  and  consideration 
that  have  been  given  to  every  section  of 
it.  I  feel  most  confident  that  it  will 
to  a  very  large  extent  meet  the  evil  of 
the  wanton  destruction  of  seals  which 
now  exist,  and  which  both  nations 
are  most  desirous  to  put  an  end  to. 
The  United  States  at  first  insisted  on 
far  more  stringent  Regulations  than 
the  settlement  as  it  is  now  drawn  up 
contained.  But  they  admitted  that  the 
tribunals  were  satisfied  that  less  stringent 
Regulations  than  those  they  had  laid 
down  at  first  would  attain  the  object 
desired  by  both  nations.  It  has  been 
stated  that  the  shadow  has  been  given  to 
Great  Britain  and  the  substance  to  the 
United  States.  That  is  unquestionably 
an  utter  misrepresentation  of  the  result 
of  the  Award,  having  regard  to  primary 
claims   which  the   United  States  made 

Sir  B,  Webster 


and  what  had  really  been  decided.     In 
the  first  place,  there  was  a  most  substan- 
tial  claim   put  forward    by  the  United 
States  to  seize  British  vessels,  and  to  con- 
fiscate  their  cargo   and   imprison   theii 
crews.     My  hon.  Friend   has  said  tha* 
everybody  who  knew  the  lea^t  little  hi 
about  International  Law  knew  perfectly 
well  what  was  the  proper    position  oa 
each  nation.      The   Rules    that  gover- 
the  case  are  clearly  set  out  by  Grotiin 
and  every  writer  on  International  La-* 
since  his  day,  and,  of  course,  everyboc^ 
knows  the  works  of   that   distinguish^ 
writer  and  historian  perfectly.     No  ocz 
would   doubt   the   great   ability  of  3lE 
Justice  Hartmann,  of  the  Supreme  Con_: 
of  the  United  States.     Both  he  and  tfc 
other  American  representative,  a  law^^ 
of  great  eminence,  entirely  concurred    i 
the  finding  of  the  two  arbitrators  in  favou 
of  Great    Britain    and    Canada.      Tli 
statements  which    hon.   Members  hik^v 
made  in  the  House    of  'Commons,  tb« 
there  is  nothing  in  the  finding  in  favou 
of  Great  Britain,  would  not   be,   I    <1* 
not  hesitate  to   say,  endorsed  hereaftei 
when  this  decision  comes  to  be  referrec 
to.     The  hon.  Member  for  King^s  Lynt 
said  that  in  the  matter  of  Regulatioiu 
the  substance    was    also    given    to   ib^ 
United    States,  and  that  the  whole   oi 
this  legislation  was  for  the  purpose  of 
bolstering  up  the  monopoly  of  the  Alaska 
Company.     When   I    heard    the    para- 
graph  read  from  the  Blue  Book  by  the 
hon.   Member  I    interrupted  and  asked 
for  the  date,  and  the  reply  was  Marcii^ 
1887.     This  was  seven  years  ago,  and 
five  years  before  the  Treaty,  when,  »* 
is    known,    there  were   parties   in   the 
United    States     who    were    hostile  to 
the   interests   of   the  Alaska   Compaoj. 
The      importance,      however,    of    the 
position  is  this — that  the  United  States 
has    Concurred    with    Great   Britain  in 
agreeing   that   the  Regulations   decided 
by     the     tribunal     should     be    binding 
on    the   citizens   of    the    United   Stated 
just  in  the  same  way   as  Great  Britain 
had  agreed  that  these  Regulations  should 
be  binding  on  the  subjects  of  the  Queen. 
The  consequence    is    that   it  is  not  in 
accordance  with  a  fair  judgment  of  thi^ 
matter  to  contend  that  these  Regulations, 
which  were  less  than  the  United  States 
asked  for,  and  not  as  liberal  as  I  ando/ 
hon.  Friend  contended  for  on  behalf  (^ 
Great   Britain,  and  which  went  in  the 
direction   to  a  large  extent  of  securing 
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.1.     life,  would  Dot  achieve  the  object 
rY^m<zh  Great    Britain    and  the   United 
»tflk't;«8    contemplated  when    the  Treaty 
ra^        first      entered     into.      Mj    hon. 
Tri^Mids    are   anxious    that  the    United 
Mfk't^^s    should    be    induced    to    curtail 
ihe        killing    of    seals    on   the   Pribyloff 
Lsls^xxds.      It  is  obvious  that  the  framers 
>f       ^he  Regulations    saw   that   the  two 
aatioDs  ought  to   be  left   in   a   position 
wb^j-ein  they  would  have  something  to 
de&l    with  and  to  make  a  bargain  with,  so 
tbat;   in  the  event  of  further  concessions 
made  by  Great  Britain  in  the  interests  of 
the     protection  of  the  seals  the  United 
States  may  also  have  inducements  by  such 
concessions  to  impose  Regulations  which 
would  get  rid  of  those  practices  followed 
ou  the  Pribyloff  Islands  tending  largely 
to  the  reduction  of  the  number  of  seals. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Kirkdale  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool  asked,  "  What  do  we 
know  what  has  been  done  in  the  United 
States  ?  "     It  appears  to  me  to  be  some- 
what strange  that  this  observation  should 
»>«  made  without  a  question  having  been 
Midressed  to  Ministers.     It  is  no  part  of 
^7  duty  to  defend  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, but  I  am  permitted,  however, 
^y  the  courtesy  of  the  Under  Secretary 
w  Foreign  Affairs,  to  say  that  the  Bill 
®*    the  United  States  has  passed  through 
^^  House    of  Representatives   and  the 
^iiate,    and  is  now  law.      The    House 
'^^  the  assurance  of  the  Attorney  General 
^*^*t,   having  regard    to    the    differences 
^Hieb    must     exist,    substantially     the 
^^gislation  of  the  United  States  is  based 
^^  the  same  lines  as  our  own.     It  does 
^ot  appear  to  me,  therefore,  to  be  right 
^t  the  House  should  hesitate  to  pass 
^is    Bill,    seeing    that    it    is    no    more 
than     this     country    is     bound     to    do 
m    order     to     implement    the    Award. 
I  invite    the   hon.  Member   for  King's 
Lynn,  who  appears  to  regard  the  carry- 
ing out  of  this  statute  as  a  perfunctory 
act  of  some  official  in  a  Department — 
sach  as  a  Board  of  Trade  clerk — and  not 
a  matter  of  high  policy,  to  look  at  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  and  he  will  see  that 
power   is    reserved     to    the    Executive 
Grovemraent  for  the  purpose  of  placing 
Great  Britain  in  a  better  position  if  it 
ahoald    be    necessary.     The    maximum 
penalty  or  restrictions  that  can  be  im- 
posed OD  British  subjects  are  a  part  of 
the  Bill,  but  the  Executive  Government 
will  advise  Her  Majesty  to  suspend  or 


modify  the  Regulations  to  which  objec- 
tion has  been  taken  in  favour  of  British 
subjects.  I  think « I  have  now  noticed 
most  of  the  points  mentioned  by  my  hon. 
Friends,  and,  in  thanking  the  House  for 
the  attention  they  have  paid  to  me,  I 
would  say  that  I  believe,  apart  from  any 
indirect  or  direct  benefit,  the  gain,  so  far 
as  the  seals  themselves  are  concerned, 
are  great ;  and  that  the  Treaty  and  the 
Act  of  Parliament  making  the  provisions 
of  the  Treaty  law  are  a  distinct  advance 
in  the  settlement  of  International  dis- 
putes. The  conclusion  of  the  speech  of 
the  Attorney  General  in  addressing  the 
Paris  tribunal  was  specially  worthy  of 
perusal.  My  hou.  and  learned  Friend 
pointed  out  that  the  questions  involved 
were  not  merely  questions  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  sealing,  but  as  to  whether  the 
nations  should  more  and  more  feel 
pledged  to  settle  their  disputes  by  agree- 
ment if  possible,  and,  if  not,  by  arbitra- 
tion, instead  of  resorting  to  those  dreadful 
methods  which  after  all  never  settle  any- 
thing, and  only  leave  heartburning  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
speeches  of  some  hon.  Members  should 
have  made  it  necessary  for  some- 
one to  point  out  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country  the  true  position 
of  affairs.  I  hope  that  to  a  large 
extent  I  have  satisfied  their  misgivings. 
But  I  am  certain  that  this  Award  will  be 
regarded  as  a  monument  of  what  can  be 
done  by  fair  argument  towards  settling 
International  disputes,  and  there  is 
nothing  in  the  whole  course  of  my  career 
on  which  I  shall  look  back  with  greater 
pride  than  the  fact  that  I  have  been 
associated  with  the  Attorney  General 
in  this  great  event. 

•Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  (Stafford- 
shire, Kings wiuford)  said  that,  as  the 
person  who  brought  the  matter  pro- 
minently before  the  public  in  1888,  he 
wished  to  congratulate  this  country  and 
the  United  States  on  having  been  able  to 
arrive  at  a  satisfactory  conclusion.  The 
whole  matter  had  been  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed on  behalf  of  all  concerned.  While 
lie  congratulated  those  who  were  engaged 
in  the  case  upon  the  spirit  in  which  it 
had  been  conducted  there  was  one  nuitter 
to  which  he  must  call  attention.  It  was 
with  the  greatest  regret  that  he  found 
that  the  zone  round  the  Pribyloff  Islands 
had  been  extended  to  60  miles.  A  zone 
of  12  miles  would  have  been  quite  suffi- 
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cient  to  protect  the  nursing  seal.  Owing 
to  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  observa- 
tions in  the  Behring  Sea  sometimes  for  a 
week  together,  it  was  often  impossible 
for  a  vessel  to  know  whether  she  was  20 
or  60  miles  from  any  particular  point ;  and 
this  would  he  the  cause  of  interminable 
disputes.  There  were  some  other  Regu- 
lations which  pressed  hardly  on  the 
sealers,  who  were  a  most  deserving  body 
of  men  ;  but,  with  these  exceptions,  he 
endorsed  what  had  been  said  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Hill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 


STANDING  COMMITTEE  (SCOTLAND). 
KESOLL'TIOX.      [aD-IOIRNED    DEBATE."! 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [2nd  April] — 

*'That.  in  .'vl  litioii  to  the  two  Standinj^  Com- 
mittees  appointed  under  Standinyr  Order  No.  47, 
a  Standing  Committee  shall  Ixi  appoint<?(l  for 
theconsiileration  of  all  Bill«  relatinjr  exclusively 
to  Scotland  which  mav.  bv  Onler  of  the  House, 
be  committed  to  them,  and  that  the  provisions 
of  Standing  Or«ler  No.  47  shall  «ipply  to  the  said 
Standing  Committee  : 

That  the  said  Standing:  Committee  do  con- 
sist of  all  the  Members  representing  Scottish 
constituencies,  together  with  fifteen  other 
Members  to  be  nominated  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection,  who  shall  have  power  from  time  to 
time  to  discharge  the  Memlxirs  so  nominated  by 
them,  and  to  appoint  others  in  substitution  for 
those  discharged  : 

That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  49  and50<loapplv 
to  the  said  Standing  Committee."— (N/>  (i. 
Ti'evelyan.^ 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  lea  ye 
out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words — 

"This  House  declines  to  sanction,  in  regard 
to  Bills  relating  to  one  portion  only  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  any  plan  by  which  the  an- 
cient p'.actice  as  to  the  constitution  of  Commit- 
teesof  this  Houseshall  l)e  fundamentally  alterctl 
until  it  has  had  an  opportunity  of  pronouncing 
\y)on  a  general  scheme  which  shall  extend  a 
like  treatment  to  Hills  relatinqr  to  each  of  the 
other  portions  of  the  United  Kingilom." — 
(J//-.  A.J.  BaJfour.^ 

Question  again  propo5ed, 

"  That  the  wonls  '  in  addition  to  the  two 
Standing  Committees  appointed  under  Standing 
Onler  No.  47  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 
Mr.  Staveley  Hill 


£ 


Sir  E.  CLARKE    (Plymouth)   said, 
he   had   feared   that  the  resumption  of 
the  Debate  would  be  postponed  so  late 
that    he    should    have    to    thank    Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  suspending  the 
Twelve  o'Clock   Rule  in  order  that  his 
speech  might  not  be  interrupted  a  second 
time.     He  had   jwinted  out  that  amonjp 
the    Scotch   Members  there  were   those*; 
who  did  not  by  education   or  training  re- 
present Scotland,  but  only  the  particula  ^srn 
constituencies   to  which   thev  bad  bee 
elected  ;    and  therefore  a  Committee 
Scotch    Members   would    include    soi 
whose  authority  on    Scotch  affairs 
inferior  to  that  *of  others  who  were  e 
eluded.      For    instance,  there  were  th- 
two   distinguished   English    lawyers 
the  other  side,  the  Home  Secretary  a 
the  hon.    Member   for    West  Fife  ( 
Birrell),    both    Iwrn    and    educated 
England,  and  l>oth   representing  Scot 
constituencies.      If  they  wanted  to  fi 
real  representatives  of  Scotland — re; 
sentatives  of  the  great  Scotch  names 
Stuart  and  Macdonald — one  must  go 
the  Tower  Hamlets  and   Shoreditch,  m^ 
when  they  had  discovered  these  geat  1 
men  they  would   probably   find  them,     ^ 
upon   that  night,   very  active  in  end 
vouring  to  prevent  the  people  of  LondoD 
from  having  a  proper  supply  of  wace*-. 
To  establish  a  system  of  Grand  Commii^- 
tees   on    the   principle   that    those  wfa-o 
knew   most  of  the  subject  to  be  d«»'J 
with  should  be  included,  the  8Uggesro<i 
arrangements  would  have  t^  be  alterecl- 
Then,  what  effect  would  the  establw**- 
ment  of  this    Scotch    Committee    hav^« 
on     the      composition      of     the    otb^^ 
Grand      Committees  ?        No      Scofe*^ 
Member     would      be      able     to    s^rv'^ 
on    the    Grand    Committee    on    Trii 
or     the     Grand     Committee    on    La 
because  the  duties  would  clash.    Moi 
over,    he   ought    not   to   serve  on  th 
Committees,  even  if  he  were  able.    Tn< 
principle    laid   down   by  the  right  hoo 
Member   for  East   Denbighshire  ws.<  f 
true  principle,  though  it  carried  the  ri^n 
hon.  Member  further  than  he  realist 
The  right  hon.  Member  said  that  if  Scj>t( 
Members  sat  on  this  Scotch  Comniitt' 
they  ought  riot  in   reason  to  claim  to 
represented   on  other  Committees ;  « 
the   consequence    would    he  that  ererj 
Scotch  Member's  name  must  l)e  stni 
off  those  Committees.     Then  there 
Bills  concerning  the  affai*^  of  Engltn^' 
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only  which  were  referred  to  Select  Com-'t 
mittees.     It  would  be  the  absolute  duty 
of  English  Members  to  take  care,  if  this 
Scotch  Committee   were  established,  to 
resist  every  proposal  to  allow  any  Scotch 
Member    to   sit   on   any  Committee   to 
which  an  English  Bill  was  referred.    He 
<iid  not  look  forward  with  satisfaction  to 
any  such  innovation  upon  the  Constitu- 
tion  of  the  Committees  of  that  House, 
but  he   maintained  that  that  would  be 
the  natural  and  necessary  consequence  of 
the  separate  proposals  which   the   Go- 
'irernment  had  put  before  them.     If  they 
'^vere  to  have  the  Scotch  Committee  cou- 
stituted  in  this  way,  and  if  they  were  to 
liave  these  corres|)ondiug  changes  in  the 
other  Committees,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Gro-verument  what  was   their  reason  for 
proposing  these  changes.     Let  it  be  sup- 
pose<l  that  this  new  Scotch  Committee 
was    constituted,  and  that  there  bad  been 
'f'^forred  to  it  some  measure  exclusively 
relating  to  Scotland.     If   that  measure 
'W'ere  absolutely  non-contentious  and  did 
oot      raise   any   of   the  political  contro- 
versies which  were  to  be  found  in  Scot- 
land    as    well    as    in    this    country,    he 
^^naitted    that   such    a   Bill  might  pass 
^rough  the  Committee  withoutdifficulty. 
But  such  a  Bill  would  pass  through  any 
<>f   the   ordinary  Grand   Committees  of 
^J^e    House  with  equal  facility.     But  if 
the     Bill  partook   of   another   character 
and       involved      matter      of      political 
antagonism,    what    would     be     gained 
^y     referring    such   a   measure    to    this 
Scotch    Committee?      If    such    a    Bill 
were     referred    to    an    ordinary    Grand 
^ttinnittee    representing    in    a    smaller 
^'^a,  but  in  due  proportion,  the  different 
®^5tions  of  the  House,  the  House  would, 
?*    Course,   accept   the   decision   of   the 
^'ntnittee.      But   supposing    that    the 
^ill      were    referred     to     the    proposed 
^<>tch  Committee,   which   had   not  the 
*J|^^o-ntage  of  representing  all  sections  of 
\^  House,  and  supposing  the  views  of 
^  minority  were  overborne  by  the  vote 
^^  the  majority,  was  it  to  be  supposed 
v^^    the  minority   would   not  appeal   to 
*"^    House  against  the  decision  of   the 
^*Jority?       Therefore,   at    the   Report 
•^e  of  the  measure  every  controversial 
<l^estion  would  be  raised  again  and  dis- 
^*8ed  in  the  House,  with  the  result  that 
™  whole  time  that  had  been  occupied 
w  cousideriDg    the   Bill    in    Committee 
would  be  entirely  wasted.     If  that  were 


the  case  he  should  like  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  how  far  their 
present  proposal  was  a  practical  one, 
and  how  far  it  was  likely  to  conduce  to 
the  forwarding  of  the  business  of  the 
House?  He,  however, did  not  think  that 
he  could  attribute  to  the  Government 
any  desire  to  increase  the  speed  of 
general  legislative  work  in  that  House, 
or  to  relieve  the  House  from  any  of  the 
difficulties  which  the  present  Rules  of 
Procedure  imposed  upon  it.  It  was  only 
the  other  evening  that  the  Government 
had  used  their  influence  and  had  em- 
ployed their  Whips  to  defeat  a  proposal 
to  inquire  what  means  could  be  devised 
for  expediting  the  business  of  the 
House.  It  must  therefore  be  assumed 
that  the  Government  had  no  real  desire 
to  secure  that  object  in  making  this 
proposal.  What,  then,  could  be  the 
object  of  the  Government  in  sacrificing 
one  of  the  golden  weeks  of  their 
Session  in  discussing  this  proposal  ? 
They  would  have  to  obtain  from  the 
House  a  specific  sanction  for  the  reference 
of  that  Bill  to  the  Scottish  Committee, 
so  that  they  would  not  be  at  the  end  of 
their  labours  when  tliev  had  succeeded 
in  passing  the  Resolution  through  the 
House.  But  let  him  suggest  this  to  them 
also,  that  on  the  question  of  the  time  it 
would  take  to  get  Scottish  legislation 
through  they  had  to  take  into  account, 
first,  the  time  it  took  to  pass  this  Resolu- 
tion ;  secondly,  the  time,  in  regard  to  the 
reference  of  any  Bill  to  any  Standing 
Committee,  in  discussing  the  question  of 
the  exclusion  of  the  Scotch  Members 
from  the  Committee,  the  time  that  would 
be  taken  up  for  referring  Bills  to  the 
Scotch  Committee,  and,  lastly,  the  time 
that  would  be  occupied  in  the  appeal 
that  would  be  made  from  the  Scotch 
Committee  to  the  House.  When  these 
matters  were  considered  the  Government 
would  find  that  from  the  point  of  view 
of  business  their  proposal  was  extremely 
unwise.  They  would  find  that  it  would 
cost  a  great  deal  more  time  than  it  was 
likely  to  save  them  in  dealing  with  Scot- 
tish business.  But  there  was  just  one 
other  matter  he  should  like  to  refer  to. 
This  subject  had  been  put  before  the 
House  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  in  a 
modest  speech  in  which  he  spoke  of  it 
as  merely  a  means  of  dealing  with  the 
business  of  the  House.  But  there  had 
not  only  been  that  remarkable  incident. 
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but  there  had  been  a  Debate  on  Scotch 
Home  Rule,  and  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, who  on  Monday  proposed  the 
present  Motion  as  a  '^  practical  and  work- 
manlike measure,"  on  the  following 
evening  gave  himself  the  pleasure  of 
supi)orting  an  unpractical  and  unwork- 
manlike measure — in  which  he  had  not 
the  support  of  his  Chief  in  the  House 
and,  so  far  as  they  knew,  had  not  the 
support  of  his  Chief  in  the  Government 
— for  giving  Home  Rule  to  Scotland. 
The  sequence  of  the  incidents  was  very 
interesting  and  curious.  In  his  speech 
on  Home  Rule  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land changed  the  position  of  this  ques- 
tion from  one  merely  of  an  arrangement 
of  business  into  one  of  the  existence  of 
the  Government.     For  he  said — 

"  The  QoTernment  were  determined  to  carry 
the  Qrand  Committee  through  as  far  as  they 
could  by  every  means  they  could  employ,  and 
by  staking  everything  upon  it." 


It  was  a  very  curious  situation  that  Par- 
liament had  l>een  in  during  the  present 
week.  They  all  greatly  regretted  and 
sympathised  with  the  cause  which  pre- 
vented the  Leader  of  the  House  from  bein^ 
in  his  place  to-nitrht ;  but  he  hoped,  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman^s  absence,  some 
one  Member  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
.  would  be  good  enough  to  supplement  the 
speech  which  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
made  on  Monday  evening,  and  tell  them 
something  in  the  way  of  explanation  of 
the  speech  ho  made  on  Tuesday.  It 
really  looked  as  if  there  were  two  Parties 
on  that  Bench.  They  did  not  sit  there 
at  the  same  time,  but  some  were  in  at 
one  time  and  some  at  another.  There 
was  tiie  Leader  of  the  House,  who  did 
not  vote  in  favour  of  Scottish  Home 
Rule,  and  who,  so  far  as  they  knew, 
was,  like  the  head  of  the  Government, 
not  very  enthusiastic  about  Home  Rule 
at  all.  But  there  were  two  other  Mem- 
bers who,  having  in  their  official  capacity 
given  their  support  to  the  "workmanlike, 
practical  propodal  *'  on  the  Monday,  in  a 
.^^ort  of  unofficial  capacity  enjoyinp  them- 
selves in  the  absence  of  their  Chief,  on 
the  Tuesday  evening,  took  their  share 
of  the  operation  which  he  would,  uot 
support,  and  voted  in  favour  of  Hottie 
Rule  for  Scotland.  Surely  they  were^ 
entitled  to  know  what  it  was  that  was 
the  policy  of  the  Goveniment.  Were 
they  going  in  for  Home  Rule  all  round  ? 
[Cries  of  "  Yes  I"]  There  were  some 
Sir  E.  Clarke 


sponsors,  it  ap{>eared,  ready  to  anvwer 
for  the  Government,  but  the  GovemraeDt 
were  not  inclined  to  answer  so  promptlj 
for  themselves.     Home  Rule  for  Ireland 
they    accepted    long    ago    for     varioDs 
reasons.     The   question   of   Home  Role 
for  Scotland  was  at  present  only  a  sub- 
ject out  of  which  to  extract  amusemeot 
on  a  Tuesday  evening.     Was  it  to  be  ao 
integral  part  of  the  policy  of  the  Party 
they  represented  ? 

An  hon.  Member  :  Yes. 

Sir   E.    CLARKE :    Somebody  stid 
"  Yes  "  ;  he  should  think  it  was  a  Welsh- 
man.    Gallant    little    Wales    was  onlj 
waiting  its  turn  to  claim  a  Parliament  io 
some  part  of  the  Principality — after  civil 
war,  he  should  think,  because  it  wonld 
require  civil  war  to  decide  in  what  part 
of    Wales    that    Parliament  shonld  b^ 
situated.     Could  they  not  know  what  it 
was  the  Government  were  propoaing  to 
do  ?     If    their    policy    was  a  policjo^ 
Home   Rule   all   round ;    if    they  wero 
gradually   being   led   and  pressed  onto 
accept  bit  by  bit  that  enormous  policy^ 
what     possible     excuse    had    they  lor 
occupying  the  time  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons by  discussing  proposals  of  thekiid» 
and    whnt    excuse    had    they    for  ** 
going     with     the     Opposition     to  A* 
masters  of  all  of  them — the  people  flrt- 
side    in    the    constituencies  —  and  8«t' 
ting     their     proposals     before    them  . 
They  knew  that  to  indulge  in  this  policy 
of   reticence   and    gradual   acquiescence 
would  be  of  no  use.     They  knew  that  no 
scheme  of  Home  Rule  for  either  country 
could  possibly  pass  into  law  until  ther^ 
had    been   a  specific  declaration  of  th^ 
people  on  the  point.     If  that  were  »,  i^^ 
was   right    that    they   should   make  vm 
appeal  to  the  people.     It  was  a  pity  f 
their  own  sake  that  they  should 
time  over  the  discussion  of  this  pro_ 
and  over  the  solution  of  the  many  dift 
culties  which  its  acceptance  would  bring^^ 
upon  them  if  they  were  meditating 
adoption  of  a  policy  so  much  larger, 
a   policy  that  would  absolutely  swam 
and  obliterate  the  necessity  for  thia-    I 
might  be  that  they  had  persuaded 
selves    that,   while    a    Scottish   G 
Committee  would  for  certain  purpose* 
"a  g:pod  thing,  it  would  in  their  judgm**'^ 
be   aS?etter   thing   to   have  a  ScoMi* 
Parliainfnt  in   Scotland  itself,  and  ^^ 
the  disti'flguished  Scotchmen  whom  v^ 
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vere  so  glad  to  see  on  the  Treasury 
I  should  take  themselves  to  the 
of  the  Tweed  and  occupy  posi- 
iD  a  less  important  and  even  in  a 
cial  Parliament ;  that  might  be 
wish,  but  he  thought  the  House 
ntitled  to  know  it ;  and  until  the 
nment  gave  the  House  their  plan 
leir  policy  on  that  point  he  thought 
3  entitled  to  point  out  to  them  that 
iroposal  they  had  made  to  the 
was  one  which  would  alter  the 
system  of  Committee  representa- 
irhich  would  introduce  an  entirely 
principle  of  voting  and  estimating 
osition  of  the  Members  of  the 
,  which  would  give  the  Govern- 
no  advantage  in  non-contentious 
ah  business,  which  would  be  rather 
Irance  than  an  advantage  on  con- 
is  Scottish  Bills,  and  which  could 
esult  in  a  serious  expenditure  of 
me  of  which  they  had  none  too 
to  spare,  and  which  had  not  been 
*ted  in  the  House  by  any  argument 
could  justify  its  acceptance. 
C.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  Col- 
said,  it  might  conduce  to  a  saving 
time  of  the  House  if  the  discussion 
brought  back  from  the  realms  to 
the  imagination  of  gentlemen 
te  had  carried  it  into  the  business 
embraced  by  the  Resolution, 
were  not  discussing  Home  Rule  for 
ud,  or  anything  that  had  anything 
with  Home  Rule.  [^Opposition 
'er,"]  Of  course.  Members  opposite 
k1,  but  he  thought  they  would  pro- 
^mit  that  he  knew  more  about  the 
^  of  Home  Rulers  in  Scotland  than 
id.  He  certainly  said  that  if  they 
[onie  Rulers)  were  offered  this  pro- 
as a  substitute  for  what  they  in- 
to demand  they  would  not  take 
[t  had  been  said  that  some  two  or 
jrears  ago  he  described  the  proposal 
Scottish  Grand  Committee  as  a 
ling  and  pottering**  proposal.  He 
ily  so  described  it  as  a  substitute 
)me  Rule.  He  said  it  would  be  no 
tute  for  Home  Rule.  It  would  be 
tely  unworkable  under  certain  cir- 
iuces,  and  it  was  put  forward  under 
t  circumstances  and  in  the  present 
n  as  a  business  proposal  which 
work  perfectly  well.  It  was  more 
3  benefit  of  the  House  than  of  the 
1  Members,  because  certain  busi- 
ly to  be  got  through,  and  whether 
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it  was  done  in  the  time  of  the  House  or  in 
the  time  of  a  Committee  made  very  little 
difference  to  the  Scotch  Members  indi- 
vidually. The  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  said  that  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  was  a  plan 
by  which  the  ancient  practice  as  to  the 
constitution  of  the  Committees  of  the 
House  would  be  fundamentally  altered. 
There  were,  however,  no  traditions  con- 
cerning Grand  Committees  which  had  not 
yet  been  10  years  in  existence.  The 
constitution  of  Committees  had  been  for 
very  many  years  back  not  at  all  antago- 
nistic to  the  vast  preponderance  of  those 
belonging  to  the  nationality  concerned  in 
a  Bill.  In  1878  a  very  contentious 
measure,  the  Sunday  Closing  (Ireland) 
Bill,  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
That  Committee  consisted  of  12  Irish 
Members,  the  Irish  Secretary,  one  Scotch 
Member  —  h  imself  —  and  one  English 
Member.  What  was  that  but  a  miniature 
Irish  Grand  Committee  ?  Of  course,  it 
might  be  said  that  as  this  Committee  was 
constituted  for  the  purpose  of  collecting 
evidence  it  had  a  different  function  from 
that  possessed  by  Scotch  Grand  Com- 
mittees. A  Scotch  Committee  was  con- 
stituted on  similar  lines  to  consider  the 
Burgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland) 
Bill.  Only  a  single  English  Member  had- 
a  seat  upon  that  Committee.  The  House 
was  now  asked  to  set  up  a  Committee 
which  would  be  in  entire  accord  with  its 
ancient  practice,  as  far  as  it  was  illus- 
trated by  the  Committees  to  which  he 
had  alluded.  That  Committee  would 
be  in  accord  with  the  political 
views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  their  supporters. .  It  would  work 
perfectly  well  under  the  circumstances. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  said  that  if  the 
Grand  Committee  were  set  up  Scotch 
Members  must  ueccssarilv  be  excluded 
from  other  Grand  Committees.  Why 
should  they  be  ?  There  was  nothing  of 
the  sort  in  the  Resolution.  The  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  had  their  instructions 
as  to  the  Grand  Committees  on  Trade 
and  Law,  and  he  supposed  they  would 
continue  to  follow  them.  Of  course. 
Members  could  not  be  on  two  Committees 
at  the  same  time,  but  did  anyone  imagine 
that  all  the  Members  of  any  Grand 
Committee  were  always  present  at  the 
meetings  of  that  Committee  ?  As  a 
matter   of  fact,   the   difficulty  in  many 
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cases  was  to  get  a  quorum.     It  was  said 
that  if  a  Scotch  Graud  Committee  were 
appoiuted,  a  Welsh  Committee  and  an 
English  Committee  would  also  have  to 
be  set  up.     There   was   nothing   about 
that  in  the  Resolution.     A  Scotch  Com- 
mittee had  been  asked  for  repeatedly  by 
the   Scotch   Members,    but    the    Welsh 
Members  had  never  asked  for  a  Welsh 
Committee.     The   reason   was   obvious. 
Tlie    Welsh    Members    were   going   to 
occupy  a  large  portion  of  the  time  of 
the  Session  by  the  discussion  of  a  Bill 
which  could  not  be  referred  to  a  Welsh 
Committee,  inasmuch   as    it    concerned 
England  as  well  as  Wales.     As  to  the 
English  Members  there  had  never  been 
heard  a  word  of  any  possibility  of  such 
H  demand  being  made  by  them  until  it 
was    brought   forward    to    prevent    the 
Scotch    Members     getting    what    they 
wanted.     It  was  said  that  the  proposal 
would    not   effect   any    saving   of   time, 
because  whenever  a  minority  were  beaten 
in    the   Grand    Committee   they   would 
appeal  to   the  judgment  of  the  House. 
Did  any  Member  who  was  not  absolutely 
unsophisticated  and  unused   to  the  wiles 
of  the  House  not  know   that   whenever 
there  was  a  chance  of  a  minority  over- 
turning the  verdict  of  a  majority   they 
appealed    to    the    whole    House  on    the 
Report,  but   did  anyone  imagine  that  in 
the  case    of   a   contentious   Bill   which 
had  gone  before  a  Grand  Committee  any- 
thing  would   be  gained   by  a  long   dis- 
cussion  on   the   Report  ?     He   thought 
that   the   adoption   of  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee system  would  result  in  the  saving 
of  a  very  large  amount  of  time  that  would 
otherwise     be    consumed    in    Committee 
of  the    whole  House.     No  doubt  under 
certain  circumstan<;es  the   system  would 
not    work.     A     national    Committee    of 
which    the    majority  of    Members  were 
opposed  to   the   Government  of  the  day 
would    certainlv   not  work,  inasmuch  as 
the    Government  would    be    obliged    to 
reverse  the  decisions    come  to  in   Com- 
mittee.   When  he  said  the  Resolution  had 
nothing  to  do  with   Homo  Rule  he  was 
laughed  at,  but   he  asserted  emphatically 
that  it  would   never  he  considered  as    in 
any    way    removing  a  single  ground  on 
which    the  demand  was  ma<le  for  Scot- 
tish  Home  Rule.     Among  the  Scottish 
Members    there    was    a    large    standing 
majority  of  Liberals,  and  when  a  LiV>eral 
Government    was     in    |>ower   a    Grand 
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Committee     of    such     Members    would 
work.    'When,  however,  a  Conservative 
Government  was  in  power,  it  would  be 
impossible   for  a  Scottish  Grand   Com- 
mittee to  work,  and  under  such  circum- 
stances no  one  would  want  to  appoint  one. 
The  Resolution,  he  was  informed,  odIj 
amounted  to  a  Sessional   Order,  and  he 
presumed  that  gentlemen  opposite  did  Dot 
intend  to  cross  the  floor  during  the  present 
Session.     If  and  when  they  did  cross  the 
floor  it  would  be  for  them  to  manufacture 
their  own  Standing  Committee  in  such  a 
way  that  they  would  facilitate  the  work 
of  Parliament,  and  be  consistent  with  the 
existence  of  a  Conservative  Government. 
When  Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald  was  Lord 
Advocate    he  called   a  meeting  of  tbe 
whole  of  the  Scotch  Members  in  order  to 
ascertain  their  views  on  a  certain  BilU 
thus   practically   constituting   a  Scotcb 
Grand  Committee.       The    resuh  was    ti 
great  saving  of  the  time  of  the  House, 
although   the    Scotch  Members   gained 
nothing  by   it,  because  in  the  Lords  »l* 
the  Government  Amendments   objecteJ 
to  by  the  majority  of  the  Scotch  Members 
were  inserted.    The  Scotch  Members n©^ 
wished  for  a   Grand  Committee,  because 
they  believed  it  would  enable  their  busi- 
ness to  be  done  more  satisfactorily,  as  i^    : 
would  do   away   with  the    necessity  of 
being  content  with  odds  and  ends  of  tiia® 
for  their  measures.     They  were  willio^ 
to  inflict  greater  labour  upon  themselverj 
and    he  ilid  not    see  how  anyone  couI«* 
object  to  that.     As  to  taking  the  contio* 
of  Scotch  matters  out  of  the  hands  of  th^ 
House,  that  was  an  absurdity,  inasmnc** 
as  all  Bills  would  first  be  dealt  with  i«* 
the  House  that  would  be  sent  back  t-^ 
the  House  for  the  Report  stage  andThir*-^ 
Reading.    Under  these  circumstances,  b 
could  not  conceive  how  any  fair-mind 
or  impartial  man  could  object  to  a  pi 
posal    so     moderate     in    its     charaote^^ 
As  to  taking  Scottish  matters  inanr  w«^^^ 
outside  the  House,  that  was  an  absurdil^'^ 
The   Bill  had  to  be  ordered  to  go  to  th  -^ 
Committee,  it  had  to  come  back  hereo'^r 
Report,   it  had  to  go  through  the  Thi 
Reading.      As  well  might  they  accuse 
previous    Conservative     Government  i' 
appointing  a  Select  Committee  to  cons^Hte^ 
Bills  of  going  on  to  a  Separatist  route 
accuse  this  Government  of  now  mi* 
a   proposal   which  had  any  tendency  ■'^ 
that  direction.     He  trusted  they  woiJ^ 
discuss   this   matter  on   its  merit?,  »*■" 
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itboiit  reference  to  Scottish  Home  Rule. 
>  tihow  the  spirit  iu  wbich  the  Scottish 
embers  had  asked  this  scheme,  he  might 
eDtioii  he  was  the  meilium  through 
hich  their  resolution  ou  this  subject 
Ets  conveyed  to  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
sot.     The  resolution  ran  thus — 

'*  That  pending  the  cciiccssion  of  Home  Rule 
Sootland  we  cont^ider  that  it  is  hoj)elcs8  to 

3k  for  any  Scottish  business  Ixjinjf  got  through, 
that  the  hope  is  futile    of    any    Scottish 

tsincss  being  got  through,  unless  we  get  such 

Committee  as  it  is  pro(>osccl  to  appoint/' 

here  was  one  direction  in  which  he 
ought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  (Sir 
.  Trevelyan)  Resolution  could  l>e  im- 
oved.  That  was  to  do  away  with  the 
rt  of  it  providing  for  a  Motion  of  refer- 
ee in  the  case  of  every  separate  Bill, 
•  that  gave  only  another  stage  iu  which 
stniction  could  take  place,  not  at  the 
at  of  tiie  Scotch  Members  only,  but  of 
3  time  of  the  House.  He  suggested 
sLt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might, 
arefore,  as  well  take  this  opportunity  to 
prove  the  Resolution  by  adopting  the 
nendment  of  which  notice  had  been 
i'^w  bv  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mcmlierfor 
kithoess. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
1-1  ing)  :  I  rise  to  move  the  Adjournment 
this  Debate.  I  have  sat  for  20  years 
this  House,  and  I  will  undertake  to 
y  that  the  oldest  Member  of  the  House 
^er  can  recollect  an  occasion  upon 
'ich  the  House  has  been  treated  with 
-h  scant  courtesy  as  they  have  been 
«v.  After  what  has  occurred  during 
^  last  three  days,  the  conduct  of  the 
^vernment  is  an  outrage  upon  all  the 
-encies  of  Debate.  On  Monday  the 
^ttish  Secretary  made  a  proposal 
ich  reversed  the  whole  principle  on 
tch  from  time  immemorial  the  Com- 

rt.ee 

VIb.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 

^t  is  a  matter  of  argument. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :   Then  why 

not  the  Government  argue  it  ?  On 
^nday  the  Scottish  Secretary  asked  the 
^se  to  assent  to  the  novel  and,  to  our 
*d,  dangerous    principle    as  regarded 

constitution  of  Committees — that  is 
^«»y,  to  substitute  the  principle  on 
*ch  they  have  hitherto  been  nominated 
t^eflecting  the  general  opinion  of  the 
Use  for  the  principle  of  nationality, 
■  yet,  when  we  are  told  this  evening 
^t  this  was  done  in  order  to  satisfy  the 
^p-rooted  convictions  of  the  Scottish 
^ple,"  the  only  hon.  Member  who  has 


spoken  to-night  on  behalf  of  this  pro- 
posal says  that  the  great  merit  of  the 
proposal  is  that  it  is  a  Sessional  Order, 
and  that  if  a  Unionist  Government  came 
into  power  he  should  not  want  this 
principle  to  continue.  Then,  on  Tuesday 
we  had  the  still  more  remarkable  per- 
formance of  the  Scottish  Secretary.  He 
induced  the  House  to  accept  the  principle 
of  Home  Rule  for  Scotland — practically 
Home  Rule  all  round.  On  the  night 
preceding  not  one  single  Cabinet  Minister 
attempted  to  take  part  in  the  discussion. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  made  a  speech  which  every- 
body must  admit  was  worthy  of  reply. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  on  Tuesday  again  fol- 
lowed the  Scotch  Secretary,  and  again 
he  pointed  out  the  utter  absurdity  and 
inconsistency  of  the  position  the  Go- 
vernment have  taken  up  with  regard  to 
Scotch  business.  To-night,  again,  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  late  Solicitor 
General  has  made  a  masterly  speech, 
showing  the  inconsistency  of  the  proposal, 
and  how  utterly  unpractical  and  un- 
workable it  would  Ik3  ;  but  in  reply  we 
have  not  had  a  single,  solitary  word  from 
the  Government.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernmeut  either  make  this  proposal 
seriously  or  they  do  not.  Do  they  know 
their  own  mind  ?  If  they  know  their 
own  mind,  they  are  bound  to  communi- 
cate what  is  in  their  mind  to  the  House. 
If  they  do  not  know  their  mind,  then  it 
is  a  farce  and  a  sheer  waste  of  time  to 
go  on  with  this  Debate.  We  have  a 
special  right  to  insist  on  declining  to  go 
on  with  the  discussion  until  the  Govern- 
ment clearly  tell  us  what  they  intend  to 
do.  It  was  by  the  courtesy  of  the  Oppo- 
sition that  the  Government  were  able  to 
get  through  their  business  before  Easter. 
They  bring  forward  this  proposal  with 
the  most  inadequate  explanation.  The 
Minister  who  maile  that  proposal  changed 
his  mind  the  next  night.  The  Leader  of 
the  House  had  been  absent  on  all  occa- 
sions on  Monday,  Tuesday,  and  to-night. 
fMr.  J.  MoRLEY  interpolated  an  expla- 
nation which  did  not  reach  the  Reporters' 
Gallery.]  I  apologise.  I  was  not  aware 
until  this  moment  of  the  cause  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  absence  to-night. 
No  other  Minister  has  attempted  to  take 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  place  on  any 
one  of  these  occasions.  Under  these 
circumstances,  what  is  the  use  of  con- 
tinuing the  Debate  ?  I  therefore  move 
the  Adjournment,  in  the  hope  that  when 
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the  House  meets  again  we  inaj  have  a 
clear  iiidicatioD  of  what  the  Goveroment 
iDtcnd  ;  and  when  we  have  got  that 
indication  I  hope  thej  will  adhere  to  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.** — 
{T^rd  G,  Hamilton,) 

•Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
The  noble  Lord  has  given  us  one  evi- 
dence to-night  that  he  is  of  Scotch  ex- 
traction, because  he  has  no  occasion  to 
call  on  Providence  to  give  him  a  good 
conceit  of  himself.  For  what  is  the 
noble  Lord's  argument  in  favour  of  ad- 
journing the  Debate  ?  It  is  that  one  or 
two  speeches  which  his  colleagues 
have  made  on  the  subject  have  been 
so  conclusive  and  unanswerable,  and 
have  remained  so  entirelv  unanswered, 
that  it  is  no  use  attempting  to  dis- 
cuss the  matter  further.  ["  No  ! "] 
What  has  happened  ?  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  made 
on  Monday  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment an  explanation  of  the  reasons — [a 
laugk] — which  may  not  have  been  satis- 
factory to  the  courteous  gentleman  who 
laughed — why  the  Government  asked 
the  Ilouse  to  agree  to  this  Resolution. 
He  was  followed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  Opposition. 
That  was  one  speaker  against  one.  In 
that  evening's  Debate  the  late  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  spoke  and  was 
answered  by  the  Lonl  Advocate  in  a 
speech  of  great  length.  The  next  speech 
was  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  who  has  concluded  bis 
remarks  to-night.  Therefore,  the  only 
complaint  which  the  noble  Lord  can 
make  is  that  no  one  has  risen  at  once  to 
reply  to  the  late  Solicitor  General.  I 
will  admit  the  noble  Lord  into  a  secret. 
I  intended  to  speak  in  this  Debate,  but  I 
was  anxious  to  know  what  certain  other 
gentlemen  had  to  say.  From  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Debate  it  was  understood 
on  all  hands  that  the  right  hon.  Members 
for  St.  George'8,\V est  Birmingham,  Bury, 
the  University  of  London,  and  I  do  not 
know  how  many  more  illustrious  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition,  intended  to  take 
part  in  it.  It  was  only  right,  therefore, 
that  the  Government  should  wait  until 
some  at  least  of  that  formidable  artiUery 
had  been  discharged  before  making  any 
further  interposition  in  the  Debate.  I 
deny  the  right  of  the  noble  Lord  or  any 
of  bis  colleagues  to  dictate  to  Members 

Lord  G,  Hamilton 


of  the  Govemment  the  maniier  in  whicl^ 
we  shall  conduct  our  busioess.     Then  th^ 
noble  Lord  said  that  on  Tuesday  another 
Debate    had     been     interposed,     whieb 
altered  the  character  and  position  of  th^ 
Resolution   now  before  the  House.     Lt 
would  not  be  within  the  proper  Rules  oj 
Debate  for  me,    speaking  on  the  Ques- 
tion   of    Adjournment,   to   discuss   th^-t 
matter  ;  but  I  agree  with  mj  hon.  FnecKl 
who  has  just  previously  spoken  that  tbe 
question  raised  on  Tuesday  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  question  no^w 
before  the  House,  which  is  a  proposal  to 
adopt  a  Sessional  Order  which  we  think 
would  be    of   advantage    in  expediting 
and   facilitating    Scotch    business,    and 
would  also    obtain   a  better  expression 
and  give  better  weight  to  Scotch  opinion 
in     matters    affecting     Scotland   alone. 
The    Motion    on    Tuesday    was  not  t 
Govemment   Motion,   but    was  one  of 
those  Motions  of  private   Members  <m 
Friday  and  Tuesday  nights,  upon  which 
Governments  frequently    do   not  think 
it    necessary    or    right    to    express  an 
opinion    one    way   or   the    other.    The 
proposition     of     the     noble    Lord  is 
that  we  should   forthwith    adjourn  the 
Debate.     I  am  not  aware  that  there  ii 
any  force    in   the    argument  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  adduc^  which  ought  to 
lead  the  House  to  adopt  that  cootm.  1 
frankly  admit  that  after  so  large  a  ^ 
tion  of  the  time  of  the  House  has  been 
to-night  so  unexpectedly  taken  up  by  » 
lengthened   discussion  on  Private  Bill*» 
that  the  situation  is  somewhat  altered. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  On  a  Go- 
vemment night. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMASs 
The  Government  have  no  control  ove*" 
the  day  on  which  Private  Bills  can  b^ 
put  down.     Therefore,  it  is  not  the  Go-^ 
vernment  who    fixed    the   day,  but  th^" 
supporters  of  the  noble  Lord,  whose  Bili^^ 
they  were. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  My  BiUs? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANKERMAS- 
It  is  the  supporters  of  the  noble  Low- 
who  can  choose  the  particular  day  foj 
the  discussion  of  these  measuree«  ' 
freely  own  that  seeing  that  so  large  * 
part  of  the  time  of  the  House  was  take* 
up  by  Private  Bills  we  can  hardly  CJ* 
pect — especially  if  all  those  importiBi 
gentlemen  to  whom  I  have  referred  »|* 
going  to  favour  the  House  with  i^ 
views  at  great  length — to  conclude  vJt 
Debate  to-night.     But  the  idea  of  eotti< 
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ort  the  Debate  before  12  o'clock — a 
»^te  which  has  proceeded  with  per- 
f^  regularity  and  courtesy  on  the  Minis- 
i\  side  of  the  House — is  a  proposal 
rhich  the  Government  cannot  possibly 
»«nt. 

Qustion  putrf 

XThe  House  divided  : — Ayes  232 ; 
►^  250. — (Division  List,  No.  16.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 

'  That  the  words  Mn  addition  to  the  two 
-nding  Committees  appointed  under  Standing 
I«r  No.  47  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

3iB  F.  DIXON-HARTLAND  :  After 
»  Division  which  has  just  taken  place, 
)  Government  must  see  how  useless  it 
to  attempt  to  continue  the  Debate, 
lerefore  I  beg  to  move  the  Adjourn- 
M[it  of  the  House. 

Itf  otion  made,  and  Qustion  proposed, 
That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
Jtr  F,  Dixon-Hartland.) 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  We  are  unable  to 
Bsent  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member. 
The  noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Motion 
)efore  this  said  he  had  for  a  long  time 
)een  a  Member  of  this  House,  and  in 
the  name  of  the  decencies  of  Debate  he 
Qooved  the  adjournment  of  it.  I  have 
■tot  been  so  long  in  this  House  as  the 
noble  Lord,  but  I  venture  to  say,  when 
Preview  the  circumstances  of  to-night, 
^t  80  great  an  outrage  on  the  usages 
iDd  proprieties  of  Debate  in  this  House 
Utt  never  been  witnessed  as  the  attempt 
'^  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  at  this 
tooaent  under  these  circumstances  to 
^p  the  Debate.  \_Laughter,'\  Let  me 
'iiiiid  hon.  Gentlemen  who  laugh — 
^^haps  they  have  not  been  in  the 
^Use— of  the  circumstances.  Owing  to 
^Umstances  over  which  the  Govern- 
'^t  bad  no  control,  it  was  impossible  to 
^^'Vr  the  discussion  of  the  Motion 
•Ore  the  House  until,  I  think,  25 
^Utes  to  1 1 .  [Several  hon.  Members  : 
^Oarter  to  11.]  I  was  in  the  House 
'tbe  night,  and  I  think  that  is  so. 
^Q  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
^ded  his  speech.  He  was  followed  by 
7  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
'<>Uege  Division  of  Glasgow  ;  and  then, 
^  25  minutes  to  12,  because  no  Member 
)Q  this  Bench  gets  up  of  equal  Parlia- 
■Mi^tary  rank,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  War  has  shown,  to  reply, 
^  are  denoanced  for  outraging  the 
^ocencies  of  Debate  by  the  noble  Lord. 
*-  can  only  repeat  what  I  have  said,  that 
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if  these  tactics  are  to  be  persevered  in 
they  shall  be  persevered  in,  and  persevered 
in  long  enough  to  mark  them  before  the 
country. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  I  may 
judge  from  obvious  signs  the  temperature 
of  the  House  has  risen  to  a  very  un- 
necessary pitch.  I  do  not  follow  the 
reasoning  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
whose  anger  is  entirely  thrown  away 
upon  the  House  at  this  late  hour.  I 
really  would  respectfully  suggest  that 
we  should  consider  the  situation  in  a 
spirit  of  calmness.  What  has  happened 
is  this  :  On  Monday  a  Debate  of  very 
great  importance,  in  the  opinion  of  those 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  one  in- 
volving very  grave  issues  of  Parlia- 
mentary practice,  was  commenced  by  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  in  a  speech  which 
had  many  merits,  but  which  amongst  ics 
merits  had  not  the  merit  of  discussing  the 
question  from  a  broad  and  Imperial  point 
of  view.  We  on  this  side  tried  to  lay 
before  the  House  certain  arguments, 
with  the  object  of  showing  that  you 
could  not  deal  with  this  as  a  measure 
relating  to  the  Scotch  measures  alone. 
Perhaps  feebly,  I  myself  sought  on  Mon- 
day to  put  this  view  forward,  and  not 
only  has  no  reply  been  made,  but  no  reply 
has  even  been  attempted.  [^Ministerial 
cries  of  "  The  Lord  Advocate."]  I  hear 
the  Lord  Advocate  mentioned,  and  I 
have  a  profound  respect  for  that  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  I  have  the 
honour  also  to  belong  to  the  same  clan 
as  he  does.  He  is  a  lawyer  of  great  ex- 
perience, ho  is  one  of  our  old  Parlia- 
mentary friends,  and  is  equally  respected 
by  both  sides  of  the  House,  but  he  would, 
I  am  sure,  be  the  last  one  to  get  up  in 
this  House  and  contend  that  in  his 
speech  he  had  attempted  to  go  beyond 
the  purely  Scotch  aspect  of  this  problem, 
or  had  endeavoured  to  touch  the  larger 
question  which  we  have  endeavoured  to 
bring  before  the  House.  What  the  Lord 
Advocate  has  failed  to  do  no  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  has  even  attempted 
to  do.  Nevertheless,  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  E.  Clarke),  who 
began  a  speech  on  Monday  which  must 
have  impressed  everybody,  concluded 
that  speech  to-night,  and  sat  down  at  a 
time  when  it  is  usual  and  convenient 
that  a  Parliamentary  authority  of  the 
first  rank  should  reply,  and  yet  no 
Minister  rose  to  do  so,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman^s  speech  is  left  abso- 
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lutely  unanswered  by  any  responsible 
Member  of  the  Government*  The  only 
endeavour  to  deal  with  that  speech  was 
made  by  an  independent  Scotch  Member, 
who  treated  the  subject  from  a  purely 
Scotch  point  of  view,  and  did  not 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  broad  question. 
Have  not  the  Opposition,  therefore,  even 
with  some  heat,  the  right  to  say  that 
this  is  not  the  proper  mode  of  treating  a 
great  question  ?  That  was  the  justifica- 
tion which  my  noble  Friend  had  in 
moving  the  adjournment,  and  I  suggest 
to  the  Government,  even  if  they  are  dis- 
posed to  take  no  further  part  in'  the 
Debate,  even  if  they  are  anxious  to  rest 
their  whole  case  on  the  speech  of  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  that  they  should 
allow  us  to  adjourn  to-night  until  some 
other  gentlemen  may  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  laying  their  views  before  us.  I 
hope  before  the  resumption  of  the  Debate 
the  Government  will  have  considered  the 
subject,  and  will  have  discovered  that  it 
is  not  purely  a  Scottish  tquestion,  but  that 
it  is  of  interest  to  England,  Wales,  and 
Ireland,  and  that  some  Minister  will  come 
forward  and  give  us  the  views  of  the 
Government  on  the  broader  aspects  which 
the  question  presents.  We  must  all  feel 
that  we  can  hardly  enter  into  one  of  these 
painful  contests  at  this  time  of  night, 
Avith  Parties  as  evenly  divided  as  they 
appear  to  be,  with  any  prospect  of  bring- 
ing our  discussion  to  a  conclusion  either 
creditable  to  the  House  or  improving  to 
the  prospects  of  future  legislation. 
Whether  there  was  any  heat  before  the 
late  Division  or  not,  that  is  all  over  now, 
and  the  time  has  come,  I  hope,  when  we 
may  part  with  mutual  goodwill,  to  meet 
again  in  a  frame  of  mind  suited  to  the 
discussion  of  what  is,  after  all,  a  not  un- 
important Constitutional  question. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  231  ; 
Noes  246. — (Division  List,  No.  17.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  the 
vote  that  had  just  taken  place  showed 
that  the  majority  in  favour  of  continuing 
the  Debate  was  becoming  smaller  and 
smaller,  and  as  it  was  admitted  that  the 
discussion  must  go  over  to  another  day, 
there  was  no  object  in  carrying  it  further 
now .  He  therefore  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  Debate. 

Mr.  hartley  (Islington,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  second  the  Motion. 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'^ — 
(^Mr,  Hanhtiry,) 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  If  the  interrup- 
tion which  has  just  now  come  to  an  end 
had  not  taken  place — that  is  to  say,  if  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  made  his  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  five  minutes  less  than  an 
hour  ago — gentlemen  opposite  would  by 
this  time  have  had  their  desire  fulfiHed 
and  would  have  heard  a  CabiDet  Minister, 
and  we  should  have  at  this  hour  willingly 
consented  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
Debate,  and  we  should  have  avoided  all 
that  rise  of  temperature  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  deprecated.  It 
is  not  our  fault  that  these  desirable  results 
have  been  missed.  But,  having  regard 
to  the  hour,  the  Government  will  now  no 
longer  resist  the  adjournment  of  the 
Debate. 

Question  put,  and  agree<i  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  BILL.— (No.  1.) 

Reported  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)    BILL.— (No.  2.) 
Reported   without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Orders  confirmed]]  ;   to  be  read 
the  third  time  To-morrow. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDER  (HOUSING  OF  WORKING 
CLASSES)  BILL.- (No.  3.) 

Reported  with  Amendments  [Pro- 
visional Order  confirmed]  ;  as  amended, 
to  be  considered  To-morrow. 


NOTICE    OF    ACCIDENTS    BILX. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  for  providing  for 
Notice  of  and  Inquiry  hito  Accidents  occurring 
in  certain  employments  and  industries,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Burt^  Mr.  Mundelli, 
and  Mr.  Secretary  ^squith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  14 4. J 

GROCERS*   LICENCES    ABOLITION    BILL, 
On  Motion   of  Mr.   David   Thomas,  Bill  to 
abolish  the  retail  sale  of  Spirits,  Wine,  anJ 
Beer  by  Shopkeepers,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.    David    Thomas,    Mr.    Lloyd-Georpe. 
Major  Jones,  Mr.  Alfred  Thomas,  Mr.  Whittjder. 
and  Mr.  John  Wilson  (Durham). 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  141] 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 
minutes  before  One  o'clock. 
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EAST  LONDON  WATER  BILL. 
Mk.  J.  STUART  (Shoreditcb,  Hox- 
ton)  aaid,  be  wiehed  to  state  on  behalf  of 
his  boil.  Friend  the  Member  for  St. 
George'a-in-tbe-£aet  (Mr.  Benn),  who 
bad  given  notice  of  ha  lustrnction  to  tlie 
Committee  on  the  East  London  Water 
Bill,  that  after  what  bad  occurred  on  the 
previous  day  he  did  not  intend  to  move  it. 
He  iiiteudeil  to  reconsider  the  terms  of 
the  proposal,  and  to  put  it  down  on  u 
later  day. 

Q  UE  S  TIONS. 

WELSH  SCHOOL  ISSPKCTOES. 
Mit.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &c.) :  I 
beg  lo  ask  the  Vice  President  of  tbe 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  if  it 
is  bia  inteotiou  to  secure  that  in  futnre 
appoiutments  to  tbe  Government  In- 
spectorate of  Public  Elementary  Schools 
in  Wales  dne  consideration  sball  be 
given  to  tbe  claims  for  promotion 
to  such  office  posBesKed  by  the  more 
experienced  and  highly  qualified  certi- 
ficated teachers  now  at  work  in  those 
tfchools;  and  wb ether  it  is  bis  intention 
also  to  give  simibkr  consideration  to  tbe 
claims  to  promotion  possessed  by  nnb- 
,  Inspectors  and  by  Inspectors'  assistants 
now  engaged  in  the  work  of  inspection 
in  the  Public  Elementary  Schools  in 
Wales  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  AcLANi),  York,  W.  R., 
Botherham)  :  lara  always  willing  to  give 
fall  consideration  to  all  tbe  claims  or  ap- 
plications of  those,  whether  certificated 
teachers  or  others,  who  desire  to  be  made 
Inspectors,  snbject  to  tbe  general  condi- 
tions of  age  and  the  like,  which  are  laid 
down  by  tbe  Department.  The  answer 
to  the  second  paragraph  of  the  question 
is  in  the  affirmative.  I  have  already 
appointed  two  sub-Ins  pectoni  to  be 
Inspectors. 

STEAMSHIP  ROUTES  TO  NBW  YORE. 
SiB  J.  LENG  (Dundee)  :  I  beg  i 
ask  the  Secretary  to  tbe  Admiralty  if 
he  will  state  tbe  number  of  sailing  knots 
lespectively  In  the  roates  of  steamers  as 
ihowD  on  the  Admiralty  charts,  first 
TOL.  XXII.    [fovrth  sbriis.] 


between  New  York  and  Liverpool  via 
Queenstown,  and  second  between  New 
York  and  Liverpool  via  MoviJIe  ;  also 
the  corresponding  disCauces  betweeu  the 
if  Halifax  and  Liverpool  and 
Greenock  via  Movilte  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoBLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  (who 
'epiied}  said  ;  According  to  information 
given  to  me  by  my  right  bon.  Frieud  the 
Secretary  to  tbe  Admiralty,  who  has 
>  answer  this  question,  the 
as  follows  : —  Nauliuit 
Milcti. 
New  York  fo  Liverpool  fid  Queens- 
town -by  ueiial  route  S,n70 

Do,  bj  shortest  navigBble  mate 3,illli 

Noiv  York  to  Livecpoul  ri'd  Moville — 

by  uBiml  route   3,100 

Do.  by  shortest  navigable  route 2,990 

Halifax  to  Liver|«ol  riif  Moville — by 

Hhorteit  naviffable  rout«  2,ta0 

Halifax  to  Jrecnock  rid  Moville— by 

Bhurtest  navigable  route  2,'I50 

The  shortest  route  may  not  be  practicable 
at  certain  times  of  tbe  year  when  ice 
alwunds  on  the  banks  of  Newfoundland  ; 
and  the  distances  would  then  be  con- 
siderably increased. 

MAIL  LANDING  AT  QUEENSTOWN  AND 
MOVILLE. 

Sir  J.  LENG  :  I  l«g  to  ask  the 
Postmaster  General  on  bow  many  occa- 
sions tbe  Atlantic  mail  steamers  were 
unable  from  stress  of  weather  to  laud  the 
American  and  Canadian  nmils  duriug  tbe 
years  1892  aud  1893  at  Queenslown  and 
Movillo  respectively  ? 

Mk.  a.  MORLEY  :  As  regards 
Queenstown,  the  answer  is  five  times  In 
1892  and  twice  in  1893.  As  regards 
Moviile,  I  have  already  stated  to  tbe  hon. 
Member  that  the  Canadian  Mail  Service 
is  performed  under  a  Colonial,  not  an 
Imperial,  contract,  and  that  no  records  of 
its  performance  are  kept  at  the  General 
Post  OiEce.  I  will,  however,  if  the 
boil.  Member  wishes  me  to  do  so,  endea- 
vour to  obtain  the  iuformation  and  let 
bim  know  the  result  of  my  inquiries. 

Captain  DONELAN  (Cork,  E.) :  Is 
not  tbe  number  of  occasions  on  which 
stress  of  weather  prevented  tbe  landiug 
of  tbe  mails  at  Queenstown  extremely 
small  iu  proportion  to  the  number  of 
mails  carried  ? 

Mk.  a.  MORLEY  :  My  Lon.  Friend 
has  the  figures  before  bim,  aud  therefore 
can  answer  the  question.      No  doubt  tbe 
fignres  are  very  satisfactory. 
P  X 
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INDIAN  TROOPSHIPS. 

Mr.  baker  (Portsmouth):  On 
behalf  of  my  hon.  Colleague  in  the  repre- 
sentation of  Portsmouth  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  it  is  in 
contemplation  that  Southampton,  in 
place  of  Portsmouth,  should  in  future  be 
the  port  of  embarkation  and  debarkation 
of  troops  going  to  and  returning  from 
India  ;  and  whether  it  is  definitely  settled 
that  the  Government  troopships  hitherto 
used  for  this  service  are  to  be  laid  aside  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  Three  of  the 
four  Indian  troopships  will  not  run  after 
the  close  of  the  present  trooping  season. 
The  Malabar  will  continue  to  run  from 
Portsmouth.  Negotiations  as  to  the 
future  system  of  trooping  for  India  are 
now  proceeding  between  the  Admiralty 
and  India  Office.  Pending  a  decision  on 
that  subject  temporary  arrangements 
will  be  made  for  hired  ships,  which  will 
probably  be  fitted  at  Southampton.  The 
question  whether  that  shall  also  be  the 
port  at  which  the  hired  ships  will  for  the 
time  embark  troops  is  now  under  con- 
sideration. 

LONDON   BAKEHOUSES. 

Mk.  barrow  ( South wark,  Ber- 
moudsey)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
Report  of  Dr.  Waldo  on  the  conditions 
under  which  a  large  proportion  of  the 
bakery  business  is  being  carried  on  in 
London  ;  and  whether  the  Local  Autho- 
rities are  impotent  under  the  present  law 
to  enforce  sanitary  remedies  ;  and,  if  so, 
will  further  legislation  be  introduced  at 
the  earliest  possible  op[)ortunity  to  effect 
the  object  ? 

•The  PRESIDENT  oi"  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre,  Bradford,  Central)  :    The  Re- 
port referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend  is  not 
an  official  Report,  but  a  Paper  read   by 
Dr.  Waldo  at  a  meeting  of  the   Sanitary 
Institute.     It  certainly  discloses  a  verv 
deplorable  state  of  things.    I  may  remind 
my  hon.  Friend  that  tliere  are  provisions 
in  the  existing  Ftictory  and   Workshops 
Acts  under  which   Sanitary  Authorities 
can   take  action  to   put  a  stop  to  abuses 
which  render  bakehouses  unfit   for  use. 
Till  an  attempt  has  been  made  bv  Sani- 


tary Authorities  to  enforce  these  remedies 
and  has  failed  I  do  not  think  it  will  be 
necessary  to  propose  further  legislatiou. 

Dr.  FARQUH ARSON  (Al)erdeeD. 
shire,  W.)  :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man cause  inquiry  to  be  made,  with  a 
view  to  stimulating  the  flagging  actioD 
of  the  Local  Authorities  ? 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  If  I  have 
power  to  stimulate  the  Local  Authorities 
I  will  certainly  do  so. 

Mr.  JOHN  BURNS  (Battersea)  *. 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  peodiT\g 
the  action  of  the  Local  Authorities  ^r:^ 
the  inquiry  of  his  own  medical  offic^r^ 
consider  the  advisability  of  issuing  < 
Circular  to  all  the  Local  Authoriti^ 
directing  that  all  new  bakehouses  m  •-"i- 
be  above  ground  and  not  under  ground  ^  < 
too  many  now  are  ? 

Mr.     SHAW-LEFEVRE:     1     v-*.-- 
certainly  consider  that  suggestion. 

THRIFT  IN  ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLS~- 


Mr.   C.  ROUNDELL  (York,  W- 
Skipton)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice 
dent   of  the  Committee   of   Council      o 
Education    whether,    with     respect        t^ 
public   elementary    schools    in  Englaotfi 
and  Wales,  he  can  state  the  number   oi 
school  savings  banks  and  the  number  of 
schools  in  which  scholars  had  accoQDti?  in 
Post    Office    or     other    savings    banka? 
in  the  year  1893,  as  compared  with  the 
year   preceding  the  Assisted  Education 
Act ;  and  whether  the  totals  of  amount*' 
deposited  indicate  a  progress  of  habits  of 
thrift  among  the  children  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND:  The  number  of 
school  savings  banks,  or  schools  in  whicl^ 
scholars  bad  accounts  in  Post  Office  9^ 
other  savings  banks,  for  the  year  ending 
31st  August,  1893,  was  8,548.  Th^ 
corresponding  number  for  1891  ^^•^ 
2,629,  so  that  in  two  years  since  the  A(r^ 
of  1891  came  into  operation  the  numbft^ 
has  been  more  than  trebled.  The  Be^"^ 
turns  for  1893  show  that  in  6,715  scboc^» 
savings  banks  £304,090  had  been  J^ 
posited  during  the  year  by  746,551 
children,  and  that  the  toUl  amount 
standing  to  tbe  credit  of  the  deposit^^f^ 
at  the  end  of  the  year  was  £199,4S*' 
In  addition  to  this,  sums  estimated  ^ 
about  £86,000  wore  standing  to  '•• 
credit  of  scholars  in  accoimt^  at  ^^ 
Office  or  other  savings  banks. 
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)R  PIER  AND  HARBOUR  WORKS. 

M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  be^ 

the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 

f  anythiDg  further  has  been  doae 

nectioo    with    the    loan    already 

ned    for    the    pier    and    harbour 

ftt  Bangor,  County  Down  ? 

SECRETARY  to  the  TRKA- 

(Su-  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 

eseut  position  is,  that  the  powers 

borrower  to  execute   the  works 

expired  by  lapse  of  time,  he  is 

ig  for  a  Provisional   Order  of  the 

of  Trade,  which  will  require  to 

irmed  this  Session,  extending  the 

»r  carrying  out  the  works. 

MARE   GUARDIANS   ELECTION. 

KILBRIDE  (Kerry,  S.)  :  I  beg 
^e  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
laht  of  Ireland  whether  he  is  aware 

the  election  of  Guardians  for  the 
ire  Electoral  Division,  held  on  the 
[arch,  the  returning  officer  declared 
the  candidates  duly  elected  by  a 
ty  of  five  votes  ;  notwithstanding 
jcision  the  returning  officer  held  a 
tiny  on  the  26th  ultimo,  and  then 
d  seven  votes  to  the  defeated  cau- 
,  which  he  had  rejected  at  the 
us  scrutiny  on  the  ground  that  the 

papers  were  improperly  filled ; 
er  the  returning  officer  refused  to 
.he  voting  papers  in  question  re- 

to  the  Local  Government  Board 
nsiou  as  to  their  validity  ;  and  if 
11    direct   the   Local    Government 

to  hold  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
stances  which  induced  the  return- 
Beer  to  act  in  this  manner,  and, 
ig  their  decision,  direct  that  the 
ian  returned  on  the  re-scrutiny  will 
jveuted  from  exercising  his  func- 
ks  member  of  the  Board  ? 

E  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for 
AND  (Mr.  J.  MoRLEY,  Newcastle- 
Fyne)  :  The  Local  Government 
are  in  communication  with  the 
^essful  candidates  as  to  the  several 
)n8  of  the  returning  officer  to  which 
object,  and  on  receipt  of  full  par- 
rs will  take  such  steps  as  may  be 
^ry  for  ascertaining  whether  the 
3ns  were  correct  or  otherwise.  The 
ling  officer  is  required  by  law  to 
a  Return  of  the  election  according 
)  best  of  his  judgment  and  ability, 
am  informed  he  is  under  no  obliga- 


tion to  submit  the  voting  papers  re- 
ferred to  for  the  opinion  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  the  first  instance. 
Pending  the  decision  of  the  Board,  there 
is  no  power  to  prevent  the  persons  who 
have  been  returned  from  acting  as  Guar- 
dians. 

THE  NOTTINGHAM  EXECUTION. 
Mr.  BALLANTINE  (Coventry)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  Walter 
Smith,  who  was  executed  at  Nottingham 
last  week,  made  any  confession  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  I  cannot  help  re- 
gretting that  my  hon.  Friend  should  have 
thought  it  his  duty  to  put  this  question. 
I  think  that  any  public  inquiry  into  state- 
ments made  by  persons  under  the  sentence 
of  death  is,  as  a  rule,  to  be  deprecated. 
But  as  there  is,  I  know,  a  certain  uneasi- 
ness in  the  minds  of  many  persons  as  to 
this  case,  I  think  it  right  to  say  that  the 
night  but  one  before  his  execution  the 
prisoner  stated  to  the  officers  in  charge 
that  he  had  bought  the  pistol  for  the 
purpose  of  killing  the  girl  whom  he  shot. 

ARMOUR-PIERCING  PROJECTILES. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
what  information  he  can  give  to  the 
House  as  to  the  results  of  trials  of  armour- 
piercing  shot  manufactured  by  a  Sheffield 
firm,  9*2  inches  in  diameter,  and  weighing 
380  lbs.  each,  which  are  stated  to  have 
passed  entirely  through  a  14-inch  com- 
pound plate,  and  then  through  4  feet  of  oak 
backing  into  a  heap  of  sand  in  the  rear, 
without  any  practical  damage  to  the  shot 
itself  ;  whether  the  French  projectiles 
have  given  similarly  good  results  ;  and 
whether  the  Admiralty  will  in  all  cases 
give  the  preference  to  warlike  stores  of 
Home  manufacture  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
This  is  a  question  which  should  be 
addressed  to  the  War  Office, 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  But  a  portion  of  the 
projectiles  I  refer  to,  which  was  obtained 
from  French  sources,  were  required  by 
the  Admiralty  ? 

Sir  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH  : 
No  part  of  the  projectiles  referred  to  in 
the  question  were  bought  by  the  Ad- 
miralty. 
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THE  EVICTIONS  ON  THE  ARRAN 
ISLANDS. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  a  steamer 
was  used  to  convey  the  police  to  the 
scene  of  the  evictions  on  the  Arran 
Islands  ;  and  if  he  could  state  how  the 
bailiffs*  were  conveyed  ? 

Mr.  CH ANNING  (Northampton,  E.)  : 
At  the  same  time,  1  will  ask  the  right 
hon  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  evi- 
dence given  by  witnesses  before  the 
Cow  per  Commission  as  to  the  Islands  of 
Arran,  from  which  it  appears  that  there 
is  no  natural  soil  on  these  Islands,  but 
that  the  crops. are  grown  on  soil  artifi- 
cially created  by  the  labour  of  the 
Islanders  out  of  sand,  seaweed,  and 
decayed  ferns  placed  in  layers  on  the 
bare  rock  and  surrounded  by  walls  to 
prevent  it  from  being  blown  away ;  also 
that  in  dry  seasons,  such  as  that  of  1 89t3, 
there  is  a  complete  failure  of  crops  and 
imminent  risk  of  starvation  ;  and  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  fact  that 
the  soil  of  the  Island  is  wholly 
the  result  of  the  labour  of  the  tenants 
themselves,  and  to  the  failure  of 
the  crops  in  the  past  year,  he  will 
either  refuse  the  aid  of  the  constabulary 
in  the  carrying  out  of  the  evictions  now 
in  progress,  or  will  at  any  rate  make 
representations  to  the  owners  and  their 
agents  with  a  view  of  stopping  the  evic- 
tion of  the  tenants  under  these  circum- 
stances ? 

Mr.J.MORLEY:  The  police  were  con- 
veyed on  this  duty  to  the  Arran  Islands 
in  the  steamer  belonging  to  the  Gal  way 
Steamboat  Coraimny,  which  visits  the 
islands  three  times  a  week.  The  Sheriff, 
bailiffs,  and  the  agent  were  conveyed  by 
the  same  steamer.  I  am  aware  that 
evidence  to  the  effect  mentioned  in  the 
first  part  of  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  was  given 
before  the  Cowper  Commission,  which 
reported  in  February,  1887.  Decrees  of 
ejectment  having  been  obtained  by  the 
landlord  and  placed'  in  the  hands  of  the 
Sheriff  of  the  County  of  Galway  for 
execution,  the  Government  had  no  dis- 
cretion in  the  matter,  but  were  bound  to 
afford  aiie(]uate  protection  and  the  assist- 
ance of  the  constabulary  in  the  execution 
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of  the  decrees.     It  was  decided  last  year 
by  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in  Ire- 
land, from  which  decision  it  was  held  by 
the  Court  of  Appeal  that  no  appeal  lay, 
that  the  Government  were  under  absolute 
obligation  to  afford  protection  and  assist- 
ance   to    the    Sheriff,  not   only  in  tlie 
execution   of    decrees   of   ejectment  bj 
daytime    but   also  in  the  case  of  night 
seizures    under    writs    of    the   superior 
Courts,   and  that  the   executive  officer 
refusing  such  assistance  is  liable  to  attach- 
ment and  indictment.     Informal  commn- 
nicatious  did  pass  between  the  DivisiootJ 
Commissioner  and  the  agent  as  to  the^e 
evictions,  but  the  determination  of  the 
landlord  to  proceed  was  not  shaken. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  any  infor- 
mation as  to  the  amount  for  which  the 
processes  of  ejectment  were  issued  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  ^ot  it 
with  me  at  this  moment. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  May  I  wk  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  in  the 
informal  communication  addressed  to 
the  owners  or  agents  their  attention  wi« 
drawn  to  the  character  of  these  holdings, 
which  is  quite  unique ;  and  whether  thej 
were  informed  of  the  gross  hardship  iw^ 
the  barbarity  of  these  evictions  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  I  do  not  suppose 
the  communication  was  of  that  nature. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  whether,  as  the 
evictions  were  going  on  from  day  to  diy» 
any  shelter  had  been  provided  for  the 
people,  a  great  many  families  having 
been  rendered  homeless  ;  and  whether 
the  Inspector  had  returned  to  the  islands 
from  Galway.  If  so,  would  his  Report 
be  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  yet 
had  time  to  receive  a  Report.  The  In- 
spector reached  the  north  island  last  night 
at  9  o'clock,  and  he  telegraphs  'that  the 
relieving  officer  is  providing  temporait 
relief  to  the  evicted  families  which  are 
considered  destitute.  Instructions  hate 
been  given  to  provide  temporary  shelter, 
and  on  no  account  to  allow  the  people  to 
be  exposed  out  of  doors  at  night.  ^<> 
evictions  have  yet  taken  place  on  the 
south  island,  and  this  morning  the«e» 
was  too  rough  to  permit  of  communica- 
tion with  the  island. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  Bearing  i» 
mind  the  condition  of  these  people,  will 
the  Chief  Secretary  see  that  reliaf » 
brought  to  these  people  ? 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  jnst 
stated  that.  Three  weeks  ago  I  sent 
an  Inspector  down  to  see  that  no 
persons  suffered  liardship.  The  In- 
spector will  have  power  to  see  that  the 
relieving  officer  does  all  that  is  required. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  meant  to 
ask  whether  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
intends  to  take  any  steps  to  improve  the 
•condition  of  these  people,  or  whether  this 
is  to  go  on  for  ever  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  do  not  think 
the  reception  which  Government  pro- 
posals meet  with  encourages  them  to 
make  fresh  efforts. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  there  be  some 
relaxation  of  the  ordinary  outdoor  relief  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  can  only  repeat 
that  the  Inspector  has  been  instructed  to 
see  that  no  hardships  take  place. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Louth,  N.)  : 
^ay  I  ask  whether  Lord  Carnarvon,  who 
i^isited  these  Islands  in  1885,  left  any 
record  of  any  remonstrance  addressed  to 
these  landladies  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  not  come 
itcross  any  such  document. 


INLAND  BRANCH,  GENERAL  POST 

OFFICE. 
Mr.  diamond  (Monaghau,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  whe- 
ther, considering  that  one  of  the  duties 
of    the   Inland    Branch,    General   Post 
Office,  was  a  few  years  ago  12  noon  to 
8  p.m.,  which  duty  is,  on  the    recom- 
mendation of  the  medical  officer,  allotted 
to   invalids  and  the   older    men   in  the 
Service,  he  will  explain  why  this  time 
iias  been  altered  to  11.45  a.m.  to  8  p.m., 
)r  8.15  p.m.,  per  day  for  six   days  per 
reek  ;  whether  those  men  are  also  under 
m    obligation   to    remain    after   8    p.m. 
vithout  pay  when  the  exigencies  of  the 
luty  require  it,  and   by  whose  authority 
he    time    has    been    lengthened  ;     and 
irhether  he  will  order  that  the  men  be 
aid  for  all  time  exceeding  48  hours  per 
reek  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  :  I  find  that  the 
t tendance  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  was  altered  many  years  ago  to  1 1 ,45 
.m.  to  8  p.m.,  instead  of  12  noon  to  8 
.m.,  at  the  request  and  for  the  con- 
enience  of  the  staff  on  duty,  in  order 
lat  ibty  might  be  allowed  an  extended 
iterval  for  dinner  after  12  noon  (instead 
f  having  to  take  it  before  noon),  and 
Iso  a  longer  interval  for  tea.     It  is  not 


the  fact  that  this  duty  is  allotted  to  in- 
valids and  older  men,  though  a  few  of 
these  may  be  employed  on  it.  It  seldom 
occurs  that  the  staff  are  kept  on  duty 
more  than  a  few  minutes  after  8  p.m. 
The  attendance  is  on  no  occasion  suffi- 
ciently prolonged  to  entitle  them  to 
overtime  payment. 

russo-german  commercial  treaty. 

Mr.  HOLLAND  (Salford,  N.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  British  traders 
may,  under  the  Most  Favoured  Nation 
treatment,  rely  on  receiving  whatever 
advantages  are  conferred  by  the  new 
Russo-German  Commercial  Treaty  ;  and 
whether  certificates  of  origin  are  still  re- 
quired in  Russia  for  British  goods  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  British  traders  are  entitled  under 
the  existing  Treaty  between  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Russia  to  the  benefits  of  the 
Russo-German  Commercial  Treaty.  Cer- 
tificates of  origin  are  not  now  required 
by  Russia  except  for  a  very  few  articles. 
These  are  spirits  and  liqueurs,  wines  in 
bottle,  preserved  fish,  lead  and  zinc. 
The  new  Regulations  as  to  this  will  be 
published  in  full. 


THE  ARMY  MEDICAL  STAFF. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

War  whether  he  will  be  able  to  consider 
favourably  the  Petition  of  Surgeon  Major 

Hamilton  George  Gardner  for  reinstate- 
ment in  the  Service,  in  view  of  the  facts 
that  that  officer  served  for  16  years  in 
the  Array  Medical  Staff  ;  that  he  retired 
voluntarily  in  December,  1890,  his  name 
being  still  retained/' in  the  retired  list 
as  liable  to  be  recalled  for  service  ; " 
that  he  receives  no  pay  or  retaining  fee 
for  such  retention  ;  that  there  is  nothing 
recorded  against  him  as  an  officer  ;  and 
that  there  is  said  to  be  a  paucity  of 
military  medical  officers,  especially  for 
service  in  India  : 

•The  secretary  of  STATE 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
MAN,  Stirling,  &c.)  :  A  medical  officer 
who  has  retired  voluntarily  from  the 
Army  is  not  eligible  for  re-iustatement 
in  the  Service  although  he  is  liable  to  be 
recalled  for  duty  in  a  case  of  emergency 
up  to  the  age  of  55  years.     There  is  at 
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present  no  such  emergency,  and  there  is 
no  paucity  of  medical  ofRcers  for  service 
in  India  or  elscivhere. 

THE  VOLUNTEER  DECORATION. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
form  of  the  decoration  has  been  decided 
on  to  be  given  to  non-commissioned 
officers  of  the  Volunteer  Service  ;  and, 
if  that  is  the  case,  whether  any  time  for 
their  distribution  has  been  fixed  ? 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  : 
I  hope  that  there  will  not  be  much  longer 
delay  in  this  matter. 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON  MUSEUM. 
Mr.  WEBSTER  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  whether 
it  is  proposed  to  take  any  steps  to 
erect  an  architectural  and  suitable 
facade  to  the  South  Kensington 
Museum,  in  room  of  the  present  con- 
structions ? 

•The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  Mr.  Aston  Webb's  Dlans,  which 
were  approved  by  the  late  Government, 
will  be  placed  in  the  Tea  Room  on 
Monday,  and  the  hon.  Member  will 
then  have  an  opportunity  of  forming  an 
opinion  upon  them. 

REGISTRY  OP  DEEDS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.H.  PLUNKETT(DubliuCo.,  S): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  is  aware  that  much  dis- 
satisfaction prevails  in  the  Registry  of 
Deeds  (Ireland),  both  in  the  Senior  Staff 
and  in  the  Second  Division,  with  regard 
to  the  scale  of  pay  and  the  stagnation  of 
promotion  ;  and  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  ap]>oiDt  some  of  these  officials 
to  posts  in  the  Registry  of  Titles,  as 
contemplated  and  specially  provided  for 
by  the  Local  Registration  of  Title  Act  ? 

SiK  J.  T.  HlBBERT  :  I  have  had 
inquiry  made  into  the  grievances  alleged 
in  my  hon.  Friend's  question,  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  neither  the  first  and  second 
classes  of  the  staff  nor  the  Second  Divi- 
sion clerks  in  the  RegisU*y  of  Deeds 
Office  in  Dublin  have  fair  ground  of 
complaint.  The  organisation  of  the 
Registry  is  that  of  a  Second  Division 
office,  and  a  certain  number  of  staff  posts 
will  be  added  as  the  first  and  second  class 
clerks  of  the  old  establishment  disappear. 
As  there  are  still  20  of  these  surviving, 
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there  will  not  for  some  time  be  any  ex- 
cuse for  the  creation  of  staff  posts,  and 
I   am  assured  that  no  Second  Divisioa 
clerk  is  employed  on  work  which  would 
justify  the  creation  of  such  a  post.    With 
regard  to  the  recent  increase  of  staff  in 
the  Registry  of  Titles,    I   find    that  it 
consists  in  part  of  posts  requiring  pro- 
fessional qualifications,  and  for  the  rest 
is  composed  of  persons  temporarily  em- 
ployed.    I   can    see    no    possibility  at 
present  of  transferring  to  it  any  members 
of  the  Staff  of  the  Registry  of  Deeds. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  SUPERAXNUATIOX. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  Generml 
whether  *'  the  rights  existing  at  the 
passing  of  this  Act,"  referred  to  io 
Section  10  of  the  Superannuation  Act  of 
1887,  include  the  customary  prospects  of 
promotion  of  Civil  Servants  ? 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
C.  Russell,  Hackney,  S.)  :  "Customarj 
prospects  of  promotion  "  cannot,  I  think, 
properly  be  called  rights  ;  but,  whatever 
they  are,  the  Act  of  1887  does  not  in  any 
way  affect  them.     It  is  conversant  with 
an  entirely  different  subject. 

UGANDA. 
Sir   G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Und^ 
Secretary   of   State  for  Foreign  Afeir* 
whether  Her  Majestv*s  Governmeut  ha^^ 
now  come  to  a  decision  in   regard  to  tiJ^ 
affairs  of  Uganda  ;  whether  he  can  stat^ 
what  tbat  decision  is  ;    whether  fnrtbe^ 
Papers  can  be  presented  on  the  subject   *- 
and  whether  he  can  intimate  auy  likeljj 
date  when   time  can   be  allotted  for  th  " 
consideration    of    the    question    in   thi  — 

House  ? 

Sir  J.  KENNAWAY  (Devoir 
Honiton)  :  At  the  same  time,  1  will  as 
the  hou.  Gentleman  if  the  Papers  relatin 
to  Uganda  are  ready  for  distribution 
and  if  he  will  endeavour  to  procure  thr 
issue  without  further  delay  ? 

Sir  E.  GREY  :  The  annouDcemen 
of  the  decision  of  the  Government  wit 
reference  to  Uganda  will  be  made 
Monday,  and  the  late  Sir  G.  Portal' 
Report  will  be  distributeil  on  Tuesda 
morning. 

SUNDAY  PREACHING  IN  CORK. 
Mr.    barton    (Armagh,   Mid):   X 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Irelatt*^ 
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Jther  he  proposes  to  take  any  steps 
tit  an  end  to  the  scones  of  violence  and 
Klshed  caused  by  attacks  of  organised 
)s  in  Cork  streets  on  Sundays  ? 
Ir.  J.  MORLE  Y :  During  these  paiu- 
and  deplorable  scenes  the  police  have 
jd  on  careful  instructions  given  to 
Da,  and  I  l)elieve  they  have  so  acted  as 
vin  the  approval  of  both  Protestants 

Catholics  in  the  City  of  Cork.  No 
bt  there  have  been  complaints,  and  1 
e  carefully  inquired  into  the  circum- 
ices  and  read  the  Reports  from  the 
istabulary,  as  well  as  the  communica- 
fi  which  have  reached  me  from  other 
lies  concerned ;  but  I  confess  I  cannot 
how  I  could  give  more  careful  instruc- 
s,  or  how  those  instructions  could  be 
e  efficiently  carried  out  than  they  have 
1 .  Everybody  regrets  that  these  scenes 
x\d  have  taken  place,  but  there  has 
1  enormous  exaggeration.  The  hon. 
nher  may  rest  assured  that  everything 

can  be  done  shall  be  done  to  bring 
state  of  affairs  to  an  end. 
APTAix  DONELAN  :    Is  the  right 

-  Gentleman  aware  that  the  great 
ority  of  the  Protestants  of  Cork  have 
ressed  their  disgust  at  these  preaching 
'ormances  at  least  as  strongly  as  the 
holies  ? 

Ir.  D.  barton  :  I  am  suggesting 
ling  against  the  conduct  of  the  police. 
tn  merely  asking  what  steps  have 
ti  taken  with  reference  to  next 
day  ? 

Ir.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Is  it  true 
,  notwithstanding  the  instructions 
iu  to  the  police,  several  of  the  citizens 
Oork  have  been  brutally  assaulted 
1  the  police  present,  and  no  arrests 
e  ? 

Ir.  J.  MORLE Y  :  There  have,  no 
t>t,  been  assaults  committed  in  the 
*se  of  these  transactions.  The  police 
the  duty  to  perform  of  preventing 
•  which  was  illegal.  What  was 
jUl  was   obstruction,  and   they  have 

-  all  they  can  to  put  that  down.  It 
ot  a  mere  matter  of  making  arrests, 
f*h  under  the  circumstances  is  not  an 

task.  They  might  not  always 
-"^t  the  right  persons.  I  l>elieve  the 
^o  acted   with   absolute  impartiality 

great  judgment. 

tu.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  In  the  case 
J^e  obstruction  of  a  thoroughfare,  is  it 

the  duty  of  the  police  to  summon  for 
^traction  ? 


Mr.  M.  AUSTIN  (Limerick,  W.) 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  aware  that  the  disturbances  were 
got  up  for  electioneering  purposes  ? 

Mr.  W.  O'BRIEN  (Cork)  asked  whe- 
ther under  the  late  Government  similar 
difficulty  arose  at  Arklow,  and  whethera 
clergyman  who  caused  the  obstruction 
was  summoned  and  punished  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  that 
persons  were  sent  to  prison  in  Arklow, 
but  the  effect  was  not  to  stop  the  street 
preaching,  so  I  am  not  encouraged  to  take 
a  similar  course. 

Mr.  CREAN  (Queen's  Co.,08sory)  : 
Have  not  the  Catholic  and  Protestant 
Magistrates  of  Cork  issued  a  proclamation 
calling  on  the  preachers  to  cease  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  is  so.  It 
is  perfectly  true  that  the  great  majority 
of  both  the  Protestants  and  Catholics  of 
Cork  desire  an  end  put  to  these  proceed- 
ings. 

THE  SYSTEM  OF  '*  PAIRING." 
Mr.  sexton  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish 
to  submit  a  question  to  you  with  refer- 
ence to  the  records  of  the  House  as  to 
the  Division  on  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  East  Londo.i  Wat^r  Bill  yesterday, 
the  Second  Reading  being  carried  by  a 
majority  of  one.  I  find  that  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Nuneaton 
Division  of  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdi- 
gate)  is  given  as  voting  in  the  Division  ; 
and,  with  reference  to  the  vote  of  that 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  call  attention  to 
the  following  statement  which  has  been 
handed  to  me  by  one  of  the  Whips  of 
the  Irish  Partv  : — 

•*Mr.  Blake  (South  Ixjngford)  and  Mr. 
Newdigate  (Nuneaton  Division,  Warwickshire), 
although  paired  with  absent  Members,  were 
both  in  the  House  yesterday,  and  as  Mr.  Blake 
desired  to  take  part  in  the  Divisions  I  asked 
lionl  Walter  Lennox  (Chichester  Division, 
Sussex)  early  in  the  afternoon  if  he  would 
agree  that  each  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  should 
be  free  to  vote.  He  did  not  accept  the 
proposal  at  the  time  ;  but  after  the  bell  ha<i 
rung  for  the  Division  on  the  East  London 
Water  Bill,  I  met  him  at  the  floor  of  the  House 
and  renewetl  the  offer,  to  which  he  then  con- 
sented. I  asked  him  if  the  arrangement  would 
apply  to  the  Division  about  to  take  place,  and 
he  replied  that  there  was  not  then  time  to 
inform  Mr.  Newdigate.  I  therefore  sent  word 
to  that  effect  to  Mr.  Blake,  who  was  in  the 
Lobby  prcparc<l  to  vote,  and  he  abstained  from 
taking  part  in  the  Division.  Mr.  Newdigate's 
name  app^^ars  in  the  List  this  morning  as  having 
vote<i  on  the  opposite  side." 
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It   would    therefore     appear    that   Mr. 
Newdigate    must    have    been    releai-ed 
from  his  obligation  by  his  Party,  other- 
wise he  could  not  have  voted,  whilst  the 
Whip  maintained  the  obligation  in  the 
ease  of  Mr.  Blake.     I  wish  to  ask  you, 
Mr.  Speaker,  whether  the  vote  must  be 
regarded   as  valid,  and,  if  so,  whether 
some  explanation  is  not  due  to  the  House 
of  the   circumstances  under  which  Mr. 
Newdigate  recorded  his  vote  ? 
•Mr.  speaker  :  There  is  no  official 
or    Parliamentary    recognition    of     the 
system  of  pairing.     If  the  name  of   the 
hon.  Member   who    voted  wrongly  had 
been  struck  off  the  List,  it  would  in  that 
event  have  been  left  to  me,  in  my  capa- 
city as  Speaker  of  the  House,  to  give  the 
casting  vote  in  the  Division.     I  do  not 
wish  to  say   what  I   should  have   done 
under  the  circumstances.     The  system  of 
pairing  is  not  recognised  officially,  and  1 
can  take  no  notice  of  the  incident.     It  is 
a  custom  that  has  grown  up   owing  to 
the  convenience  it   affords  to   Members, 
and,  of  course,  it  is  fully  recognised  by 
all  that  it  must  be  conducted    upon  the 
most  strictly  honourable  principles,  which 
fact  I  am  convinced  has  hitherto  never 
been  lost  sight  of  by  hon.  Members.     I 
have  no  doubt  at  all  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Warwickshire  will  be  able  to  give 
a  completely  satisfactory  explanation  of 
the  reason    which    induced  him  to  vote, 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  was   paired 
at  the   time  of   tiio    Division,   and   was 
thereby    precluded    from    recording    his 
vote. 

Lord  W.LENNOX  (Sussex, Chiches- 
ter)  :  By  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
I  should  like  to  say  one  word  in  expla- 
nation of  the  question  which  has  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  think 
I  shall  be  able  to  explain  it  at  once,  and 
it  will  be  the  shortest  way  if  I  say  that 
both  the  lion.  Member  for  Longford  and 
also  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East 
Warwickshire  wero  paired  for  yesterday. 
They  were  paired  with  different  people, 
and  not  with  each  other.  An  arrange- 
ment was  arrived  at  between  the  Whips 
on  both  sides  that  when  both  those  hon. 
Members  arrived  in  the  House  they  might 
take  part  in  any  Division  that  took  place, 
and  so  counteract  each  other's  votes. 
When  the  first  Division  took  place  I  was 
not  aware  that  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Warwickshire  had  arrived  in  the 
House,  and  I   therefore  asked   that  the 
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hon.  Member   for  Longford  should   Ho-i 
take   part  in   that   Division.     It  seeori^ 
however,  that  I  was  wrong  in  thinklti^ 
that   my   hon.  Friend  had    not    arrive^ 
here.     He  had  arrived  at  the  House ;   he 
thought  he  was  able  to  vote,  and  he  ac- 
cordingly took  part   in   the  Division.      I 
can  only  say,  Sir,  that  this  was  entireljr 
due  to  a  misapprehension,  partly  on  the 
part  of  myself  and  partly  on  the  part  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  I  am  sure  the  Hoa»« 
will  be  quite  satisfied  that  it  was  tbroagli 
no   want   of   courtesy  to  the  House  ot 
courtesy  to  other  hon.  Members  whicli 
made  my  hon.  Friend  take  part  in  thc&t 
Division.    I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  "t;^ 
say,  Sir,  that  it  is  not  altogether  unpr*©- 
cedented    for  mistakes  of   that  kind   tro 
occur ;  and  I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowe«<I 
to  remind   the  House  that  on  Tuesday 
last   the    hon.   Member    for   West  Fife 
(Mr.  Birrell)  took  part  in  a  Division  as  a 
Teller,  although  he,  on  that  occasion,  was 
paired  with  another  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  NEWDIGATE  (Warwickshir*^ 
Nuneaton)  :  I  hope,  with  the  indulgence 
of  the  House,  I  may  be  allowed  to  »y 
one  word  on  this  question.  On  Wed- 
nesday I  was  assured  that  my  "pair"  fof 
Thursday  was  off.  Needless  to  say,  hid 
it  not  been  for  this  intimation  I  shonW 
not  have  thought  of  voting ;  and  I  «■ 
only  assure  the  House  that  I  am  mort 
sorry  I  inadvertently  voted  in  the 
Division. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  Would  the  Chief  Secrettfj, 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House,  s»y 
when  the  Government  propose  that  the 
Debate  on  the  proposal  for  a  Scotch 
Grand  Committee  should  l>e  resumed? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  Perhaps,  at  the  same  time,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  make  any  generw 
statement  it  may  be  in  his  power  » 
make  as  to  the  futnre  course  of  Vm^ 
Business. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  In  the  absence  of 
the  Leader  of  the  House,  I  think  I  n»f 
announce  that  he  proposes  to  move  « 
Monday  that  Government  Business  shiB 
have  priority  on  Tuesdays,  and  that^ 
shall  propose  to  take  Morning  Sittit^ 
on  Fridays.  Of  course,  the  2savy  EsO" 
mates  will  be  taken  on  Mondar  « 
promised,  and  the  future  course  of  the 
Scotch   Debate  will    be  settled  in  co"* 
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>n  with  the  duration  of  the  Debate  [      Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  may  assure  the 
3  Navy.  hon.  Gentleman  there  is  no  intention  of 

I.     J.    CHAMBERLAIN:     How    the  kind, 
do  the  Government  intend  to  take 
ine  of  private  Members  ? 

I.  J.  MORLEY  :  For  the  present, 
events,  up  to  Whitsuntide. 

i.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  he 
lot  had  time  to  see  the  general  bear- 
)f  the  Motion  of  which  the  Govern- 
gave  such  short  notice,  but  if  it 
d  turn  out,  after  an  examination  of 
)recedents,  tliat  he  and  his  friends 
;ht  the  Government  were  very  early 
ering  with  the  time  of  private 
bers  there  must  be  a  long  Debate, 
d  that  interfere  with  the  Debate  on 
lavy  Estimates,  on  which  they  had 
promised  a  full  discussion  ?  And  if 
ime  on  Monday  became  limited 
gh  the  cause  he  had  mentioned, 
I  further  time  be  given  ? 

t.  J.  MORLEY  hoped  that  no  pro- 
d  discussion  would  be  necessary  on 
[otion  he  had  announced  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  in  which  the 
e  found  itself.  There  was  no  dis- 
on  to  grudge  the  proper  time  for 
aval  discussion. 

I.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
red  whether  the  Government  would 
all  Tuesdays  irrespective  of  the 
on  which  some  Members  had 
d  through  the  ballot  ?  In  some  of 
lotions  which  had  obtained  the  first 
on    many    Members    took    a    deep 

iSt. 

i.  J.  MORLEY  replied  that  it 
1  be  more  convenient  to  deal  with 
{ucstion  when  the  Motion  was  dis- 
J.  He  would,  however,  point  out 
;he  only  form  in  which  the  Govern- 
could  take  the  time  of  the  House 
hat  which  he  mentioned. 

iC.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
Ban)  understood  that  if  there  were 
9articular  topics  standing  first  for 
lays  in  which  general  interest  was 
,  the  Government  would  state  their 
3  in  connection  with  them  on 
ay. 

..  J.  MORLEY  said,  those  were 
ions  for  Monday. 

.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  :  Are 
overnraent  going  to  give  up  certain 
lays  to  their  own  friends  and  exclude 
Members  ?  I 


NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

Mb,  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  in  consequence  of  the  reply  I 
have  received  to  Question  No.  18,  I 
shall  draw  further  attention  to  the  matter 
by  moving  a  reduction  on  the  IriAi 
Estimates. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT      PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL.-(No.  2.) 

Read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  (HOUSING  OF  WORKING 

CLASSES)   BILL.— (No.  3.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT     PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  BILL.— (No.  1.) 

As  amended,  considered  ;  to  be  read 
the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

LOCAL      GOVERNMENT      PROVISION^ 

ORDERS  (No.  3)  BILL.— (No.  122.) 

Read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

COCKENZIE    FISUEKV    PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL. 
Ou  Motion  of  Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Bill  to  confirm 
an  Order  made  by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland, 
under"  The  Sea  Fisheries  Act.  1868,"  relating  to 
a  several  mussel  fishery  at  Cockenzie,  county  of 
Haddington,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
G.  Trevelyan  and  the  Lonl  Advocate. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 

NORTH  BERWICK  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
BILL.— (No.  89.) 

Reported,  without  Amendment  [Pro- 
visional Order  confirmed]  ;  Bill  to  be 
read  the  third  time  upon  Monday  next. 

SELECTION    (STANDING    COMMITTEES) 
(CHAIRMEN'S  PANEL). 

Sir  John  Mowbray  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Selection  ;  That  they  had 
selected  the  following  Six  Members  to  be 
the  Chairmen^s  Panel  and  to  serve  as 
Chairmen  of  the  two  Standing  Com- 
mittees to  be  appointed  under  Standing 
Order  49  : — Sir  Henry  James,  Mr.  Henry 
Matthews,  Sir  G.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor,  Sir  Mattew  White 
Ridley,  and  Mr.  Stansfeld. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY.-COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Questiou  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

ROYALTY  RENTS  AND  WAYLEAVES. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  woods  (Lancashire,  luce)  rose 

to  move — 

'*  That  this  House  Ih  of  opinion  that  the  pre- 
sent system  of  Royalty  Rents  and  Wayleaves  is 
injurious  to  the  great  industries ;  that  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Mining  Royalties  goes  to  show  the  injurious 
nature  of  the  present  system  ;  and  this  House  is 
of  opinion  that  the  time  has  arrived  when  such 
Rents  and  Wayleaves  should  be  acquired  by  the 
State." 

He  said,  this  was  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant questioDS  that  could  be  discussed  iu 
the  House  of  Commons,  because  to  a 
considerable  extent  the  question  of 
mineral  royalties  and  wayleaves  de- 
pended upon  the  prosperity  of  our 
commerce  and  industries.  They  often 
had  discussed  iu  that  House  economic 
questions  which  raised  the  subject  of 
foreign  competition,  but  he  asserted  that 
there  was  no  questiou  which  more  con- 
cerned and  affected  the  question  of  foreign 
competition  than  the  question  of  mineral 
royalties.  Practically  speaking,  so  far  as 
the  working  classes  of  this  countrv  were 
concerned,  there  were  no  two  opinions 
on  this  question.  There  might  be 
exceptions,  but  they  were  so  small  that 
the  number  was  not  worth  noticing. 
This  question  was  discussed  at  a  recent 
Conference  of  the  Miners'  Federation  of 
Great  Britain  at  Leicester,  where  the 
subject  was  discussed  not  only  as  to  the 
uationulisution  of  minerals,  but  also  as 
to  nationalisation  of  mines,  and  a  resolu- 
tion was  carried  almost  unanimously  in 
favour  of  the  nationalisation  of  mines  as 
well  as  minerals  and  wayleaves.  For 
years  past  this  questiou  liad  been  fully 
discussed  by  different  sections  of  the 
working  classes  of  the  country.  So  far 
back  as  1886,  when  the  Trade  Unions 
Congress  met  at  Hull,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid-Durham  nrioved  an 
important  resolution  dealing  %vith  this 
question.  The  resolution  was  in  the 
following  tenns  : —  v 


"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  CongresB,  the 
royalty  rents  and  other  charges  demanded  by 
the  landlords  of  this  country  are  iniquitous 
and  iujurioua.    Iniquitous,  because  they  form 
a  monopoly  of  our  mineral  resources,  where 
they    should    be    used   for    the   good  of  all. 
Injurious,  because  they  place  a  tax  upon  our 
staple  industries,  interfering  with,  and  hinder- 
ing our  commercial  prosperity,  restricting  the 
profits  of    the    capitalists,    and    limiting  the 
alreaily  too  small  wages  of  the  workmau  ;  amk 
this  Congress  instructs  the  Parliamentary  Com«> 
mittee  to  take  immediate  steps  for  instituting 
an  inquiry  into  the  character  and  amount  o^ 
these  royalties  and  charges  with  the  object  of 
making  them  national  and  not  individual  pro- 
perty." 

That  resolution  was  carried  UQanimoiuij 
by  the  Trade   Unions  Congress,  repre- 
senting directly   1,500,000  workers,  and 
indirectly   a   much    larger    number.   lo 
1888    a   similar  resolution    was  passed 
unanimously   at    Bradford.      No  doobt 
the  recommendation  of  the  Roval  Com- 
mission   would   be    quoted    against  bis 
Resolution.     With  the    view   of  antici- 
pating that  argument,  he  would  quote  the 
words  of  an  hon.  Member  of  that  House 
whose  opinion  would  carry  great  weight. 
He   referred   to   the  hon.   Member  for 
Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt),  a  gentleman  whose 
experience  on  questions  of  this  kind  do 
one  would  be  inclined  to  dispute  for » 
single  moment.  Speaking  at  the  NatioDsl 
Miners^  Conference  in  Manchester,  on  the 
22nd  of  November,  1886,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Morpeth  said — 

**  Why  did  the  difference  between  6ie»t 
Britain  and  other  countries  as  to  royalty  renti 
exist?  There  were  many  reasons,  but  he 
beheved  the  chief  one  was  becanse  in  other 
countries  on  the  Continent  whatever  other 
errors  they  might  have  committed  they  b*l 
taken  care  to  retain  their  minerals  as  the  pro- 
perty of  the  State.  They  had  not  allowed  tbea 
to  become  the  property  of  i)rivate  individu*!*- 
That  gave  these  countries  a  double  benefit. 
They  ]>aid  less  ;  and  what  they  did  pay,  inste*^ 
of  going  into  the  pocket  of  private  individoib' 
it  went  to  the  benefit  of  the  State,  ami  was  nif^ 
for  the  advantage  of  the  community  as  a  whole. 
That  was  the  just  and  true  princi]>letolaydo*B  j 
in  rcganl  to  minerals." 

He  observed  that  the  hon.  Member 
formed  a  very  important  and  conspicuouJ 
Meml)er  of  the  Commission  that  iuqnireJ 
into  this  subject,  and  he  anticipated  th«t 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  going  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  KtWutioD? 
would  quote  the  recommendation  of  ih* 
Commission  as  against  the  Hesolutioii* 
But  whatever  might  bo  the  opinion  » 
that  Commission,  iu  1888  it  was  clear  the 
hon.  Member  for  Morpeth  held  the  opiiui''   \ 
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k\e  State.  In  the  Miners'  Conference 
\  ^^  Birmingham,  in  March  1889, 
le  v^t'y  year  tliat  the  Royal  Commission 
\s  appointed  to  inquire  into  this  sub- 
ct),  ^ud  at  which  there  were  present  re- 
reseuting  the  County  of  Northumberland 
he  hoij.  Member  for  Morpeth  and  bis 
ion.  Friend  who  represented  the  Wans- 
beck  Division  of  Northumberland,  Mr. 
Cowey,  Yorkshire,  moved,  and  Mr.  Weir 
seconded,  the  following  resolution  : — 

"In  the  name  of  the  miners  of  the  United 
Kingdom  this  Conference  tenders  its  best  thanks 
to  Mr.  T.  Burt,  M.P.,  for  having  succeeded  in 
"J'lucing  the  Government  to  grant  a  Royal 
Commission  to  inqnire  into  the  mineral  royalty 
qnestioi),  and  expresses  a  hope  that  the  Com- 
ffliasion  will  be  sufficiently  wide  in  its  scope  to 
thoroughly  deal  with  the  questions,  and  will  bo 
^Jnposeti  of  men  in  whom  the  miners  and  their 
waders  have  confidence,  and  that  the  outcome  of 
t»  labours  may  be  the  full  and  complete 
■estoration  of  the  minerals  to  the  State." 

Se  had  quoted  these  statements  and 
resolutions  to  show  that,  whatever  might 
'ave  been  the  opinion  of  the  labour 
ectiou  of  the  Commission  in  the  year 
^94,  at  least  some  of  the  most  prominent 
^embers  held  different  opinions  in  1889. 
Jis  Resolution  might  be  easily  divided 
ito  three  points  :  first,  that  the  present 
^stem  of  paying  royalty  rents,  &c., 
""as  injurious  to  the  nation  ;  second, 
lat  the  evidence  given  before  the  Royal 
oinmission  went  to  prove  this  proposi- 
on  ;  and  third,  as  a  consequence  of  this, 
e  asked  the  House  to  affirm  the  opinion 
^at  the  time  had  arrived  when  the 
tate  should  acquire  the  minerals  of 
^e  nation.  Dealing  with  the  first  of 
^ese  points,  he  contended  that  the 
resent  system,  under  private  ownership, 
ave  an  unfair  advantage  to  foreign 
c^nnpetitors  both  in  coal  and  iron  in  the 
markets  of  the  world.  According  to  the 
*08t  reliable  statements  from  the  most 
^perienced  individuals,  the  average 
mineral  royalties  paid  on  coal  in  this 
ouutry  was  8d.  per  ton,  while  the  royalty 
aid  in  France,  Belgium,  and  Germany 
▼eraged  lj<i.  per  ton,  which  went  to 
"6  State  in  lieu  of  taxation.  The 
^▼erage  royalty  paid  on  iron  ore  in  this 
'Ountry  was  3s.  a  ton,  while  on  the 
continent  it  was  very  little  more  than 
*^t  now  paid  on  coal.  Last  year 
70,000,000  tons  of  coal  were  produced 
^  this  country,  and  an  average  royalty 
*'  8d.  per  ton  amounted  to  £o,o06,000 
Ming.     On  the  Continent,  a  trifle  over 


same  production.     It  was  evident,  there* 
fore,  that  the  foreign  employer  occupied 
a  position  of  unfajr  advantage  as  com- 
pared with  the  English   capitalist.     He 
wanted  to  point  out  to  the   House  that 
these    royalties    were   not   always   paid 
directly.     They  were  paid  very  often  in- 
directly in  the  shape  of  dead  rents  and 
other  forms,  and  when  these    taxes  of 
various  kinds  were  levied  upon  employers 
they  became  a  most  serious  impost  upon 
industries,  and  tended  verv  much  to  re- 
tard  and  cause  depression  of  trade.     He 
would  give  one  illustration  to  show  the 
nature  of    mineral    royalties,    and    how 
oppressive  they  were  upon  the  various 
industries.      He   would  quote  from   the 
evidence  given  by  Mr.  Hewlett,  the  agent 
and  principal    Director    of    the    Wigan 
Coal  and  Iron  Company,  and  one  of  the 
most  prominent  colliery  owners  in  Great 
Britain.       Mr.    Hewlett   was   examined 
before  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  17th 
of  June,  1890,  and  he  then  stated  that 
the  Wigan  Coal  and  Iron  Company  had 
overpaid  in  minimum  rents  up  to  Decem- 
ber 30th,  1890,  £313,642.     That  was  a 
payment  for  dead   rents,  and  to  a  very 
great  extent  for  coal  that  hail   not  been 
obtained,    and    probably    woultl    not   be ' 
obtained,  during   the  continuance  of   the 
Company.     He  (Mr.  Woods)  contended 
that  it  was  a  complete  fraud  upon   the 
Company  to  ask  for  a  tax  upon   a  com- 
modity that  had  not  been  got  and  could 
not  possibly  be  got  during  the  working 
of   the   colliery  by  the  Company.     Mr. 
Hewlett  further  stated  that  the  amount 
paid  for  coal  under   the   minimum   rent 
clauses  of  the  leases  and  for  coal   which 
they  had  not  been  able  to  work  was  over 
£60,454.     In  some  leases  the  lessor  had 
the  power  to  terminate  the  leases,  and 
Mr.  Hewlett   stated  that  in  one  case  a 
lease  of  70  years  was  terminated  at  the 
end  of  the  first  half.     On  that  lease  they 
had  overpaid  for  coal  which  they  had  not 
obtained  £9,849.     They   hail   also  built 
cottages  and  workshops  on  the  tenure  of 
the  whole  lease  at  a  cost  of  £5,800,  all  of 
which  was  forfeited.     Mr.  Hewlett  con- 
cluded his  statement  by  saying  that  the 
modern  leases  in   Lancashire  were,  in  his 
opinion,    more   onerous    than    the    older 
leases.     He  subn.ilted  that  Mr.  Hewlett's 
statements  were  in  themselves  sufficient 
to  lead  the   House  to  take  definite  action 
with  a  view  to  reforming  these  tremendous 


1527 


Royalty  Rents 


(COMMONS} 


and  Wayleaves. 


152< 


abuses  which    pressed   so  heavily   upou 
many  industries.     But,  iu  order  to  make 
himself  sure,  he  had  written  to  another 
employer   in  Lancashire  only  last  week 
and  asked  his  private  opinion  as  to  the 
influence  of  mineral  royalties  and   way- 
leaves  npon  his  colliery,  and  he  would 
quote  from  the   reply  he  had   received 
from  this  gentleman.     ["  Name  I  "]     He 
did  not  know  that  he  was*  at  liberty  to 
divulge  the  name,  but  he  would  show  it  to 
any  hon.  Member  privately.    This  gentle- 
man,  who    was   an    employer   of   2,000 
miners,    wrote   saying    that    he   did  not 
object  to  the  principle  of  royalties  pro- 
vided they   were  reasonable,  but  in  his 
experience  for  the  last  20  years  they  had 
been  considerably  increased.    During  the 
years  1873-4,  when  there   was  a  period 
of  prosperity   in   the  coal  trade  of  this 
country,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that   many    leases   in    Lancashire    were 
granted  on  an  increase  of  50  per  cent., 
and    since    then    the    lessors    had    en- 
deavoured to   maintain    those    abnormal 
prices.      There  were  leases  in  his  dis- 
trict (said  the  writer)  where  as  much  as 
9^d.  per  ton  was  paid  for  common  coal, 
which  he  considered  very  high.     As  for 
the  way  leaves,  he  thought  they  ought  to 
be  abolished.     The  lessors  were  well  paid 
for  the    surface    land    occupied    by   the 
colliery  without  seeking  wayleaves.    In 
South  Lancashire  up  to  1873  the  surface 
rent  was  Id.  per  ton,  and  now  it   was 
1^.,  whilst  in  one  case  he  knew  of  it 
was  2d.       He  (Mr.  Woods)  had  quoted 
the    statements   of   two    of    the    largest 
colliery  owners    in    Lancashire,    and   he 
verily  believed  that  if  he  obtained  the  evi- 
dence of  the  whole  of  the  owners  in  the 
country    they    would   express  a    similar 
opinion.     He   would    like  now  to  point 
out  the  baneful  effects  of  mineral  royalties. 
He  maintained   that  the  present  system 
of  paying  royalties  and  wayleaves    often 
led  to  terrible  strikes  and  lockouts.    He 
knew  one   colliery    where    there    was  a 
prolonged  strike,  which  lasted  from   Oc- 
tober, 1889,  to   March,   1890,  the  point 
of  dispute  being  that  the  collier  wanted 
od.  per  ton  more  than  the  employer  was 
able  to  give.     One  of  the  reasons  given 
by  the  employer  why   he  could  not  pay 
tbe   price    demanded    by    the    workman 
was     because     of     the     high    rent     of 
the    minerals.       He     knew     that     had 
been  disputed,  but  it  could  be  supported 
by  a  large  deputation  who  had  an  inter- 

Mr.  Woods 


view  with  the  employer  to  whom  he  re 
ferred.  As  to  the  baneful  influence  o: 
wayleaves,  he  knew  one  colliery  neai 
Bolton  where  the  colliery-owner  offeree 
to  give  £10  per  acre  for  a  right  of  wa) 
through  certain  land,  but  this  was 
refused  by  the  Intermediate  landlord,  ao<J 
the  result  was  that  an  outlying  field  oi 
coal  could  not  be  worked  at  all  unless  a* 
the  cost  of  sinking  a  new  shaft.  H« 
knew  another  case  in  which  the  owner  (» 
a  colliery  wanted  the  use  of  a  short  roM 
through  an  intervening  property.  Tk 
I  owner  offered  to  pay  Is.  per  ton.  for  tlm 
right  of  a  single  box  to  go  over  the  land 
the  road  being  only  60  yards  long,  aii< 
the  offer  was  absolutely  refused  ;  so  thai 
in  that  case  also  the  owner  if  he  want^ 
to  work  the  outlying  coal  seam  mustsiti^ 
a  shaft,  which  would  put  the  Company  % 
a  very  extensive  loss  indeed.  He  knet 
another  colliery  in  the  neighbourhood  c 
Rochdale  where  the  owner  bad  to  do« 
with  no  less  than  20  landowners,  an 
this  meant  very  serious  cost  indeed,  fc 
the  owner  had  to  treat  with  every  one  c 
the  landowners  and  get  leases  from  thee 
in  order  to  get  a  right  of  way.  His  nex 
point  was  that  the  evidence  given  befor 
the  Royalty  Rents  Commission  prorei 
the  injurious  nature  of  royalty  reot« 
wayleaves,  and  the  manner  of  taking  ao^ 
giving  leases.  After  having  criticaUl 
examined  the  Report  of  the  Royal  Com 
mission,  he  should  say  that  at  least  80  p^ 
cent,  of  the  witnesses  had  distinctli 
stated  that  colliery  rents  and  waylear^ 
were  injurious  to  the  coal  and  iron  indii^ 
tries  of  this  country.  In  the  face  of  tl^J 
strong  testimony,  he  could  not  undei 
stand  the  tame  recommendation  whi^ 
the  Commission  had  made.  He  did  if  ^ 
ask  the  House  to  find  fault  with  tt 
Commission  which  had  been  appointed  ^ 
inquire  into  a  difficult  and  extensive sa^ 
ject,  but  it  struck  him  as  singidar  th^ 
after  the  strong  evidence  which  had  be^ 
given  the  Commissioners  did  not,  ev^ 
in  a  Minority  Report,  give  a  projH 
judgment  on  the  situation.  Iu  hf 
opinion,  the  recommendations  of  tl^ 
Commission  were  not  oulv  tame  1>* 
harmless,  and  would  not  be  producti"* 
of  good  to  any  class  of  the  commuuit^ 
They  said,  first  of  all,  that  the  presto 
system  of  paying  royalty  rents  had  v0^ 
interfered  with  the  development  of  <^ 
mineral  resources  and  had  not  iuterfere" 
with  the  export  trade.     There  woaid  l» 
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^i^3F^rence  of   opinion   ou   those  points ; 
bim  ^9  however   that  might  be,   he   sub- 
ToL  '^^  <ed  that  the  Commission  was  not  ap- 
po  m  Eited  to  inquire  into  the  question  of  the 
de  '^i^  clopment  of  our  mineral  resources  or 
tb^s     extent  of  the  export  trade.     It  was 
ap;f>ointed  to  inquire  as  to  the  effect  of 
those  mineral   royalties   and   wayleaves 
WikX  leases  on  the  profits  of  employers  and 
th^    wages  of  workmen,  but  they  had  not 
expressed  an  opinion  on  those  two  points. 
He     came  now  to  a  more  difficult  matter 
— ^Yie  question  of  a  remedy — which  had 
ne^ver  been  discussed  in  the  House  before. 
He    Lad  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  there 
woiild  be  a  great  difficulty  in  arriving  at 
a  decision  as  to  the  remedy  that  should  be 
applied.     For  the  evils  he  had  described 
he  proposed  a  remedy  which  he  believed 
wits  desired  by  99  per  cent,  of  the  work- 
moo.     The  proposal  he  made  was  that, 
seeing  the  injurious  nature  of  these  im- 
post's upon  our  staple  industries,  the  time 
hatl    arrivetl  for  the  State  to  procure  the 
minerals  of  the  nation.     Nothing  short  of 
thoLt,  would  solve  the  question.    He  held  it 
was  a  blot  upon  the  civilisation  of  England, 
witli  all  its  power,  wealth,  and  influence, 
that    she  should    be   at  least  a  century 
hebind  France,  Belgium,  and  Germany 
00    the  question  of  owning  the  minerals 
of  tlie  country.     In   those  countries  all 
the    minerals  belonged  to  the  State,  the 
proceeds  went  to  the  reduction  of  taxation, 
'^l^ile  in  this  country  the  large  revenues 
derived  from  the  same  source  went  into 
the    private  pockets  of  individuals.     He 
Would   not  trouble   the  House  with  an 
'^^^orical  disquisition  ou  the  manner  in 
whioh  the  minerals  of  the  country  had 
9p^     into  the  possession  of  private  indi- 
▼idii^ls.     All  he  would  say  was,  that  the 
^^y  in  which  this  had  come  about  formed 
*  P^^e  of  corruption  and  jobbery  unparal- 
leled ID  our  history,  except,  perhaps,  that 
J>'  tlie  Union  between  £ngland  and  Ire- 
™^*     But  the  question  was,  how  could 
w®  letter  part  of  his  Resolution  be  carried 
^^  ? — what  was  the  remedy  to  apply  ? 
*his  was,  no  doubt,  a  difficult  problem, 
out  ^11  Q^j^  great  economic  questions  wore 
•J'^'ounded  by  difficulties,  especially  in 
y*^     presence  of   so   much   poverty  and 
destitution     and     competition     in     the 
«o^Otry.     The  late  Sir  G.  Elliot,  while 
r^    recent  unfortunate   coal  strike  was 
^  progress,   propounded   a   scheme   for 
^ying    op    the     mines    and    minerals 
•'    the    country    for    £20,000,000    by 
^     Wge     Bjudicate    of     mine-owners, 


land  -  owners,  colliery  -  owners,  and 
miners.  Under  this  scheme  a  price 
would  be  put  on  coal  which  would  pay 
the  landowner,  give  a  collier  a  fair  wage, 
and  pay  the  mine-owner  at  least  16  per 
cent,  on  his  capital.  He  could  agree  to 
that  scheme  provided  they  put  the  nation 
in  the  place  of  the  syndicate.  The  late 
Mr.  John  Bright  suggested  that  money 
should  be  borrowed  at  3^  per  cent,  in 
order  to  relieve  the  Irish  peasantry,  and 
the  same  process  might  be  adopted  for 
raising  the  money  for  buying  up  the 
minerals  of  the  country  and  thereby 
deriving  benefit  for  the  good  of  the 
State.  He  by  no  means  was  so  extreme 
as  to  suggest  that  minerals  should  be 
confiscated.  He  would  be  the  last  man 
in  the  world  to  approve  of  the  confisca- 
tion of  anything  that  belonged  to  other 
individuals,  but  he  maintained  that  unless 
the  present  owner  of  minerals  could  prove 
his  right  to  them  by  purchase  there  could 
be  no  harm  in  the  State  taking  back  that 
which  had  been  stolen  from  the  nation 
in  days  gone  by.  His  Resolution  in- 
volved a  great  question,  and  the  House 
of  Commons  ought  to  thresh  the  subject 
out  thoroughly.  He  had  several  reas  ms 
for  suggesting  that  the  State  should  l>e- 
come  the  owner  of  the  minerals  of  the 
country.  In  the  first  place,  the  State 
would  be  more  sympathetic  and  show 
more  humanity  than  many  of  the  lessors 
had  done  in  dealing  with  the  difficulties 
of  the  colliery  owners  in  working  the 
minerals  of  the  country.  That  opinion 
was  very  strongly  expressed  by  most 
owners  of  mines,  who  declared  thev 
could  get  no  redress  from  any  of  the 
lessors.  His  next  reason  for  suggesting 
that  the  State  should  become  the  owner 
of  the  minerals  was  because  he  believed 
the  present  system  was  a  serious  loss 
and  inconvenience  both  to  employ- 
ing and  working-class  communities, 
and  consequently  to  the  nation  at 
large.  He  thought  it  would  be 
admitted  by  any  Member  of  the  House, 
if  it  was  proved — as  he  thought  he  had 
proved — that  those  mineral  rights  were 
injurious  to  the  best  interests  of  the 
nation,  and  brought  about  a  serious  loss 
and  inconvenience  to  our  great  com- 
mercial undertakings,  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  put  those  things 
right.  In  the  third  place,  he  believed 
that  his  Resolution,  if  carried,  would  give- 
almost  universal  satisfaction  to  the  com- 
munity  outside.     He    hoped   that   hon. 


would  do  so  with  some  Jitficulty  after  the 
very  able,  lucid,  and  iustructiwc  speech 
to  which  the  House  had  just  iistcDed. 
He  somewhat  unexpectedly  had  to  take 
the  placeof  the  hon.  Member  for  the  North 
Lonsdale  Division  of  Lancashire,  who 
would  have  secomled  the  Motion  if  he 
hud  not  been  colled  away  by  a  domestic 
bereavemout,  and  who  would  have  dealt 
more  especially  with  the  injurious  effects 
of  the  present  system  on  the  iron  and 
steel  iuduslriea  of  the  North  of  Englaod. 
He,  for  his  part,  would  to  a  great 
exteut  have  to  couHue  himself  to  the 
effect  which  ihe  miuiug  royalties  had 
on  the  coal  trade  of  South  Wales  ; 
but  before  doiug  so  he  would  quote  odo 
sentence  from  Sir  Isaac  Lowthian  Bell's 
book  on  iron  and  steel  manufacture, 
which  dealt  with  the  iron  trade  of  the 
North  of  England,  though  he  admitted 
that  since  that  hook  was  published  there 
had  been  some  reduction  of  royalties  and 
consequent  improvement  iu  the  posi- 
tion of  the  trader.  Sir  Isaac  Lowthian 
Bell  estimated  the  royalties  on  a  ton  of 
pig  iron,  including,  of  course,  those  oa 
the  ore,  the  limestone,  and  the  coal  for 
smelting  at  about  3b.  6d.  per  ton  in  the 
Cleveland  District,  6s.  in  Scotland, 
and  6s.  3d,  in  Cnmborlaitd  ;  while  iu 
Germany  the  rate  was  only  6d.  per  ton ; 
in  France,  8d.  per  ton  ;  and  in  Belgium 
Is.  3d.  per  Ion.  When  they  remembered 
>   transactions  in  pig  iron, 


wno  woricea  goi  less  man  nan 
was  paid  in  royalties.  Th 
royalties  were,  unfortunately, 
national  point  of  view,  mainly  ( 
private  individuals.  Accot>]ii 
law  as  it  stood,  the  owner  of 
face  of  the  land  claimed  from  the 
the  eartli  to  the  sky,  or,  in  1 
but  more  emphatic  language,  fro 
to  "  another  place."  In  EngU: 
of  36,000,000  persons  held 
2,000,000  acres  of  land,  i 
persons  held  a  quarter  of  Eng 
Wales.  Id  Scotland  a  quart* 
land  was  held  by  2i  persons, 
be  borne  in  mind  that  it  was  no 
millions  of  money  derived  jet 
royalties  on  coal  and  other 
worked  that  we  had  to  cons 
also  the  enormous  values  of  I 
and  the  minerals  underueath 
been  taken  from  the  nation,  i 
now  claimed  by  a  comparati 
private  individuals.  What 
present  system  ?  The  minei 
claimed  by  those  who,  as  a  rnli 
discovered  their  existence  no 
nor  invented  the  means  of  winni 
nor  extracted  them  from  the  huu 
by  their  labour,  nor  indirectly 
capital.  On  the  contnry,  whi 
the  mineral  owner  won.  Tl 
risked  his  bappineas,  health,  ant 
ended  his  days,  if  not  in  the  Wi 
very  close  to  it.  The  colliery  owi 
hie  money,  and  frequently,  by  m 
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cities ;  if  bad  times  came  lie  had  his 
d  rent    charges,  and  if  the  colliery 
X3er  went  into  bankruptcy  the  mineral 
xier  put  in  a  preferential  claim,  seized 
the  property,  waited  for  better  times, 
sold     again.        He     would     give 
example.    There  was  a  colliery  iu 
W^  a,les  and  Monmouthshire  which  for  the 
wojrkers  meant  the  grave  of  268  men,  and 
foir     the  colliery  proprietors  a  loss,  it  was 
said,  of  £500,000.      But  how  did    the 
roy jalty  owner  fare  ?    For  years  he  drew 
lar^e  sums  yearly  in  royalties  and  rents, 
and  the  mine  having  been  subsequently 
to       the    explosion   re-opened    thousands 
a    year  were  again  being    received    for 
roy^ties,     &c.      Then    they     came    to 
th€3    amount  of  the  royalties.       One  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  that  they  amounted 
to  3d.  per  ton  on  the  coal.       According 
to     ithe  Royal  Commission,    however,  it 
wfcs  5^.  The  figures  were  challenged  at 
the    time,  and  he  thought  that  the  Com- 
mission were  far  under  the  mark.     Still, 
5^.  per  ton  would  serve  his  purpose.   In 
IBQ2   the  total  amount  of  coal  worked 
was  181,000,000  tons.     The  royalties  on 
that  amount,  at  5^.  a  ton,  came  to  over 
£^000,000.  Surely  that  was  a  pretty  good 
^ft  on  the  commercial  enterprise  of  the 
country  for  coal  alone.     The  question  of 
wayleaves  was  of  equal  importance  as 
hampering  the  working  of  the  minerals. 
Wayleaves  had   been  described  as  "  the 
key  of  the   coal   cellar,^*  and  the  land- 
holder had  the  power,  and  often  did  en- 
force, more  money  for   the  key   of  the 
cellar  than  the   coal   in    it   was  worth. 
Of  coarse,  so  long  as  royalties  were  in  the 
hands  of  an  individual,  it  was  only  human 
nature  that  he  should  demand  his  royalty, 
and  as  things  stood  at  present  his  royalty 
mast  come  first.       In  his  opinion,  how- 
ever,   that   was  a  wrong  position.       A 
iiving  wage  for  the  collier  should  come 
first — a  generous  and  liberal  living  wage 
— because  if  there  was   one  man  more 
than  another  who  ought  to  be  paid  well 
for  his  work  it  was  the  miner  who  spent 
his  days  delving  in  the  bowels  of  the 
earth  for  a  necessity  of  human  existence. 
Next,  he  would  put  the  interest  on  the 
capital   invested,  and  the  royalty  third. 
He  invariably  sympathised  with  colliers 
in  their  struggles  against  a  reduction  of 
wages,  and  if  he  were  a  collier  he  would 
BtrenaoQBly    resist  a   reduction    in    his 
wages  if  the  royalties  were  not  reduced 
first.      Then  came   the  still    more  im- 
•  portant  point,  and  that  was  the  terms  on 


which  the  minerals  were  to  be  acquired. 
He  would  like  to  be  fair  to  the  mine- 
owners,  but  there  must  be  fair  play  for 
the  nation  as  well.  They  must  not  lose 
sight  of  the  fact  that  there  was  wrong 
perpetrated  in  bringing  about  the  present 
position  of  land-holding  in  all  its  phases. 
Landowners'  Parliaments  had  legislated 
in  the  interest  of  land-holders,  and  he 
now  wished  to  see  a  people's  Parliament 
legislate  in  the  interest  of  the  nation  as 
a  whole.  He  did  not  say  that  the  land 
and  minerals  should  be  wrested  from  the 
landowners,  but  he  maintained  that  a  fair 
balance-sheet  should  bo  struck  between 
them  and  the  nation.  If  this  country 
was  to  retain  her  commercial  supremacy, 
or  perhaps  even  her  commercial  exist- 
ence, it  was  absolutely  impossible  that 
the  present  system  should  go  on. 
Wh^n  they  looked  at  the  vast  amount 
of  money  in  this  country  in  the  shape 
of  unearned  increment  in  land  values 
and  minerals  and  the  royalties  al- 
most entirely  going  into  the  pockets  of 
private  individuals  they  could  under- 
stand, from  an  economic  point  of  view, 
why  there  was  bound  to  be  on  the  other 
side  .vast  poverty  and  misery.  At  the 
present  day,  whilst  fabulous  fortunes 
were  being  made  by  some,  the  struggle 
for  existence  not  only  amongst  labourers, 
but  amongst  shopkeepers,  tradesmen, 
commercial  men,  merchants  and  even 
professional  men,  was  a  continuous  and 
desperate  one.  It  was  absurd  that  in  a 
great  and  wealthy  country  like  England 
there  should  be  those  extremes  of 
enormous  fortunes  and  absolute  poverty. 
Could  it  be  said  that  such  a  system  was 
right,  and  for  the  national  advantage  ? 
And  if  the  existing  land  laws  were  not 
right,  and  were  not  to  the  national  advan- 
tage, what  was  to  be  done  ?  He  would 
refer  the  House  on  this  subject  not  to  a 
Trafalgar  Square  speaker,  not  to  a  plat- 
form orator  unrestrained  by  responsibility 
and  addressing  a  meeting  of  his  friends 
and  admirers,  but  to  an  address  by  the 
highest  legal  dignitary  in  the  land — the 
Lord  Chief  Justice — who,  in  addressing 
a  meeting  of  the  Juridical  Society  in 
Scotland,  used  the  following  language 
with  reference  to  the  land  laws  : — 

"  These  Land  Laws,"  he  said,  "might  be  for  the 
general  advantage,  and  if  they  could  be  shown 
to  be  by  all  means  they  should  be  maintained  ; 
but  if  not,  does  any  man,  with  anything  he  is 
pleased  to  call  his  mind,  deny  that  a  state  of 
law  under  which  such  mischief  could  exist, 
under  which  the  country  itself  would  exist  not 
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for  its  people,  but  for  a  mere  handful  of  them, 
ought  to  be  instantly  and  absolutely  set  aside  ?*' 

The  Radicals  of  the  country  wanted  to 
get  at  the  root  of  this  question.     They 
held  that  the  present  system  was  not  right, 
and  was  not  to  the  national  advantage, 
and,  that  being  so,  it  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  in  the  way  suggested  by  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice — that  was,  "  instantly  and 
absolutely  set  aside."     It  was  only  by  a 
greater  and  wider  distribution  of  wealth 
that  the  happiness  of  the  country  would 
be  brought  about ;  and  Parliament  would 
do  well  not  to  shirk  dealing  with  these 
important  questions  whilst  they  had  an 
opportunity   of   doing  so  on  reasonable 
conditions.       No     well-meaning    work- 
man, tradesman,  professional  man,  land- 
owner, or  wealthy  squire  need  have  any 
fear  of  a  programme  that  w^ould  do  some- 
thing towards  removing  the  misery  and 
destitution  that  was  in  our  midst,  aud  to 
uplift  that  wretched  stratum  of  society, 
the  existence  of  which    was  a  disgrace 
to  the    country,    to  civilisation,   and    to 
humanity.     A  celebrated    writer  a  fer- 
vent   speaker,    and   a  generous-hearted 
democrat,    whose    name  and    teachings, 
however,   were  not  appreciated    by  the 
propertied  classes  in  this  country,  in  one 
of   his    speeches    before  the    Financial 
Reform   Association    made   use  of    this 
excellent  sentiment — 

"  I  would  rather  be  a  citizen  of  the  smallest 
Kepublic ;  I  would  rather  be  a  citizen  of  the 
most  insignificant  city  where  all  have  an  op- 
portunity of  leading  a  healthy  and  decent  life, 
rather  than  I  would  be  a  citizen  of  the  most 
magnificent  Empire  where  the  luxury  of  the 
few  is  in  close  })roximity  to  the  destitution  of 
the  many." 

We  want  this  noble  sentiment  impressed 
upon  the  hearts  and  minds  of  our  states- 
men and  public  men,  and  if  to-day  he  had 
only  said  one  word  that  would  lead  the 
House  to  take  a  greater  and  a  generous 
interest  in  this  question  he  would  con- 
sider that  u  by  no  means  unimportant 
triumph  had  been  achieved. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *'  That,"  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words — 

"  This  House  is  of  opinion  that  the  present 
system  of  Royalty  Rent«  and  Wayleaves  is 
injurious  to  the  great  industries,  that  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Mining  Royalties  goes  to  show  the  tnjurious 
nature  of  the  present  system  ;  and  this  House 
is  of  opinion  that  the  time  has  arrived  when 
such  Rents  and  Wayleaves  should  be  acquired 
by  the  State,"— (.Vr.  Wood*,) 

—instead  thereof* 
Mr,  Burnie 


Question  proposed,  ^^That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•Mr.    GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEX 

(Kent,  Tunbridge),  who  had  the  follow- 
ing Amendment  on  the  Paper,  but  which 
he  was  precluded  from  moving  : — 

**  To  leave  out  all  the  wonls  after  the  secooJ 
word  *  that/  and  insert  the  words '  it  is  ex- 
pedient that  any  legislation  which  may  be  pn>- 
KDsod  to  this  House  on  the  subject  of  Royalty 
ents  and  Wayleaves  should  be  based  u{»oq  aiitl 
in  acconlance  with  the  recommendatioas  of  tb-j 
Commissioners  appointed  in  1889  to  inqoiit 
into  the  subject  of  Mining  Royalties,  who,  aft«r 
a  searching  investigation,  extending  over  Dearly 
four  years,  arrived  at  unanimous  conclasionsoQ 
all  points,  and  have  recently  reported  their 
conclusions  and  recommendations  to  thi» 
House,' " 

said,  he  had  listened   with  the  greitest 
interest  aud  attention  to  the  two  speeches 
which  had  been  made.     So  far  as  the 
object  of  the  Mover  and  Seconder  of  the 
Motion  was  to  improve  the  condition  of 
the  miners — so  far  as  it  was  a  homMU- 
tariau  object — he  thoroughly  sympathised 
with  it,  but  he  utterly  failed  to  urAa- 
stand  how  hon.  Members  hoped  to  ae- 
cOmplish    that   object.       He  failed  V> 
understand  what  they  reallj  meant.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  for   Inco   laid  down  two 
propositions — first,  that  the  present  v^r 
tern    of    royalties   and    wayleaves  *»* 
injurious ;  and  secondly,  that  the  evideseer 
not  the  Report,  of  the  Royal  Commi89io& 
supported  that  view  ;    and  then,  in  tbe 
third   place,  he  advocated  a  remedy  of 
his  own  which  was  not  supported  either 
by  the  Evidence  or  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission.     The    Commission    asked  no 
fewer  than  20,360  Questions,  thev  <i( 
four    years,    and    they    produced    five 
enormous  Blue  Books,  so  large  that  to 
get  at  the  evidence  was  really  a  matter 
of  mining,  and   a   very   serious  matter 
of  mining.     No  one  could  say  that  tbe 
Commission  was  an  unfair  one.     He  had 
analysed  it,  and  found  that  it  was  fairlj 
constituted.     There  were  six   members 
on  it  who  were  not  at  all   interested  io 
mines  ;  eight  who  were  mineral  lessee? 
(not      proprietors)  ;     four     who     vnsf 
partly  interested  as  or  on  behalf  of  pro- 
prietors, and  partly  as  or  on  behalf  d 
lessees ;  and  three  Representatives  of  the 
working  miners — namely,  the  hon.  Mea- 
ber  for  iMorpeth,  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Rhondda  Valley,  and  Mr.  Cbisbol* 
Robertson      The  Commission^  took  evi- 
dence  at  great  length,  and  now  tiie  to 
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ember  for  luce  came  forward  and  said 
at     these     people     were     quite     in- 
»mpetent   to  draw  up  a    Report,  that 
leir   Report   was   wrong  and  contrary 
»    the   evidence.     He    said,   in    effect, 
We   ask   the   House   of   Commons   to 
verse  that  Report  and  saj  it  was  not 
accordance  with  the  evidence,  and  we 
'opose  certain  things  against  which  the 
onunissioners    unanimously    reported." 
That   was   the   state  of   affairs  ?     The 
lon.  Member  in   support  of  his  Motion 
ad  brought  forward  certain  cases — some 
f  them,  no  doubt,  very  strong — but  they 
rere  anonymous.     He  did  not  say  where 
hey  were,  and  he  did  not  say  whether 
•he  people  interested  had  given  evidence 
)efore  the  Royal  Commission  or  not.     If 
hey  had  not  given  evidence,  why  was 
t.''     Why  did   they  make  Members  in 
his  House  their  mouthpiece  rather  than 
aake  their  statements  before  the  proper 
ribunai?      If    they  did   give  evidence, 
hen  clearly  it  was  not  believed,  but  tbat 
dvanced  on    the   other    side  was    pre- 
erred    to    it.     The   hon.   Member    ^aid 
hat  one  of  the  strongest  reasons  why 
ihey  should  go  in  for  the  nationalisation 
oi  the  mines  was  that  the  hon.  Member 
[or  Morpeth  in  the  year  1886  said  he  was 
in  favour  of  that  policy.     But  the  Com- 
oussion  commenced  its  labours  in   1889 
<^Dd  sat  for   four   years,   reporting   last 
year  ;  and  after  hearing  the  evidence  the 
hon.  Member  (for  Morpeth  changed  his 
mind,  and  signed  the  Report,  which  said 
that    nationalisation   was   impracticable, 
aodnot  to  be  recommended.     Did  the  hon. 
Ifember  for  Ince,  as  a  candid  man,  prefer 
the  opinion   of    the    hon.   Member    for 
Morpeth  before  he  had  informed  his  mind 
10  the  opinion  he  entertained  after  he  had 
leard  the  evidence  given  to  the  Commis- 
ion  ?     But  he  (Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen) 
lid  not  wish  merely  to  take  advantage  of 
he  peculiar  position  the  hon.  Member  for 
noe  occupied  in  this  matter.     He  would 
ike   to   deal   with    the   hon.   Member's 
lain  contention.     It  was  said  that  the 
ysiem  of  royalties  hampered  English- 
aen     as     compared     with     foreigners. 
?o  that   he  would  apply    the   practical 
B6t  of  figures.     He  did  not  suppose  that 
he  hon.  Member  who  put  forward  that 
riew  meant  that  it  gave  the  foreigner 
\xk  unfair  advantage  in  our  own  markets, 
lor  very  little  foreign  coal  came  into  this 
Qonntry  —  though   there    were    imports 
during  the  late  deplorable  general  strike. 
The  hon.  Member  must  have  referred  to 
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our    export    trade.       But     the     figures 
adduced   before    the   Royal  Commission 
proved  that  between  1865  and  1884  our 
exports   of   coal  to    Germany  increased 
from    1,456,000    tons    per     annum     to 
2,485,000,   or   74  per   cent.  ;  to  France, 
from  1,589,000  to  4,367,000,  or  175  per 
cent.  ;  and  to  Belgium,  from  21,310  to 
295,549,  or    1,280  per  cent.     The  hon. 
Member  had  said  that  figures  might  be 
given  showing  that  an  increase  had  taken 
place,  but  it  had  only  been  pari  passu 
with  the  increase  in  population.     Well, 
he    (Mr.   Grifiith-Boscawen)    would    be 
sorry  to  hear  that  the  population  had  in- 
creased by  1,280  per  cent.     But  to  prove 
that  royalties  hampered  our  foreign  trade 
the  hon.  Member  must  show  two  things : 
(1)  that  royalties  entered  largely  into  the 
price  of  coal  ;  that  royalties  were  higher 
in  England  than  abroad.     IIow  far  did 
royalties  enter  into  the  price  of  coal  ?  In 
good  times,  when  prices  were  very  high, 
the  price   was  absolutely  independent  of 
the  cost  of  production.     Perhaps  it  would 
be  urged  that   in  bad  times  the  average 
royalty  did  enter  into  the  price  of  coal  ; 
but  that   argument   was  most  fallacious. 
Royalties   were  not  a  fixed  rent  on  all 
coal  alike.     They  marked   the  difference 
between   mine   and   mine.     If  the  mine 
were   very  favourably  situated  and  pro- 
duced  excellent  coal,  then   the  royalty 
would  be  high  ;    but  if  the  mine  were 
badly    situated  and  produced  poor  coal, 
the  royalty  would  be  very  low  ;  so  that, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  only  the  minimum 
royalty  could  enter  into  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction.    This     was     shown     by     Mr. 
McCreath,  in  Question  13,181 — 

"  In  bod  times,  when  the  collieries  could  just 
get  on,  how  far  would  the  royalties  enter  into 
the  selling  price  ?" 

He  replied — 

"  Not  much,  to  the  extent  of  the  smallest 
royalty  I  should  say. — Q.  You  would  say  up  to 
the  lowest  royalty  in  the  district  ?    A.  Yes." 

And  Mr.  Daglish,  President  of  the  North 
of  England  Institute  of  Civil  Engineers, 
was  asked — 

Q.  9665.  "  Supposing  all  the  royalties  were  to 
be  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen  abolished  to-morrow, 
what  would  be  your  idea  of  the  result  ?  A. 
That  the  lessees  of  the  better  coUeries  would  put 
the  difEerence  between  their  royalty  and  the 
lowest  into  their  pockets. — Q.  To  what  extent 
would  the  public  be  benefited  ?  A.  It  would 
have  no  effect  in  the  present  prosperous  times. — 
Q.  We  will  take  a  time  in  which  there  might  be 
some  public  benefit,  to  what  extent  would  you 
put  it  ?  A.  In  very  depresseil  times  the  public 
would  get  the  whole  of  the  advantage  the  limit 
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The  suggestion  for  the   nationalisation  of 

.<ral8  was  not  approved   by  most  of   the 

^esentatives  of  the  miners.    No  such  sugges- 

in  favour  of  the  nationalisation  of  minerals 

xsnade  bj  any  Association  representing  the 

gi»csc8,  and  those  witnesses  whom  we  examined 

tg'CB.  in  favour  of  the  present  law  as  to  mineral 

op>erty." 

't.  Iiese  resolutions  were  carrie^l  how  was 
t^liey  did  not  come  before  the  Royal 
OTxnmissioD,  which « reported  that  most  of 
i^     represcutatives  of   the  mioers   were 
[>  posed  to  the  proposal  of  nationalisa- 
on  ?     He  would  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
[exxiber  what  he  meaut  by  natioualisu- 
oni  ?      When  he  talked  about  the  ua- 
ion&lisation  of  mines  and  minerals  did 
e  xnean  that  the  State  was  to  take  over 
he     minerals  and  to  lease  the  mines  to 
hose  who  now  worked  them  ?     If  so, 
;he     system   of   royalties  would  remain, 
the    only  change    being   that  the  State 
would  have  taken  the  place  of  the  pri- 
vate owner.     If  the  hon.  Member  meant 
that   the  State  was  to  work  the  mines 
Itself  the  cost  to  the  taxpayers  would  be 
enormous.     One  witness  b^ore  the  Com- 
mission  estimated    it   at   £100,000,000. 
Then,  if  the  State  was  to  take  over  the 
mines  or  minerals,  or  both,  compensation 
must  be  given,  and  it  was  difficult  to  see 
what  advantage  would  accrue  from  such 
ft  procedure.     Of  course,  if  compensation 
were  not  given,  then   it  was  simply  a 
piece  of  robbery,  and,  to  use  a  parallel 
with  the  hon.  Member^s  remark,  the  most 
monstrous  thing  that  had  happened  since 
the  Government  introduced  the  Resolu- 
tion for  dealing  with  Scotch  Bills.     The 
hon.  Member,  however,  held  a  different 
view,  and  he  said  he  would  except  some 
rights.     He  said,  for  instance,  that  where 
private  individuals  in  days  gone  by  stole 
a  mine  he  did  not  see  why  they  now 
should  not  steal  it  back.      If   the  hon. 
Member  was  going  to  set  himself  up  to 
prove  where  a  man  had  stolen  a  mine 
and  successfully  carried  out  that  pm-pose 
he  would  have  accomplished  more  than 
the  Commission  were  able  to  do.     They 
muBtieither  give  compensation  or  not.    If 
they  did,  the    State  would  simply  buy 
people  out  and  would  have  to  raise  that 
amount  of  money,  and  then,  he  supposed, 
work  the  mines  at  a  profit  to  itself.     If 
they  did  not  give  compensation  then  it  was 
sheer  robbery,  and  he  failed  to  understand 
why  they  should  bd  asked  by  the  hon. 
Member  to  rob  one  class  of  property  and 


should  not  be  asked  at  the  same  time  to 
rob  every  other  class.  He  quite  failed 
to  ;See  that  any  distinction  could  be 
drawn  between  property  in  minerals  and 
other  kinds  of  property.  Before  the 
Commission  one  of  the  miners^  repre- 
sentatives stated  that  there  were  working 
men  who  bought  land,  subject  to  mineral 
rights,  for  building  or  for  agricultural 
purposes.  Where  working  men  had 
bought  land  in  mineral  districts  was 
their  property  in  the  minerals  to  be  taken 
from  them  without  payment  ?  The. 
Report  of  the  Commission  was  adversQ 
to  nationalisation,  and  he  trusted  that 
the  House  would  take  the  same  view. 
As  the  Commissioners  pointed  out,  there 
were,  of  course,  some  defects  in  the 
present  system,  but  they  could  be  re- 
moved by  legislation  ?  On  the  subject 
of  wayleaves,  for  example,  the  Com- 
missioners mavle  several  valuable  sug- 
gestions. The  Report  of  the  Commission 
dealt  one  by  one  with  the  objections  to 
the  present  system,  and  made  recom- 
mendations which  he  thought  the 
House  would  be  well  advised  in  carrying 
out.  He  asked  the  House,  therefore, 
not  to  pass  the  Resolution,  but  to  adopt 
l^is  Amendment,  which  he  hoped  might 
be  the  machinery  of  really  useful,  prac- 
tical, and  beneficent  legislation. 

Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  thought 
that  the  particular  form  which  the 
Resolution  had  taken  was  due  probably 
to  the  recent  occurrences  in  Yorkshire, 
which  had  the  effect  of  paralysing  for  a 
considerable  period  a  great  deal  of  the 
trade  of  England,  and  necessarily  called 
public  attention  to  the  question  of  pro- 
perty in  minerals  and  the  way  in  which 
private  owners  had  used  their  proprietary 
rights.  He  thought  his  hon.  Friends, 
however,  had  somewhat  misunderstood 
,  the  use  of  a  Resolution  of  this  House. 
The  hon.  Member  who  seconded  the 
Resolution  told  them  that  the  value  of  it 
was  that  it  would  draw  attention  to  a 
particular  subject.  He,  for  one,  pro- 
tested against  the  House  of  Commons 
being  regarded  as  a  species  of  elevated 
discussion  forum  for  bringing  forward 
matters  in  no  sense  ripe  for  legislation. 
The  Resolution  suggested  that  this 
House  was  of  opinion  that  the  time 
had  arrived  when  mining  rents  and 
wayleaves  should  be  acquired  by  the  State. 
That  was  a  question  of  enormous 
importance,  and  one  upon  which  it  was 
very    possible    to     hold    very    varying 
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opinions.  As  to  one  part  of  that  sentence 
— namely,  as  to  whether  the  time  had 
arrived  at  which  the  State  should  make 
this  purchase   there   could   be   but   one 
opinion.     Although  they  did  not  know 
what  the  contents  of  the  coming  Budget 
would  be,  yet  they  knew  enough  to  feel 
perfectly  certain  that  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  country  was  not  such  as  to 
enable   them   to   enter   into   very   large 
commercial  transactions  or  speculations 
at  the  present  moment.      He  therefore 
regretted  the  insertion  of  the  concluding 
part    of     the    Resolution,    because     he 
thoroughly  agreed  with  the  former  part  of 
it.     Although  many  of  them  might  think 
the   Royal    Commissioners   might    have 
gone   further   in   some  of   their   recom- 
mendations,  yet    those    that    they   had 
made   were  very    important^   and    were 
such  that  the  House  would  do  well  to 
give  effect  to  in  legislation  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.     As  he  had  said,  he 
should  like  to  have  seen  the  Resolution 
limited  to  the  earlier  part  of  it,  and  the 
portion    which    dealt    with     the    great 
question  of  the  nationalisation  of  mines 
omitted  from  it,  because  he  thought  they 
might  probably  have  been  able  to  pass 
the  first  part  of    the    Resolution,   and 
have  done  something   to  be  of  use.     If 
he  understood  their  procedure  correctly, 
when  that  House  passed  a  Resolution  by 
a  majority  and  the  Government  assented 
to  the  Resolution,  it  was  intended  that 
the   Government    should  give   effect   to 
the  opinion  of  the  House  by  bringing  in 
legislation  to  carry  out  the  Resolution  of 
the  House.     He  did   not   suppose   that 
even  the  most  advanced  Member  of  the 
Government  was  prepared  with  a  scheme 
to  buy  the  whole   of   the  mineral  pro- 
perty of  this  country,   and  he  was  quite 
sure  most  of  their  supporters  would   be 
very  much  surprised  if  the  Leader  of  the 
House  were  to  introduce  any  scheme  of 
the  kind  at  the  present  moment.    Having 
referred  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission     as      to     wayleaves,     and 
expressed    his    concurrence    with    their 
sugg^stions,  the  hon.  Member   said  the 
recommendation    to    which    he    wished 
to  draw  particular  attention  was  the  one 
where    the    Commissioners,     in     effect, 
advised   that   some   tribunal    should   be 
established  which  should  be  enabled  to 
fix    a   fair   sum     in     respect    to    way- 
leaves    where    the   parties  were   unable 
to    determine    the   price,    and    to    deal 
with    the    various    disputes    and    diffi- 

ilfr.  Dodd 


culties   that   arose   between   the   owner 
of  the  minerals  and  the  person  who  was 
working    the    mineral     property.     The 
Commissioners    seemed    to   think    there 
should  be  some  commercial  tribunal  estab- 
lished to  deal  with  difficulties  as  to  royal- 
ties and  wayleaves.     One  of  the  great 
difficulties  they  had   in  this  country  was 
that  experienced  in  their  Courts  in  deal- 
ing  with  commercial  matters.     He  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  that  lawyers 
were  Constitutionally  unable  to  deal,  assl 
general   rule,    satisfactorily    with   com-^ 
roercial  difficulties  ;  but  whether  dealing- 
with    railway   rates.   Railway  Commis* 
sions,   or   ordinary  commercial   cases,  it 
was  a  sad  fact  that  the  commercial  com- 
munity had,  to  a  certain  extent,  with* 
drawn  their  confidence  from  the  Courts 
of  Law.     He  regretted  that  this  should 
be    so.      The   recommendation    of  the 
Commission  pointed  to  what  he  had  long 
thought  a  necessity  in  this  countiy,  and 
that  was  something  in  the  nature  of  a 
commercial   tribunal   which  would  deal 
with   matters  such   as   wayleaves,  dis- 
putes as  to  mining  royalties,  and  various 
other    commercial   questions.     He  ww 
glad    that    this    Resolution   had    been 
brought   forward — though   he    objected 
strongly  to  the  form — because  it  wouM 
give  an  opportunity  to  those  hon.  Uem* 
hers   familiar   with  mining   matters  to 
emphasise  the  valuable  recommendatioos 
which   had  been  made  by  the  Commis- 
sioners.    He  should  be  glad  if  the  Reso- 
lution could  be  so  altered  in  form  as  to 
enable  it  to  be  adopted  by  the  Govern- 
ment, who  could  then  direct  their  atten- 
tion to  the  recommendations  made  bj  the 
Royal  Commissioners,  so  that  the  miniaS 
industry  of  the  country  might  at  onc^ 
obtain  some   relief   which  would  be  o' 
benefit   to   it.     Most   of  them  though^ 
that  it  was  more  important  at  the  present 
time  in  the  mining  as  well  as  in  othe^ 
industries  to  do  something  which  wouliJ 
be  of  value  and  help  to  the  commercial 
community  rather  than  that  they  shoul<J 
speculate    with    regard    to    specalatir^ 
matters  such   as   the  nationalisation  of 
land  and  the  StAte  purchase  of  mines* 
and  that  they  should  use  their  time  in 
something  practical   and   useful  instead 
of    in   discussing    questions    which  ^ 
present,  at  any  rate,  were  not  ripe  for 
legislation. 

•Mr.  WHITMORE  (Chelsea)  wid, 
that  as  the  only  Member  of  the  Bopi 
Commission  present   in   the  Honfe,  ^ 


Royalty  Rents 


{6  Apbil  1894}  atid  Wayleaves. 


1546 


iild  like  to  occupy  its  attention  for  a 
'  Toinutes.     He  regretted  tiie  absence 
"tbie   hon.  Members  for  Morpeth  and 
ondda,  who  were  most  valuable  mem- 
's    of   that  Mining  Commission,  who 
ended  to  its  deliberations  and  evidence 
►83t    carefully,   and  who,   like   all    the 
ler    members     of     the     Commission, 
^ned  with  absolute  unanimity  the  Re- 
rt    which    had    been   laid   before   the 
oiise.     The  hon.  Member  who  spoke 
at      was     inclined     to    quarrel     with 
B      Report    of     the     Commission    be- 
use  it  was   unanimous,   and    imputed 
^ctkness   to  the  Royal  Commissioners 
<5a,use  they  did  not  recommend  drastic 
anges,    and    because    there    was    no 
inority    Report.     Might    he    suggest 
at   the  unanimity  of  the  Report  was 
le  to  the  strength  of  the  evidence  which 
le  Commission  received,  and  not  to  the 
eakness  of  the  Commissioners.     What 
a  wanted  to  say  was  that  the  unanimity 
I  the  Commission  was  remarkable.  The 
'ommission  as  constituted  was  a  many- 
ided  Commission.     The  three  interests 
aainly  involved — those  of   the  mineral 
►wners,  the  coal  owners,  and  the  work- 
Dg  miners — were    represented    on    the 
'Commission,  but  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
»y  that  of  these  three  interests  the  one 
Dttost  strongly   represented,    not   merely 
Qumerically,  but  also   intellectually  and 
^^  practical  experience,  was  the  interest 
of   the  working    miners.      But  besides 
we  representatives   of    the  miners,  the 
Commission   included  Mr.   David    Dale, 
Professor  Munroe,  and   Mr.  Reddington, 
the  well-known  Irish  Nationalist  ;  and  if 
^  Commission  composed  of  such  diverse 
"cnaeuts  could  come  to  a  unanimous  con- 
clusion,    surely     the     inference    to    be 
*'*^n     was     not     that    the     evidence 
JJ^  in    the   direction    which   the   hon. 
member  suggested,  but  that  it  must  have 
^^  overwhelming  in  the  other  direction. 
^0  Complaint  was  made  by  the  lessees, 
^'  ty  the  organisations  of   the  lessees, 
^  the  Commission    against   the    work- 
'^  of  the  present  system  as  a   whole, 
jlthough  there  were   complaints   in    in- 
Jjyidual    cases    of    excessive    royalties 
'^^Qg  exacted.     The  Commission  would 
^ve  liked  to  see  the  system  of  a  sliding 
*cale   Id    mining    royalties    universally 
^Pplied,  and  it  was  noteworthy  that  the 
^clesiastical  Commissioners,  the  largest 
^^Qers  of    minerals   in    England,    had 
^  all    their    recent    leases    introduced 
he  sliding   scale,   which   worked   with 


more    apparent    equity    than    a     fixed 
mining     royalty.       In    bad    times    the 
mineral    owners    suffered    with    others, 
and  had  to  lighten  their  demand.     The 
miners    hoped    that   if   the    State   took 
possession  of  the  mines  there  would  be  a 
larger  production  of  coal  in  the  country, 
but  he  thought  the  facts  and  the  evidence 
given    before    the    Commission    proved 
most  conclusively  that,  under  the  present 
system,   the   production   of  coal  in  this 
country  had   been  extraordinarily  rapid 
and  progressive.     The  rate  of  production 
of  coal  in  Great  Britain  was  enormously 
in  excess  of  that  in  Belgium,  Germany, 
and    France,    where    the    State    owned 
the     minerals,     the     increase      in     the 
United    Kingdom    in     10    years    being 
greater    than   the    total    production    in 
France  and  Belgium,  and  equal  to  one- 
half    the    production    in    Germany.     It 
was,   therefore,   impossible    to    believe, 
in    the     face     of     these     figures,    that 
the    present    system    tended    to    check 
production  in  Great  Britain.     This  was 
not    the   only    country   in  which    there 
was    private     ownership     of     minerals* 
The  system  had    been    adopted  in   the 
United  States  and  in  all  our  Colonies, 
and   in  the  United  States  there  had  in 
the   last  20   or   30   years    been  a  most 
extraordinary    development    of    mining 
industry,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  royalties  paid  in  the  United  States 
were    higher    than   those    paid    in   the 
United  Kingdom.      There  had  been  no 
sort  of  movement  in  the  United  States 
against  the  system.     The  evidence  from 
there  was  all  in  favour  of  private  owner- 
ship. It  was  not  the  fact  that  the  present 
system  of    royalties  injuriously  affected 
miners'  wages.  In  1 890  the  average  wage 
of   the   miner   in   France  was  £53  ;    in 
Belgium  it  was  £48  ;  in  Germany,  £53  ; 
while  in  this  country  it  was  £71,  and  it 
must  be  remembered  that  the  miners  in 
this  country  worked   under  better  con- 
ditions than  those  abroad.     The  Royal 
Commission    reported    in    favour  of   the 
present  system,  but  did  not  enter  upon  a 
detailed  consideration  of  the  practicability 
or   possibility   of   the  nationalisation  of 
minerL'is,  because,  in  their  judgment,  no 
sufficiently     definite    scheme     to     that 
end      (Was       brought     to    their     notice 
But,     i^s  such     a     scheme     had     been 
indicates)    by     the     hon.    Member     for 
the     Ince     Division,    he    asserted    un- 
hesitatingly   that    Conservatives   of    all 
kinds  of  opinion  had  very  strong  theo- 
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retical  and  practical  objections  to  any  |  But  it  is  no  use  lamenting  what  has  taken 
scheme  which  would  add  to  the  responsi- 
bilities of  the  State  in  this  vast  in- 
dustry. He  hoped  that  the  Amendment 
would  be  supported,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  speedily  give  effect  to 
the  positive  recommendaiious  of  the 
Commission. 

The  secretary  uf  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Asc^uiTH,  P'ife,  E.)  :  I  do  not  think  any 
hoii.  Member  can  complain  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  luce  has  introduced  such  an 
important  topic,  and  one  so  well  worthy 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  or  of 
the  Amendment  which  has  been  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  opposite  in  what  we 
must  regard  as  a  temperate  speech.  But 
we  canpot  treat  a  Resolution  such  as  mv 
hon.  Friend  has  proposed  as  a  mere 
expression  of  opinion ;  we  must  deal 
with  it  as  a  practical  proposal  which, 
if  the  Government  assented  to  it  and  the 
House  approved  it,  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  Parliament  to  carry  out.  My  hon. 
Friend  makes  in  his  Resolution  the 
definite  statement 

*'  that  the  time  has  anived  when  such  rents 
and  wavleaves  should  V>e  acquired  by  the 
State."  * 

The  proposal  deals  with  a  matter  which 
has  formed  the  subject  of  a  long  and 
laborious  investigation  by  a  particularly 
able  Royal  Commission,  which  was  com- 
posed with  the  greatest  impartiality. 
Three  members  of  that  Commission  are 
well-known  as  having  been  practically 
working  miners  themselves,  and  as 
having  been  associated  for  years  with 
the  representation  of  the  miners'  interest 
in  and  out  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Commission  presented  a  unanimous 
Report,  and  my  hon.  Friend  asks  us  to 
reverse  that  unanimous  finding.  That  is  a 
very  strong  position  for  any  Member  of  the 
House  to  take  up.  I  am  to  a  consider- 
able extent  in  sympathy  not  only  with 
the  general  object  of  bis  view,  but  with 
the  point  of  vicAv  from  which  he  ap- 
proaches th(}  question.  I  think  it  was  a 
misfortune  that  the  State  lost  its  cmtrol 
over  the  minerals,  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that,  if  the  transfer  hW  not 
taken  place,  we  should  now  hav^3  found 
ourselves  in  possession  as  a  comimunity 
not  only  of  a  very  valuable  source  of 
revenue,  but  of  the  means  to  ^control  a 
large  industry  upon  which  the  f)rosperity 
and  welfare  of  the  nation  audj  its  com- 
mercial predominance  must  largedv  depend. 

Mr.  Whitmore 


place  in  the  past.     What  we  have  to  do 
is  to  deal  with  the  actual  situation,  and  1 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  to  consider  what  his 
proposal  amounts  to.     I  would  ask  what 
is  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  .^ 
According  to  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion, the  rents  and  wavleaves  with  which 
he   proposes    to   deal    amount,    at    this 
moment,  to   the   annual    sum    of   about 
£5,000,000  sterliug.      It  is  obvious  tbar 
unless  the  State  acquires   the   mining  ol 
minerals    not    only    open,    but    uuopen, 
throughout    the   length    and    breadth  of 
Great  Britain   and    Ireland,  you  would 
only  be  dealing   with   the  matter  piece- 
meal, and  you  would   have,   side  hy  f\ik 
with  State  ownership,  private  ownership. 
What  does  that  amount  to  ?     It  amounts 
in    the   opinion    of  the    best   and  most 
sober-mindeil  authorities,  to  a  capital  ex- 
penditure of  £150,000,000  sterling.   Mv 
hon.    Friend    may    dispute    my  figure* 
upon  the  ground  that  the  £150,000,000 
sterling — I  am  only  using  rough  figure:« 
— ;will  oidy  be  needed  if  you  compensate 
the  existing  owners   on    what  be  woulJ 
regard  as  extravagant  terms.    I  followed 
with   great  care  what    my  hon.  Friend 
said    on    this    point,    but     I     am  not 
sure  I  altogether    understand    bis  posi- 
tion.      He    said     he   would    give  com- 
p3nsation  where  the  present  owner  can 
prove    his    title    by    purchase    or  some 
other  legitimate  means.     I  understand  a 
man  proving  his  title  by  purchase,  but 
what  are  the  other  legitimate  means  to 
which  he  refers  ?     Suppose  the  origin  of 
a  man's  title,  which  may  have  come  from 
his  grandfather  or  father,  or  which  may 
have  been    continued    in   his  familv  for 
generations    and    centuries,    is    lost  in 
obscurity,  and  that  it  is  impossible  at  this 
distance  of  time  to  prove  that  his  title 
had  wbat  I  mav  call  an  honourable  origin, 
then  arises  the   serious    question,  Is  be 
or  is  he  not  to  be  compensated  ?     If  tk 
State  is  to  step  in  it  must  be  on  the  term* 
of  paying  fair  and  reasonable  conij>en?a- 
tion  to  those  who  are  at  present  entitled; 
and    the  moment    you    bave    establis'hetl 
that  principle  you  land  yourselves,  r?  I 
say,  in  a  capital  expenditure  which  would 
be  something  like  a  quarter  or  more  than 
a  quarter  of  our  l^^ational   Debt.     I  ii^ 
my  hon.    Friend   what    profit  the  fStaf^ 
would  derive  from  the  transact iou  ;  bo' 
would  it  recoup  itself  ?     I  do  not  i^^^ 
any  case  whatever  has  been  made  out  At 
the  proposed  change.     I  am  not 
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to  use  my  own  words  iu  such  a  matter 
when  I  find,  as  I  do  iu  this  Report,  a 
most  careful  analysis  of  the  evidence  by 
a  man  iu  wiiose  judgment  I  place  every 
confidence — the  hon.  Mcm))er  for  Mor- 
peth, whose  absence  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  he  has  gone  to  Newcastle  to  take 
part  iu  the  formation  of  a  Wage  Board 
for  Northumberland  and  Durham,  and 
not  to  any  disposition  on  his  part  to 
shrink  from  the  full  responsibility  of  his 
position.  After  stating  that  the  lessees 
had  practically  mtule  no  complaint  what- 
ever of  the  royalty  system,  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Burt)  said  that  the  Com- 
missioners went  on  to  say  that,  on  the 
other  hand,  some  of  the  representatives 
of  the  miners  did  urge  that,  owing  to 
the  inability  or  unwillingness  of  the  mine- 
owners  to  reduce  the  royalties,  wages  had 
fallen,  strikes  had  been  caused,  and 
collieries  had  been  closed.  What  do  the 
Commissioners  say  ?     That — 

"  The  witnesses,  however,  frankly  a«lmitt€«l 
that  their  information  upon  the   subject  was 
imperfect,  as  they  hatl  not  the  means  of  know- 
ing accurately  the  transactions  between  lessors 
and   lessees.     We   entertain  no  doubt  of  the 
gooii  faith  of  their  rej)re8entations,  and  we  en- 
deavoure<l  to  ascertain  the  facta  in  respect  to 
the  particular  cases  cited.      Wc  found  that  in 
some  of  them  the  real  cause  of  the  stoppage  of 
the  mines  in  question  was  not  the  pressure  of 
royalties.    It  would  be  occupying  too  much 
•pace  in  our  Re|X)rt  to  enter  into  the  details  of 
these  cases,  but  a  summary  of  the  evidence 
with  regard  to  them  will  be  found  in  Appendix 
IV.     Without  going  so  far  as  to  say  that  no 
such  cases  have  occurred,  we  believe  that  they 
have   been    extremely    rare,   and   that    where 
mines  have  been  closed  it  has  generally  arisen 
from  other  causes  than  excessive  royalties.    Mr. 
R.  Young,  whom  we  examined  as  the  represen- 
tative  of    the   Northumberland     miners,   said 
truly   that  ♦  lessors  generally   find  it  to  their 
advantage  to  reiluoe  royalties  when  they  find 
that  a  reduction  is  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
continue! I  working  of  the  mines.'  " 

Those  are  the  facts  under  the  existing 
gystem,  as  the  Report  has  pointed  out. 
Do  not  let  it  be  supposed  that  I  or  the 
Government  in  whose  name  I  speak  are 
in  any  way  blind  to  the  defe(;ts  of  the 
existing  system,  which  the  Report  has 
pointed  out,  or  that  we  will  show  any 
slackness  in  giving  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commission  on  the 
subject.  I  myself  take  the  view  strongly 
that  where  you  have,  in  an  industry  such 
as  mining,  three  different  interests — the 
interest  of  the  owner  of  the  raw  material, 
if  I  may  so  call  it ;  the  interest  of  the  capi- 
talist who  is  working  the  raw  material ; 
and   the  interest  of   the   miner   who  is 


actually  engaged  in  hewing  or  winning 
it — and  where  from  unforeseen  causes  the 
profits  fall,  the  burden  of  the  loss  ought 
to ,  be    equally    distributed   among    the 
various    interests   concerned.      I    think 
the      system      under      which      one     of 
these   interests  escapes   scot-free   while 
the     other    two    have     to     divide    be- 
tween    them     the      whole     burden      is 
a     system     that     is     not     reconcilable 
with    justice    or   with    common    sense. 
I  think  there  are  cases,  T  do  not  say  they 
are  very  common,  but  they  are  sufficiently 
numerous  to  be  well  worth v  the  atten- 
tion  of  Parliament,  in  which  under  the 
existing  system  the  royalty  owner  does 
escape.     Unfortunately,  it  has  been  the 
practice  iu  many  of  our  mining  districts, 
at  any  rate,  to  have  a  fixed  royalty — a 
dead  rent  first  of  all,  and   then  a  royalty 
if  the  amount  raised  exceeds  the  amount 
of  the  dead  rent — going  on  for  30  or  40 
or   50  years,  with  no   provision    in   the 
lease  for  anything  that  might  happen  in 
the   interval.      A  very  great   authority, 
one  of  the  greatest  in  the  country  (Sir 
Lowthiau  Boll),  said  that  in  his  opinion 
it  would  be  verv  nnich  better  to  have  a 
sliding  scale  than  to  have  this  system  of 
fixed  royalties.     I  believe  that  to  be  the 
opinion  and  experience  of  a   very  large 
number    of    colliery    owners    in    Great 
Britain.     I  do  not  sav   that  is  a  matter 
in   which    Parliament   can    compulsorily 
interfere,  but  I  cannot  help  thinking  the 
adoption  of  the  sliding  scale   instead  of 
the  mechanical    rule   of   dead    rent  and 
fixed   royalty    would    very   largely  ease 
mining  transactions,  and  tend  to  shift  the 
burden  to  where  it  ought  in  fairness  and 
equity  to  be.      That  possibly  is  a  matter 
beyond  the  power  of  Parliament  to  deal 
with,  but  there  are  other  matters  which 
are  not  to  which  the  Commissioners  have 
referred.     I  will  only  state  two  or  three 
of  them  very  briefly.     In  the   first  place, 
I   think   it   is   pre-eminently   necessary, 
where  you  have  a  dead  rent,  and  where 
the  lessee,  working  with  reasonable  skill 
and    energy,    is   unable    to    produce   an 
amount  of  coal  in  the  year  sufficient  to 
work  out  that  dead  rent — ^a  case  of  what 
is  technically  known   as  "shorts" — but 
where  he  is  entitled  to  recoup  himself  in 
the  succeeding  year  for  that  deficiency, 
then,  when  you  come  to  the  end  of  the 
lease,  the  mine  owner   ought   not  to  be 
allowed  to  keep  in  his  pocket  the  amount 
of  royalty  which,  in  fact,  has  been  over- 
paid through  the  inability  of  the  lessee 
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to  work  it  out.     I  agree  with  the  recom-  I  this.     I   do    not   propose   to   saj  more. 
mendatioD    of   the    Commissioners    that  1 1    think    I    have   indicated,    so   far    as 
there  should  be  established  some  tribunal  |  the    Government    are     concerned,    that 
— I  do  not  say  how  it  should  be  consti-  ,  they  will  at  the  earliest  opportunity  that 
tuted — to   which,  in  cases  of  this  kind,  !  the  exigencies  of  Public  Business  allocs 
reference  might  be  made  in  order  that  i  be  prepared  to  give  full  and  even  liberal 
that  great  injustice  might  be  prevented.  !  effect  to  the  unanimous  recommendations 
It   is  a  more   doubtful    and    disputable    of  this  most  important  Commission.    We 
question  whether  there  should  be  power    ask  the  House  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  to 


in  the  same  tribunal  to  permit  temporary 
reductions  in  cases  of  unforeseen  calamitv 
or  accident.  That,  also,  is  a  matter  well 
worthy  the  consideration  of  the  Legis- 
lature.    There  is  a  third  point  in  which 


give   weight  to  the  ripe  and  deliberate 
judgment  of  the  Commission  to  whom  it 
has  been  deputed,  and  when  that  bodr 
has  pronounced  its  decision  not  to  go  be- 
hind that  decision.     We  ask  the  Hoase 


the  Commissioners,  I  am  glad  to  see,  ex-    not,  by  its  vote  to-night,  to  embark  oo  a 
pressed  a  clear  and  unfaltering  judgment,    very  large  and  speculative  scheme  the 
to   which   I  attach  great  importance —  |  limits  of  which  it  is  impossible  to  fore- 
namely,  that  there  should  be  no  unreason-    see,  and  for  which  no  sufficient  case  ha» 
able  restriction  allowed  by  law  to  the  free  ,  been  made  out  by  the  speech  of  my  hon. 
alienation  of   mining  leases.     A  mining  I  Friend  who  brought  forward  this  Molioo. 
lease  is  quite  a  different  thing  from  an  ,  The   Government,     therefore,    ask   the 
agricultural    lease.     Although    in    form  |  House  to    negative  the   Motion  in  the 
it  is  a  lease,  it  is  in  fact  a  purchase.     A  |  form  in  which  it  appears  on  the  Paper, 
lessee  who  has  thus  effected  a  purchase  ;  I  trust  that  after  what  I  have  said  mj 
should  have  the  same  free  disposition  of    hon.   Friend  may  see    that  we  have  W) 
his  property  as  an  ordinary  purchaser  of    want  of  sympathy  with  the  real  griev- 
land  has,  and  should  not  be  subject  to  '.  ances  which  he  has  brought  forward, 
unreasonable  refusals  on  the  part  of  the  |    •Mr.  MATTHEWS  (Birmingham, E.) 
lessor  to  permit  him  to  assign  his  interest.  ;  said,  it  would  be  useless  for  the  House  to 
All  those  points  are  well  worthy  of  con-  i  devolve  inquiries  to  Commissions  if  after 
sideratiou    with  the   view  to  legislation.  '  a  full   and  impartial  investigation  hoD. 
I   agree  entirely    with  my  hon.  Friend  !  Members  were  to  ask  the  Houwtogo 
(Mr.  Woods)  in  what  he  has  said  on  the    behind    the    Report.     Recognising  the 
subject  of   wayleaves.     I  think  a  clear    responsibility   of  the  House  in  that  re- 
case  has  been  made  out  on   the  evidence    spect,  he  must  say,  though  he  admired 
before    the    Commission  for  legislating    the  speech  to  which  they  had  listened,  he 
with  regard  to   the  existing  system   of    regretted  that  after  the  careful  and  fair 
wayleaves.     I  see  no  difference  whatever  |  inquiry   of    the    Commission    the   hon. 
in    principle    between    the     compulsory  [  Member  should  have  brought  this  Motion 
powers    which    this    House    constantly    before  the  House,     If  that  course  was  to 
allows  to  Railway  Companies,  and  other  !  be  taken  it  would  be  worse  than  useless 
undertakings   which   require  to  be  incor-  I  to  appoint  Commissions  of  this  kind.  1° 
porated  by  Act  of  Parliament,    and  the  i  the  appointment  of  the  Commission  the 
case  of  the  private    owners   or    private    utmost  care  was  taken  to  secure  the  most 
undertakers  who  are  carrying  out  an  in-    thorough  impartiality,  and  to  insure  thai 
dustry  so  important  to  the  community  as    every    view    would    be    patiently    con- 
the  mining  industry.     W^hen  it  is  shown    sidered,  and   that   every  effort  would  be 
that  the  owner  solely   by  the  unreason-    made  to  arrive  at  a    sound    conclusion, 
able   ami  arbitrary  use  of  his  monopoly    Now  the  House  was  asked,  as  the  result ' 
prevents  the  mining  lessee  from  getting  :  of   a  few  hours'  Debate,    to  reverse  the 
that  access  which  he  needs,  and  without    finding    of  the  Commission,  and   if  that 
which  he  cannot  get  his    goods  to   the    course  were  taken  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
market,  I  think  the  Legislature  may  very  I  be  worse    than  useless   to  spend  public 
well  step  in  and  give   some  independent    time  and    public    revenue  in  conducting 
Public  Authority  power  to  obtain  for  him    such    inquiries    in    future.     He  did  nol 
that  which   the  landlord   will  not  grant  ,  want  unnecessarily  to   prolong  this  di?- 
spontaneously  ;  and  the  tribunal  to  which  |  cussionand  would  only  say  he  believed  thtt 
I  have  referred,  the  composition  of  which  I  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Meml^er  oppo- 
the   Commissioners  hint  at,  might  very  l  site  (Mr.  Woods)  that  royalties  hampered 
well    be  entrusted    with   cases  such  as    trade  and  gave  foreigners  an  undue  ad- 
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antage  in  competing  with  us   was  un- 
ound  and  absoiatelj  groundless.     It  was 
ntrue  to  say  that  rojalties  could  have 
ny  operation  whatever  in  tlie  direction 
f  raising  prices  ;  prices  of  all  commodi- 
ies   were  determined   by  considerations 
otally  apart  from  any  royalty  that  might 
^  paid.     Had  the  hon.  Member  satisfied 
he  House  that  foreigners  paid  no  royal- 
ies  ?     In  point  of  fact,  royalties  in  some 
|bape  were  a  necessary  consequence  of  the 
act  that  the  cost  of  production  was  less 
than  the  price  obtainable  in  the  market 
for  the  article  produced.     They  must  go 
into  the  pocket  of  somebody,  and  into 
ivhose  pocket  they  went  did  not  matter 
o  the  miner,  whose  wages  wore  deter- 
lined   on  other  and  independent  consi- 
erations.     There   might  have  occurred 
Lses,   such  as    had  been  mentioned  by 
le    hon.  Member  for    Ince,   of  lessees 
ho    had     entered     into     foolish    bar- 
tins,    and    had     undertaken     to     pay 
gher  royalties  than  they  could  pay,  if 
ley  were  also  to  pay  fair  wages  ;  and  in 
>ch  cases   the    mines  usually   stopped. 
tit  there  were  plenty  of  cases  in  which 
^ners   worked   their  own    mines,  and 
ierefore  paid  no  royalties  at  all,  and  in 
ich  cases  the  men  employed  did  not  re- 
vive more  than  the  average  rate  of  wages, 
he  Report  of  the  Commission  curiously 
!»ve    illustrations  in  other  countries,  as 
^  France,  of  high  royalties  concurring 
'^th  high   wages,  and  nominal  royalties 
•^ith  wages    below  the   average.      The 
dyance   of  wages  where  royalties  were 
^id  proved  that  royalties  did  not  keep 
vages'low.     The  grounds  on  which  the 
appeal  was  made  to  the  House  failed,  and 
ion.  Members  would  appeal  in  vain.     As 
•^  the  proposed  remedy,  that  the  rights 
^f  mine-owners  should  be  purchased  by 
[|»e  State,  he  could  add  but  little  to  what 
^  been  said  by  the  Home  Secretary  ; 
^^t  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  sum  of 
^150,000,000  was  too  low,  and  less  than 
'hose  rights  would  fetch  in  the  market. 
*  he  question  was  involved  of  what  was 
o  be  done  with  the  lessees  ;  were  they 
0  be  left  in  possession,  some  of  them 
^ith   leases  for  40  or  50  years  ?     Was 
le  interest  of  the  owners  only  to  be 
mched,  and  not  that  of  the  lessees  ?    It 
id  been  suggested  that  the  State  would 
sal    more    "  humanely "    than    private 
iv^ners  in  the  remission  of  royalties  in 
ird  times ;  but  at  whose  cost  was  this 
imanity  to  be  exercised  ?     Were  the 
kxpayere  to  be  asked  to  submit  to  extra  , 
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burdens  in  order  to  ease  the  conditions  of 
competition  in  carrying  on  their  business 
to  wealthy  men  in  times  of  difficulty  ? 
And  these  were  men  who  had  made  bar- 
I  gains  with  all  the  foresight  and  judgment 
I  they    could    exercise.     The   House,    it 
seemed  to  him,  would  shrink  from  reliev- 
ing these  men  from  the  consequences  of 
their  bad  bargains.  That  was  a  proposal 
to  which  he  thought  the  House  would 
not  assent.     Both  in  America  and  Eng- 
land the  royalty  system  had  been  identi- 
fied with    the    highest   development   of 
mining  industry  for  the  benefit  of  both 
capitalists  and   working  men  ;  and  the 
facts  seemed  to  furnish  quite  sufficient 
reason  why  we  should  not  change  our 
system  for  that  of  the  Continent,  where 
miners  were  less  well  off  than  they  were 
here.     It  was  with  regret  he'  heard  the 
remark  of  the  Home  Secretary  that  when 
things  went  wrong  in  the  mining  industry 
the  owner's  interest  went  scot-free,  and 
the  lessees  and  miners  had  to  bear  the 
burden  of   the  loss — that   they   had  to 
bear  all  consequences.    This,  he  believed, 
was  not  a  correct  representation  of  what 
occurred.      It    was  true   the   owner  re- 
ceived    a    dead    rent    and     a    royalty 
which    was    fixed,     instead     of     being 
paid  on  a  sliding  scale ;    but  this  was 
because  lessees  preferred  fixed  charges  to 
sliding  scales.     A   lessee  gained  in  fat 
years  compensation  for  what  he  had  to 
lose  in  lean  years,  and  calculated  that  his 
average  payments  would  not  amount  to 
more  than  he  would  have  to  pay  under  a 
sliding  scale.     There  was  the  additional 
advantage  that  the  annoyance  and  incon- 
venience were  avoided  of  having  to  sub- 
mit accounts  of  sales  and  prices  in  order 
to    arrive    at  what  would    have   to   be 
paid    on    a   sliding  scale.     The  obliga- 
tion    to     pay     a    dead    rent    had    the 
effect     of      preventing     a     man     from 
becoming  a    monopolist   and    holding    a 
mine   for  the  mere  purpose  of  keeping 
someone  else  out — a  result  which  it  could 
not  be  desired  to  bring  about  by  a  change 
of   system   as  proposed.     It  was  better 
there  should  be  some  minimum  dead  rent 
fixed — some  moderate  amount,  supposing 
the   minerals  to  be  worked  reasonably. 
That  was   the  great  reason  in  favour  of 
maintaining  dead  rents.     It  was  a  system 
of  arrangement  by  mutual  consent,and  was 
satisfactory  in  all  cases  where  fixed  on  the 
basis  of  reasonable  working.     Where  the 
system  had  not  worked  satisfactorily  it 
was  not  the  fault  of  the  system  itself,  but 
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the  fact  of  particular  lessees  having 
arranged  unsatisfactory  terms.  On  all 
the  grounds  that  had  been  urged  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  entertain  an  j im- 
possible scheme  for  the  nationalisation  of 
our  minerals. 

Mr.  PRITCHARD  MORGAN 
(Merthyr  Tjdvil)  said,  he  had  on  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  in  favour  of 

*'Thc  creation  of  a  Mining  Department  to  be 
presided  over  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,*' 

and  that  such  a  Department  was  needed 
for  the  purpose  of  collecting  and  publish- 
ing accurate  information  with  regard  to 
mines  and  minerals.  From  this  point  of 
view  it  did  not  appear  that  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  had  received  any  con- 
sideration from  Her  Majesty  ^s  Govern- 
ment. It  was  admitted  on  all  sides  that 
mining  interests  were  vital  to  the 
country  ;  and  those  engaged  in  the 
mining  interests  scarcely  knew  what 
official  Departments  they  had  to  deal 
with.  On  the  one  hand  they  had  to  deal 
with  landowners ;  and  on  the  other 
they  were  concerned  with  various 
departments  both  at  the  Home 
Office  and  the  Board  of  Trade. 
The  time  had  arrived  when  not  only  the 
question  of  royalties  but  that  of  an  eight 
hours  day  in  mines  and  other  questions 
relating  to  the  mining  industry  should  be 
under  the  control  of  one  Department. 
This  was  not  the  first  time  he  had  made 
this  suggestion  to  the  House.  It  received 
favourable  consideration  three  or  four 
years  ago,  since  when  both  the  Miners* 
Federation  and  the  London  Chamber  of 
Commons  had  passed  unanimous  resolu- 
tions in  favour  of  it.  The  mineowner 
was  at  the  mercy  of  the  landowner,  and 
yet  could  not  pay  good  wages  to  the 
working  miner,  because  he  was  handi- 
capped through  having  to  give  a  portion 
of  his  product  to  the  owner  of  the  land. 
It  was  clear,  therefore,  that  royalties 
must  affect  wage«.  Ho  was  himself  in 
favour  of  royalties,  although  he  objecteil 
to  the  principle  on  which  they  were 
chargecl.  They  should  be  paid  on  the 
profits  of  an  undertaking,  and  not  on  the 
product.  In  some  of  the  Colonies  com- 
pulsory powers  were  given  to  miners  to 
carry  on  their  industry.  In  England  the 
miner  could  not  compulsorily  obtain  a 
mining  lease  so  as  to  give  employment  to 
labour,  although  compulsory  powers  were 
given  to  Local  Bodies,  and  compulsory 
powers  of  purchase  were  also  in  existence 
in  Ireland.     As  things  were  at  present, 
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the   man   who    wanted    to   employ   his 
capital  in  mining  had  to  go  hat  in  hand 
to  the  landowner,  who  of  course  insisted 
upon  having  all  his  conditions  performed 
and    fulfilled.     When    the    unfortunate 
miner  had  g^t  a  lease  he  was  met  by 
those  in  authority  with  the  remark,  ^  Yon 
had  no  right  to  take  that  lease.     If  yon 
do  not  like  its  conditions  you  ought  not 
to  have  taken  it."     The  miner,  however, 
who    wanted     to     employ    his    capital 
and   also   to    give    employment  to  \i\i 
fellow    man     had     to     submit    to   tlje 
state  of  things  as  they  existed.     In  otb^ 
countries  where  there  were  Ministers  of 
Mines   a  dispute  about    royalties   wi^ 
settled  by  the  Minister  of  Mines.    He 
read  that  afternoon  in    The  St,  James' 
Gazette   that  another  great  strike  wa^ 
i  threatened,   and    that    at   an  enormous 
meeting    of    miners   at    Nottingham  a 
violent  attack  had  been  made  on  Lord 
Shand,  who  had  kindly  undertaken  to 
perform     some     very    onerous    duties. 
During  the  last  strike  or  lock-oat  it  was 
found    necessary    to     get    the   present 
Premier  to  endeavour  to  throw  oil  upon 
the  troubled  waters.      They  were  nor 
I  again  apparently  in  a  very  serious  con- 
!  dition  with  regard  to  the  miners.    U*^ 
questions  in  dispute  could  be  cousidew^ 
by  some  proper  tribunal,  responsible  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  something  like 
relief  from  the  disorder  which  now  con- 
tinually prevailed  might  be  secured.  He 
believed  that  the  effect  which  the  present 
system  of    royalties   had  upon  industrr 
was  not  known  to  the  House  as  it  should 
be.     Only  that  morning  a  letter  reached 
him  from  the  manager  of  a  well-kno»n 
slate  quarry.    In  this  letter  the  following 
passage  occurred  : — 

"  I  maintain  that  the  value  of  the  r»* 
material  in  slate  quarries  does  not  aTer»2« 
more  than  lOs.  |>er  ton,  and  as  the  average 
royalty  per  ton  comes  to  about  28.  W.,it  follows 
that  the  royalty  is  about  2.")  j>er  cent,  of  tbe 
value  of  the  raw  material." 

He  himself  knew  a  very  promising 
sulphur  mine  in  North  Wales  where  *2o 
or  30  men  were  at  work.  Sulphiff 
could  be  brought  from  Italy  and  landed 
in  this  country  at  a  cost  of  about  9s.  6d. 
a  ton,  and  yet  the  owner  of  the  sulpbur 
mine  in  North  Wales  charged  a  royalty 
of  2s.  6d.  a  ton.  If  he  would  only  knock 
off  Is.  a  ton,  the  mine  could  employ  \^ 
or  200  men.  The  owner  of  the  mi^ 
was  a  noble  Lord  who,  he  supposed,  b^ 
never  been  in  the  district^  and  his  age*t> 
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nojdoubt  coDSidered  it  to  be  their  duty 
to  obtain  the  highest  possible  terms.  He 
would  suggest  that  if  the  Governraoat 
did  not  like  to  go  to  the  expense  of 
having  a  separate  portfolio  for  the 
Ministry  of  Mines,  they  should  make 
the  Minister  for  Agriculture  the  Minister 
for  Mines  us  well. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON 
(Tower  Hamlets,  Stepney)  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Inee  (Mr.  Woods)  had 
made  two  or  three  statements  with  regard 
to  mining  royalties  which  were  not  quite 
accurate.  In  the  first  place,  the  hon. 
Meml)er  said  that  the  mining  royalties  in 
this  country  amounted  to  8d.  per  ton.  It 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  the  average 
mining  royalty  in  South  Wales  did  not 
amount  to  more  than  o^d.  per  ton.  As 
to  fortunes  having  been  made  out  of 
mining  royalties,  such  a  thing  had  never 
occurred.  With  regard  to  wayleaves,  he 
admitted  that  some  alteration,  such  as  the 
constitution  of  a  new  Department  like 
the  French  Tribunal  de  Commerce,  would 
be  an  excellent  thing.  The  hon.  Member 
for  I  nee  (Mr.  Woods)  did  not  seem  to 
have  known  much  about  the  state  of 
things  in  foreign  countries,  inasmuch  as 
he  had  compared  mining  royalties  in  this 
country  with  those  in  France,  Germany, 
Austria,  and  Belgium.  France  had  no 
mining  royalties  at  all.  The  State  con- 
ceded the  land  to  the  miners,  and  the 
concessionaires  then  had  to  pay  an  octroi 
and  other  dues,  amounting  to  a  total  taxa- 
tion of  something  like  two  francs  a  ton. 
According  to  the  Royal  Commissioners' 
Report,  the  total  amount  of  coal  got  in 
the  United  Kingdom  was  upwards  of 
38,000,000  tons,  whilst  in  France  it  was 
only  6,000,000,  in  Belgium  2,000,000, 
and  in  Germany  23,000,000.  Therefore, 
the  whole  of  the  coal  produced  in 
France,  Belgium,  and  Germany  only 
amounteil  to  about  32,000,000  tons,  or  less 
than  the  production  of  Great  Britain.  It 
stood  to  reason  that  if  the  non-royalties 
system  were  more  favourable  to  France, 
Germany,  and  Belgium  than  the  royalties 
system  was  to  this  country,  the  output  of 
coal  would  be  much  greater,  especially 
when  it  was  borne  in  mind  that  the  hours 
of  labour  were  much  greater  on  the 
Continent  than  in  Great  Britain,  whilst 
the  wages  were  considerably  lower. 
With  reference  to  the  question  of  leasing, 
he  might  say  that  he  had  never  yet  granted 
ft  lease  which  did  not  contain  a  clause 
proFidiog  that  the  lessee   should   have 


the  power  of  transferring  it  to  anybody 
else,  and  the  transfer  of  such  leases  had 
always  taken  place  without  the  smallest 
objection,  providing  that  the  transferees 
were  respectable  and  substantial  people. 
Nobody,  of  course,  would  dream  of  trans- 
ferring a  lease  to  a  man  of  straw.  He 
did  not  believe  that  in  the  whole  of 
South  Wales  could  be  found  a  single 
instance  in  which  permission  hid  been 
refused  to  the  transfer  of  a  lease.  He 
himself  was  constantly  in  South  Wales, 
and  he  thought  he  had  a  thorough  know- 
ledge of  the  country,  so  that  his  state- 
ment was  not  made  without  experience. 
He  had  listened  with  a  great  deal  of 
pleasure  to  the  speech  made  by  the  Home 
Secretary  (Mr.  Asquith).  He  hoped 
and  trusted  that  the  Mover  and  Seconder 
of  the  Resolution  would  take  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman^s  very  pregnant  remarks 
to  heart,  and  would  abandon  the  scheme 
referred  to  in  their  Resolution,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  that  the  outcome  of  the  dis- 
cussion would  be  the  constitution  of 
Tribunals  of  Commerce  before  which  all 
matters  in  dispute  might  be  taken,  and 
which  might?  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
the  terrible  effects  of  strikes  from  which 
the  country  had  suffered  so  shockingly  in 

rf^oi^iif  f  I  111  AS 

Mk.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) said,  he  should  not  have  troubled 
the  House  had  it  not  been  for  the  fact 
that,  satisfactory  as  were  some  of  the 
recommendations  contained  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Royal  Commission,  he  shared 
a  strong  conviction  with  not  a  few  of  his 
constituents  that,  as  far  as  Cornwall  was 
concerned,  these  recorameudntions' were 
lamentably  deficient.  He  did  not  wish 
to  raise  the  question  in  the  interests  of 
one  class.  He  considered  that  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  the  House  was  bound 
to  regard  from  an  equitable  point  of 
view  the  interests  of  all  concerned — land- 
owners, lessees,  and  working  miners  alike 
— and  also  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  inte- 
rests of  the  community  at  large  were  at 
stake.  All  the  minerals  that  were  mined 
in  Great  Britain  were  absolutely  essen- 
tial to  the  prosperity  of  the  whole  of  the 
country.  The  question  the  House  had 
to  consider  was  how  it  could  best  alter, 
the  present  system,  which  had  certainly 
not  worked  uniformly  well.  Three  pro- 
posals had  l>een  put  forward  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate.  The  first  was 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ince 
(Mr.  Woods),  who  thought  that  mining 
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reuts  and  royalties  should  be  acquired  bj 
the  State.  The  secoud  was  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tunbridge  Division 
of  Kent  (Mr.  Griffith-Boscawen),  which 
simply  desired  the  House  to  take  its 
stand  upon  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission.  The  third  was 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
(Mr.  Pritchard  Morgan),  who  was 
anxious  to  see  established  a  Mining 
Department  presided  over  by  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown.  As  regarded  the  first 
proposal,  he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  could  not 
as  a  practical  man  shut  his  eyes  to  the 
convincing  character  of  the  logical  argu- 
ments advanced  against  it  by  the  Home 
Secretary.  Theoretically,  he  (Mr.  Cony- 
beare) held  that  the  minerals  should 
belong  to  the  State,  but  it  was  necessary 
to  consider  the  practical  limitations  by 
which  the  House  was  bound  in  a  matter 
of  this  kind,  and  he  felt  compelled  to  dis- 
card the  proposal  as  being  outside  the  range 
of  practical  politics.  The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tunbridge  was 
satisfactory  as  far  as  it  went.  It  pre- 
sented the  usual  mental  attitude  of  the 
Tory — ^namely,  that  of  'taking  one's 
stand  upon  that  which  existed,  and  ac- 
cepting that  which  was  presented  to  one 
without  troubling  to  consider  what  was 
really  the  best  course.  He  (Mr.  Cony- 
beare) was  not  content  to  take  his  stand 
on  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission  as  far  as  his  own  county  of 
Cornwall  was  concerned.  As  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr,  he  (Mr.  Conybeare)  thought  that 
an  important  industry  like  that  of  mining 
ought  to  be  adequately  represented  in 
the  Government  of  the  country,  and,  al- 
though he  did  not  complain  of  any  mal- 
administration on  the  part  of  the  Home 
Office,  he  was  convinced  that  it  was 
impossible  for  a  Department  which 
had  a  thousand  other  matters  to 
look  after  to  give  satisfactory  time, 
attention,  and  consideration  to  so 
gigantic  a  business  as  the  mining 
industry  of  this  country.  He  was 
therefore  at  ,  one  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr  in  his  proposal, 
and  he  thought  he  could  show  that  it 
was  very  important  to  establish  a 
tribunal,  iu  addition  to  a  Minister 
for  Mines,  with  such  powers  as 
were  outlined  by  the  Home  Secretary 
in  the  speech  he  hatl  just  delivered. 
He  was  the  more  pleased  with  the  refe- 
rence   which    the    Home    Secretary  had 
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made  in  this  respect,  because  it  showed 
how  they  had  progressed   in    the  years 
that  had  gone  by  since  he  first  entered 
the  House.    In  his  first  Session  the  matter 
of  mining  roy^ties  was  argued,  and  at 
that  time  he  believed  he  was  practically 
alone  in  advocating  the  establishment  of 
tribunals   for  the   settlement   of  mining 
disputes,  and  the  first  Member  who  intro- 
duced a  Bill  to  give  effect  to  that  proposal 
He  was  glad  to  think  that,  whatever  the 
recommendations    of    the    Royal    Com- 
missioners  might   have   been,  they  had 
now  heard  from  the  Home  Secretary  that 
he  was  entirely  in  favour  of  such  a  pro- 
posal, and  he  therefore  hoped  that  the 
time  was  not  far  distant  when  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  able  to  devote  a  little 
consideration   to   this   matter.     Though 
the  Commissioners  were  unanimous,  he 
happened   to  know   that  differences  of 
opinion  existed,  for  one  of  them  had  said 
to  him — "If  I   had    had   my  way,  the 
recommendations  would  have  been  some- 
what different."     He  believed  that  those 
who   had  the  interests  of    Cornwall  at 
heart  would  be  agreed  that  the  recommeo- 
dations   ought   to    have    been  different, 
so  far  as   that  county   was   coDcenied* 
The  seventh  recommendation  stated  that 
the  Commissioners  recommended  for  the 
favourable   consideration  of    Parliament 
any  measure  which  might  be  introduced, 
with  the  concurrence  of  all  parties  con- 
cerned, for  dealing  with  mineral  leases  in 
Cornwall  and  Devonshire, 

"  Such  as  the  Bill  introduced  into  the  Home 
of  Commons  by  Mr.  St.  John  Aubyn  and  Low 
St.  Levan  in  1886." 

In  regard    to   that  recommendation,  he 
must  complain  that  it  was  singularly  in- 
adequate, as  contrasted  with  the  proposal 
which  the  Home  Secretary  was  in  favour 
of — a  special  Court  for  mining  questions. 
That  Bill  was  defeated  on  the  Second 
Reading,  on  the  very  ground  that  it  was 
so  ridiculously   inadequate  that  it  would 
not  at  all  satisfy  the  wishes  and  claims  of 
the  people   of   Cornwall.     He  had  the 
satisfaction   of  bringing  about  the  defeat 
of  Mr.  St.  John  Aubyn  on  that  ground, 
and   it  was  an   unworthy   suggestion  to 
make  that  they  should  go  back  to  that 
defeated  Bill.    The  evidence  even  of  such 
staunch  apologists  of  the  landlord  interest 
as  Mr.  Marriott,  which  was  quoted  in  the 
final  Report  of  the  Commissioners, showed 
that  this  proposal  was  absolutely  un8ati^ 
factory.     If  the  Home  Secretary,  when 
he  came  to  consider  this  matter,  would 
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Btudj  particularly  the  evidence  connected 
with  the  count  J  of  Cornwall,  he  would 
find  that  witness  after  witness — well- 
known  names  in  connection  with  the 
county — was  in  favour  of  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Court  of  Arbitration.  Those 
who  drafted  the  Bill  in  1886,  who  were 
his  political  opponents,  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  a  Court  of  Arbitra- 
tion, but  to-daj  practically  every  mining 
authority  was  in  favour  of  it,  and  he 
Asserted  that  it  would  be  an  insult  to  the 
county  if  that  recommendation  which  had 
now  been  made  should  be  taken  as  repre- 
seating  what  the  people  of  Cornwall 
desired  and  intended  to  have.  He  had 
introduced  into  the  House  during  several 
Sessions  a  Bill  embodying  what  he  had 
reason  to  believe  were  the  views  of  a 
great  proportion,  at  any  rate,  of  his  own 
constituents  in  reference  to  this  Court  of 
Aj-bitration,  and  in  the  evidence  which 
he  gave  before  the  Royal  Commission  the 
details  were  given  as  to  the  appointment 
jf  a  Court  representing  all  the  three  in- 
terests concerned — the  mine-owners,  the 
iessees,  or  "  adventurers  "  as  they  were 
called  in  Cornwall,  and  the  working 
niiuers.  He  made  this  suggestion  to  the 
Government  :  Cornwall  had  always  been 
^parately  treated  in  these  mining  matters. 
*wo  hundred  years  ago  they  had  a 
^grular  Parliament  of  their  own,  in  which 
^11  matters  connected  with  tenures  were 
<*ealt  with  by  representatives  of  different 
portions  of  the  county,  and  he  asked  that 
^hey  should  be  allow^  to  revert  to  the  old 
practice.  The  Stannaries  Court  was  now 
Merely  a  sort  of  County  Court,  the  prin- 
cipal officer  holding  an  office  which  was 
almost  a  sinecure,  and  he  thought  it 
Vould  be  possible  to  establish  a  Court 
Vhich  would  be  representative  of  all  the 
three  classes  interested,  which  would 
jeal  out  equal  justice,  and  which  would 
probably  be  so  successful  that  most  of 
;he  other  mining  districts  would  be  only 
;oo  anxious  to  follow  their  example. 
iVith  regard  to  the  question  of  royalties, 
16  considered  that  the  nation  ought  to 
lave  an  interest  in  them,  and  he  did  not 
ee  why  there  should  be  any  difficulty 
n  insisting  that  a  portion  of  the  royal- 
ies  that  now  went  into  the  pockets  of 
>rivate  individuals  should  be  the  pro- 
)erty  of  the  nation.  He  thought  it 
irould  be  only  fair  that  there  should  be 
k  division  of  rates  upon  mines  between 
;be  royalty-owner  and  the  mine-owner, 
:or  the  former  at  present  bore  none  of 
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these  exceedingly  heavy  charges.  The 
late  Home  Secretary  had  talked  about 
the  lessees  as  being  themselves  to  blame 
if  they  entered  into  foolish  bargains ; 
but  those  foolish  bargains  were  in  most 
cases  thrust  upon  them.  Mine-owners 
had  formerly,  and  still  had,  the  power 
to  insist  upon  their  own  terms  ;  they  had 
practically  absolute  ownership,  and  so 
long  as  that  absolute  ownership  was  un- 
controlled by  such  a  Court  as  he  had  sug- 
gested, it  would  be  in  the  power  of  indivi- 
dual mine-owners — if  it  was  not  true  gene- 
rally of  their  class — to  impose  whatever 
conditions  they  pleased  upon  the  unfor- 
tunate lessees  or  "adventurers."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  also  contrasted  the 
condition  of  the  working  miners  of  this 
country  with  that  of  the  working  miners 
abroad,  and  stated  that  the  latter  were 
worse  off  than  our  own  countrymen,  the 
wages  here  being  higher  than  on  the 
Continent,  where  the  mines  were  more  or 
less  under  the  control  of  the  State.  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  right 
as  regarded  the  miqers  .  of  France, 
Belgium  and  Germany,  but  as  regarded 
the  United  States  of  America,  Mexico, 
South  America,  and  South  Africa,  he 
would  find  that  men  who  were  doing  the 
same  work  there  as  the  men  in  his  own 
constituency  in  Cornwall  were  receiving 
as  much  as  £12,  £16,  and  even  £20  a 
month,  whereas  the  Cornwall  miners 
were  scarcely  getting  £4  a  month.  The 
evidence  showed  that  there  was  a  general 
consensus  of  opinion  in  Cornwall  against 
royalties  being  fixed  for  a  long  term  of 
years,  and  that  was  another  matter  which 
he  recommended  to  the  attention  of  the 
Government.  He  heartily  thanked  the 
Home  Secretary  for  having  given  utter- 
ance to  what  he  would  describe  as  so 
advanced  a  programme  in  reference  to 
this  matter,  as  compared  with  what  they 
were  struggling  for  some  years  ago  in 
regard  to  the  establishment  of  a  tribunal 
to  deal  with  all  these  questions. 

•Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
stone),  who  was  received  with  cries  of 
"  Divide  I "  said,  he  was  quite  aware 
that  the  House  was  anxious  for  a  Divi- 
sion ;  but  this  was  a  very  important 
question,  and  ought  not  to  be  disposed  of 
in  the  summary  manner  that  some  hon. 
Members  seemed  to  desire.  He  would 
have  liked  to  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
speaking  at  some  length,  because  it  was 
a  subject  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the 
working  classes  throughout  the  country  ; 
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the  moBt  intelligent  nrtisane  in  tlie  coun- 
trj,  and  lie  felt  Bfttiefied  that  such  a 
Besotulion  would  be  introdnced  into  and 
passed  by  this  House  at  no  distant  date. 
This  was  a  scheme  which  found  favour 
out  of  doors  when  the  question  of  old  age 
peusions  was  under  cousideralioD.  It  was 
uo  doubt  difficult  to  decide  where  the 
moaey  should  come  from  to  provide 
those  old  age  pensions  ;  but  it  wan  thought 
that  when  the  State  had  resumed  ils  pro- 
prietary rights  i«  tlie  mineral  wealth  of 
the  Kiugdom,  aud  the  £5,000,000  whiib 
wore  now  pocketed  by  landlords  as  mining 
royalties  had  been  placed  at  the  dispofnl 
of  the  uatioa,  that  the  amount  would 
be  almost  sufficient  to  pay  old  age  peu- 
sions.  He  koow  tliat  the  word  "  confisca- 
tion "  was  an  ugly  one,  but  he  did  not 
think  the  working  classes  were  likely  to 
be  frightened  by  it,  because  they  knew 
that  a  system  of  legal  robbery  had  been 
in  existence  for  generations  past  in  the 
abominable  system  of  leaseholds  which 
enabled  landlords  to  compel  people  to  pay 
heavy  ground  rents  for  the  privilege  of 
building  houses  upon  land  which  had 
previously  been  worth  next  to  nothing, 
and  then  at  the  end  of  the  lease  appro- 
priating the  bricks  und  mortar  and 
labour  and  capital  and  skill  of  the  indus- 


biit  he  would  not  detain  the  House  long. 
He  was  very  glad  that  an  opportunity 
had  been  found  of  introducing  this  sub- 
ject and  raising  even  a  brief  discussion  upon 
it,  because  he  had  noticed  that  for  years 
past,  so  for  ae  the  working-class  electors 
in  the  towns  were  concerned,  there  was 
a  strong  and  growing  opinion  upon 
the  question,  and  they  were  exeeed- 
ingly  anxious  that  au  effi>rt  should  be 
made  to  find  some  solution  for  the 
problem.  He  had  listened  to  tho 
speech  of  tho  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tunbridge  Division  of  Kent,  in  which 
he  stated  that  he  could  not  see  the 
slightest  difference  between  property  in 
minerals  aud  property  of  any  other  kind. 
If  the  hon.  Member  failed  to  discovei 
ihe  difference,  and  would  consult 
the  intelligent  artizans  of  tho  towns, 
in  their  clubs  and  political  organisa- 
tions, they  would  soon  tell  him 
the  difference,  which  was  that  one 
was  the  gift  of  nature  and  the  other 
was  the  product  of  human  industry.  The 
Home  Secretary  had  told  them  that  he 
was  very  sorry  the  nation  had  ever 
parted  with  its  interest  in  the  mineral 
wealth  of  the  Kingdom.  Duthe  remem- 
bered that,  not  more  than  three  years 
since,  the  House  was  afforded  an 
opportunity     of     introducing    the    very  |  trial  classes.     As   the  clock    pointed   1 


,the  recognition  of  which 
iioD.  Friend  now  contended  for,  into 
a  Constitution  which  was  then  being  dis- 
cussed in  this  House — namely,  the 
Coustitution  of  Westeru  Australia.  At 
tliat  time  he  (Mr.  Cremer)  moved  an 
Amendment  that  the  Government  of 
that  country  should  give  effect  to  the 
very  principle  now  contended  for,  and 
retain  as  public  property  the  mineral 
wealth  of  the  colony,  hut  the  Home 
Secretary  was  not  one  of  those  who 
went  into  tho  Lobby  and  supported  that 
Amendment.  The  Home  Secretary  and 
other  speakers  had  told  them  that  the 
nation  could  only  acquire  the  mineral 
wealth  of  the  Kingdom  by  an  expenditure 
of  fISO.OOO.OOO  or  by  confiscation. 
But  there  was  au  alternative  proposal 
which  he  had  frequently  heard  dis- 
cussed by  working  men- 
this  House  should  notify  thi 
and  mines  that  the  time  had  arrived  when 
the  State  was  determined  to  resume  its 
proprietary  rights  in  the  soil  and  minerals, 
giving  the  possessors  of  land  and  royalties 
simply  a  life  interest  therein.  He  believed 
that  was  a  solution  which  was  favouretl  by 
Sir.  Cremer 


the  hour  of  8,  he  would  not  further  pro- 
long the  discussion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  loO  ;  Koes 
43.— (Division  List,  No.  18.) 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  agaiii  proposed. 

BUSINESS  Of  THE  HODSE. 
MR.J.MORLEY;  By  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  I  should  like  to  coireci  a 
statement  which  I  made  earlier  this  after- 
noon.     I    intimated     that    the     Motion 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  the   Leader 
of  the  House  would  make  on  Mondai 
reference  to  the   Business  of  the  House 
would  be   limited  to  Whitsuntide.     1 
Motion  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  will 
make  will  be  to  give  priorily  to  Govern- 
namely,  that  |  nient  Business  on  Tuesdays  and  Morning 
jwnersof  land  '  SittingBoutndays,notmerely upto Wtiii- 
suntidebut  up  to  the  end  of  the  Sessioti. 
Notice  Uken,  that  40  Members  were 
not   present ;    House   counted,    and    40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjoamed  at  ten  mlnntn  tBf 
Bight  o'clock  till  MoodajiKik 
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HOUSE      OF      LORDS, 
Monday,  9th  April  1894. 


SAT  FIRST. 
The  Lord  Tweedmouth,  after  the  death 
of  his  father. 

THE  BEAUMARIS  SCHEME. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  iu  aecordaDce  with  private  notice 
which  he  bad  given,  he  desired  to  ask  the 
Lord  President  whether  the  Beaumaris 
Scheme  had  been  printed,  and  if  not 
when  it  would  be  laid  before  the  House  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY AND  LORD  PRESIDENT  of 
THE  COUNCIL  (The  Earl  of  Rose- 
bery)  :  I  understand  it  will  be  printed 
and  circulated  to  the  Members  of  the 
House  this  afteruoon. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  (No.  2)  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons  ;  read  1*  ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners.     (No.  9.) 

STATUTE    LAW    REVISION    BILLS  AND 
CONSOLIDATION  BILLS. 

Message  from  the  Commons  that  thej 
concur  in  the  Resolution  of  this  House 
communicated  to  them  on  the  19th  of 
March  last  on  the  subject  of  Statute  Law 
Revision  Bills  and  Consolidation  Bills  as 
desired  by  this  House. 


PISTOLS     BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  regulate  the  sale  and  use  of  pistols 
— Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alder  ley  ;  read  !•  <  and  to  be  printed.  (No.  11.) 


CHARITABLE    TRUSTS     ACTS    AMENDMENT 

BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Charitable  Trusts  Acts 
— Was  presented  by  the  Lorrl  Halsbury  ;  reati 
!• ;  and  to  be  printed.    (No.  12.) 

LIMITATION    OF    ACTIONS    BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  limi- 
tation of  'actions — Was  presented  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  ;  read  1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be 
read  2*  on  Monday  next.     (No.  13.) 
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LAW    OF    INHERITANCE  AMENDMENT 
BILL    [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  of  inheritance  to  real 
property — Was  presented  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ;  read  !• ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read 
2^  on  Monday  next.    (No.  14.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     COMMONS, 
Monday,  9th  April  1894. 


QUESTIONS. 


FOOTPATHS  IN  THE  ISLAND  OF 
LEWIS. 

Mk.  weir  (Ross  and  Cromarty)  :  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Secretary  for  Scotlaud 
whether  his  atteutiou  has  been  drawn  to 
a  Petition  signed  by  15  beads  of  families 
at  Calbost,  Park,  Lochs,  Lewis,  in 
which  it  is  stated  that  the  Planasker  (or 
Marvig)  School,  which  was  built  for  this 
district,  is  about  two  miles  from  the  town- 
ship they  represent,  in  which  there  are 
fully  40  children  of  school  age  ;  that, 
since  the  erection  of  said  school  house, 
children  have  had  to  walk  tbat  distance 
through  rough  ground  in  all  weathers  ; 
that  last  year  an  attempt  was  made  by 
the  County  Council  to  construct  a  foot- 
path from  the  township  to  the  school, 
but  from  want  of  funds  it  was  not  com- 
pleted ;  and  that  during  the  past  incle- 
ment winter  the  parents  unanimously 
agreed  to  keep  their  children  from  school, 
and  no  child  has  attended  school  from 
the  township  since  the  beginning  of 
February  ;  and  whether,  if  these  state- 
ments are  confirmed  upon  inquiry,  steps 
will  be  taken  to  remedy  the  existing 
state  of  matters  ?  The  hon.  Member 
complained  that  after  the  words  "  rough 
ground  "  the  words  "and  swampy  bogs, " 
inserted  in  the  question  as  handed  in 
at  the  Table,  had  been  omitted. 

The  secretary  for  SCOT- 
LAND  (Sir  G.  Tkevelyan,  Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :  My  attention  has  not  been 
called  to  the  Petition  referred  to,  but  J 
have  nothing  to  add  to  the  answer  which 
I  gave  to  the  hon.  Member  on  the  22nd 
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of  March,  in  reply  to  a  similar  question. 
While  it  is  the  practice  of  the  Scotch 
Education  Department  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  School  Boards  to  the  necessity  of 
securing  regular  attendance,  yet  it  rests 
with  the  School  Boards,  and  not  with 
the  Department,  to  enforce  the  compul- 
sory clauses. 

ALLEGED  ASSAULT  BY  A  LEWIS 
SCHOOLMASTER. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary for  Scotland  whether  he  will  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  a  case  of  alleged 
assault,  on  ISth  January  last,  by  the 
schoolmaster    of     Knockindue      School. 

0 

Keose,  Lochs,  Island  of  Lewis,  upon  a 
boy,  aged  1 3  years,  a  pupil  of  that  school, 
reported  to  the  Procurator  Fiscal  for 
the  Island  of  Lewis ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Procurator  Fiscal,  in 
making  inquiry  into  the  case,  sought  no 
information  from  the  parents,  or  from 
the  doctor  who  attended  the  boy  and 
dressed  his  wounds  ;  that  he  referred  the 
parents  to  the  School  Board  of  which  he, 
the  Procurator  Fiscal,  is  clerk  ;  and  that 
he  never  brought  the  case  before  the 
School  Board ;  whether  he  will  state 
what  other  offices  the  Fiscal  holds  ;  the 
amount  of  his  commissions,  fees,  or 
allowances  from  private  parties  for  pro- 
secutions for  the  year  ending  the  31st  of 
March,  1893  ;  and  on  what  transactions 
these  commissions,  fees,  or  allowances 
were  paid  ;  and  whether  he  is  aware 
that  manv  children  in  the  district  are 
not  attending  school,  whilst  the  School 
Board  take  no  notice  of  the  fact  ? 

Sir  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Procurator  Fiscal  that  he 
carefully  investigated  the  allegations  of 
undue  severity  towards  pupils  made 
against  the  head  master  of  Knockindue 
Public  School,  and  deemed  it  advisable 
to  institute  proceedings.  After  an  ex- 
haustive trial  before  the  Sheriff  of 
Ross  and  Cromarty,  in  the  course  of 
which  he  heard  evidence  from  school 
children,  parents,  the  compulsory  attend- 
ance officer,  the  parish  doctor  and  Her 
Majesty's  Inspector  of  Schools,  the  head- 
master was  acquitted.  I  think  it  right 
to  add  that  the  Inspector  of  Schools 
gave  testimony  in  his  evidence  to  the 
efficiencv  and  success  of  the  head  master; 
and  I  understand  that  the  attendance  at 
Knockindue  School  is  about  the  best  in  the 
parish.     The  Fiscal  holds  under  autho- 

Sir  G,  Trevelyan 


rity  from  the  Sheriff  the  offices  of  clerk 
to  the   School  Board  of  Lews,  and  the 
office   of  Secretary   to    the    Piers    and 
Harbours   Commissioners.     During    the 
year  ended  the  31st  of  March,  1893,  be 
did    not    conduct    any    prosecution    on 
behalf  of  private  parties,  and  he  received 
no   commissions,  fees  or  allowances  in 
respect  of  any  such  prosecutions.    The 
School   Board  and  managers  intimated 
before  the  trial  their  willingne8.s  to  bear 
the  complainants  at  the  first  meeting  of 
the  new  School  Board  which  was  recentlj 
elected.     That  meeting  takes  place  to 
day. 

Mr.  WEIR  gave  notice  that  he  would 
call  attention  to  the  matter  od  the 
Estimates. 

REPORTED  WRECK  OFF  WARREN 
HASTINGS  ISLAND. 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty   whether   his   attention   has  beeo 
called  to  a  Report  made  at  Vancouver 
by    Captain    Tullock,    of    the   Britif^ 
General^  to  the  effect  that  he  had  been 
boarded  off  Warren  Hastings  Island  io 
December  last  by  natives,  who  reported 
the  loss  of  a  large  vessel  there  sevw 
months  previously,  and  gave  up  a  quad- 
rant belonging  to  the  vessel ;  that  ther« 
was   reason    to   believe  that   the  vessel 
was  either  the  Morayshire  or  the  Bla^^ 
Athof,  both  of  which,  bound  from  Java 
to  Vancouver,  have  been  missing  since 
last  summer  ;  and  that,  in  his  opinion,  a 
search  should   be  made  on  the  island: 
and  whether,  in  the  interest  of  the  Mer- 
chant  Navy    and    the  relatives  of  the 
officers  and  crews  of  the  missing  vessels, 
it  will  be  possible  for  one  of  the  Queen's 
ships  to   visit  the    island  and  make  in- 
quiries ? 

The  secretary  to  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Sir  U.  Kay-Shcttlewobth, 
Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  :  The  first  in- 
formation we  have  received  is  from  mt 
hon.  Friend.  The  newspaper  report*  are 
somewhat  conflicting,  and  we  cannot  say 
what  action  may  be  desirable  till  we 
have  receivetl  further  information  from 
the  owners  of  the  British  General^  to 
whom  a  telegram  has  been  sent  to-day 
by  the  Admiralty. 

FRAUDS   IN  THE   MEAT  TRADE. 
Mr.  SEYMOUR  KEAY  (Elgin  and 
Nairn)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  <rf 
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e  Board  of  Agriculture  whether  Her 
[ajestj^s  Goverumeut  will  favourably 
insider  the  recommeudatioos  of  the 
ommittee  of  the  House  of  Lords  ou  the 
tarkiog  of  foreign  meat — uamely,  that 
v^erj  dealer  ia  this  class  of  meat  should 
e  required  to  register  himself  as  such, 
ud  to  affix  a  notice  over  his  shop  inti- 
aatiug  that  he  is  a  registered  dealer  in 
hat  commodity,  also  that  inspection 
ibould  be  made  of  retail  butchers'  shops 
>y  duly  qualified  Inspectors  to  secure 
compliance  with  these  conditions  ? 

The  president  of  thb  BOARD 
►F  AGRICULTURE  (Mr.  H.  Gardner, 
i^ssex.  Saffron  Walden)  :  I  understand 
lat  the  recommendations  to  which  my 
>n.  Friend  refers  are  embodied  in  the 
ill  standing  in  the  name  of  my  hon. 
'lend  the  Member  for  the  South  Moltou 
vision.  We  shall  give  very  careful 
Qsideration  to  the  arguments  advanced 
support  of  that  Bill  should  an  oppor- 
aitj  for  its  discussion  arise  ;  but  Her 
itjesty's  Government  are  not  satisfied 
tVier  that  further  legislation  is  neces- 
^t'y,  or  that  the  adoption  of  the  pro- 
<^8als  of  the  Committee  would  he  of  any 
^al  benefit  to  home  producers,  and  they 
*^,  therefore,  not  disposed  themselves  to 
■^^Uiate  legislation  on  the  subject. 

METROPOLITAN  COUNTERMEN  AND 
TELEGRAPH  CLERKS. 

Mr.  BUTCHER  (York)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  ho 
lias  had  an  opportunity  of  considering  a 
Petition  of  the  Metropolitan  Districts 
Countermen  and  Telegraph  Clerks,  dated 
the  28th  of  February,  1893,  and  having 
reference  to  the  conditions  of  their  anuivil 
leave,  and  whether  a  reply  to  such  Peti- 
tion may  shortly  be  expected  ;  and  whe- 
ther he  has  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering a  Petition  of  the  Metropolitan 
Districts  Countermen  and  Telegraph 
Clerks,  which  was  presented  ou  the  16th 
3f  May,  1883,  having  reference  to  their 
duties  and  pay,  and  whether  a  reply  to 
such  Petition  may  shortly  be  expected  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  A.  MoRLEY,  Nottingham,  E.)  :  The 
Petition  of  the  28th  of  February  from 
the  countermen  and  telegraphists  in  the 
Metropolitan  District  was  duly  considered, 
but  before  an  answer  could  be  sent  the 
Petition  of  the  16th  of  May,  1893,  which 
raised  the  whole  question  of  the  condi- 
tioDB  of   employment  of  these  officers, 


was  received,  and  it  was  thought  best  to 
deal  with  the  two  Petitions  together. 
The  subjects  dealt  with  by  these  Peti- 
tions arc  still  under  consideration,  but  I 
hope  shortly  to  be  able  to  .reply  to  the 
Memorialists. 

DINGWALL  GAME  PROSECUTIONS. 

Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord 
Advocate  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to   the   conviction   of  Wm.  Mackenzie, 
Ardneaskan,  by  Sheriif  Hill,  at  Ding- 
wall, on  the  13th  of  February,  1894,  on 
a   charge   of   trespassing   in   pursuit  of 
game  on  the  estate  of  Baron  Middleton, 
of   Applecross,   on  the  9th  of  January 
last,  on   the   sole  evidence  of   a   game 
watcher,  who  admitted  that  he  was  not 
at   any   time   within   40    yards  of    ths 
accused  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  other 
witnesses  in  their  evidence  showed  that 
it  was  a  physical  impossibility  for  Mac* 
kenzie   to  be  at  the  place  at  the   time 
mentioned  ;    and  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  amend  the  Law  of  Evidence,  in 
order  to  make  it  obligatory  that  the  evi- 
dence of  at  least  two  witnesses  shall  be 
taken  to  justify  conviction  ? 

•The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.B. 
Balfour,  Clackmannan,  <&c.)  :  I 
answered  this  question  so  far  on  Tuesday 
last.  On  further  inquiry  I  find  that  the 
watcher  had  previously  known  the 
accused,  that  on  the  day  in  question  he 
had  had  him  in  view  for  three  hoars, 
and  had,  therefore,  full  opportunity 
of  identifying  him.  It  is  the  fact  that 
the  watcher  was  never  nearer  to  him  than 
40  yards  ;  but  at  this  distance  they  had 
some  conversation,  and  the  accused,  after 
shooting  the  watcher's  dog  dead, 
threatened  to  shoot  the  watcher  himself. 
The  evidence  of  the  only  witness,  who 
stated  that  it  was  impossible  for  the 
accused  to  be  at  the  place  at  the  time 
mentioned,  failed  upon  cross-exaniiim- 
tion  ;  and  that  even  taking  the  watcher's 
own  statement,  it  was  quite  possible  for 
him  to  have  done  all  that  was  alleged. 
There  have  been  cases  which  have  shown 
the  desirability  of  an  amendment  of  the 
Day  Trespass  Act,  but  I  doubt  whether 
this  is  one  of  them. 

KILLARNEY  UNION. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 

auditor  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
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has  recently  made  any  Report  as  to  the 
financial  condition  of  the  Killarney 
Union,  and  if  he  can  give  the  substance 
thereof  ;  whether  it  is  true  that  £5,031 
of  the  poor  rate  remained  uncollected  at 
the  close  of  the  year,  and  that  £2,122  of 
the  seed  rate  was  Still  outstanding  ;  and 
if  he  can  state  what  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  propose  to  do  in  the  matter  ? 
The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  J.  Morley,  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne) :  I  am  informed  that 
the  Auditor^s  Report  in  the  case  of  the 
Killarney  Union  was  entered  on  the 
Union  Ledger  and  submitted  to  the 
Board  of  Guardians  in  ordinary  course. 
The  Report  was  published  in  the  local 
newspapers,  from  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man can  obtain  the  information  he  desires 
in  answer  to  the  first  paragraph.  As 
regards  the  second  paragraph,  I  under- 
stand that  on  the  24th  of  March  the  out- 
standing balances  in  respect  of  poor  rate 
and  seed  rate  had  been  reduced  to  £3,966 
and  £2,037  respectively.  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  addressed  a 
communication  to  the  Guardians  warning 
the  collectors  that  unless  their  collections 
were  brought  to  a  satisfactory  close 
within  a  specified  period  they  would  find 
it  necessary  to  remove  them  from  office. 

THE  SLANEY  FISHERIES. 

Mr.  FFRENCH  (Wexford,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it 
has  been  brought  to  his  notice  that,  under 
the  bye-laws  of  the  Conservancy  Board 
which  regulate  the  close  time  for  fishing 
in  the  Slaney,  the  net  fishermen  are 
placed  at  a  disadvantage  in  taking  salmon, 
as  compared  with  the  anglers  in  that 
river  and  the  net  fishermen  in  neighbour- 
ing rivers  ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
fishermen  have  only  three  representatives 
on  the  Conservancy  Board,  whereas  the 
anglers  are  represented  by  three  elected 
members  and  also  10  ex  officio  members, 
together  with  10  other  ex  officio  members 
who  may  be  called  in  at  any  moment ;  and 
whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  matter, 
with  a  view  to  remedying  the  alleged-) 
grievance  of  the  Slaney  fishermen  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Inspectors 
of  Fisheries  inform  me  that  the  Close 
Season  Order  referred  to  was  passed  with 
the  object  of  preserving  the  stock  of  fish 
in  the  River  Slaney,  which  was  proved 
to  be  diminishing  from  excessive  netting. 

Mr.  T.  W.  Russell 


The  Order  was  not  passed  in  the  interest 
of  any  one  class  of  fishermen,  and  the 
Inspectors    believe   that  the  restrictions 
placed  on  netting  will  ultimately  benefit 
both  net  fishermen   and   anglers.      The 
facts  appear  to  be  as  stated  in  the  second 
paragraph  ;  but  I  would  point  out  that 
the   constitution  of  the   Board  of  Con- 
servators  is   regulated   by  Statute,  and 
that  there  is  no  power  to  interfere  in  the 
matter  in  this  respect. 

THE  CASE  OF  EDWARD  TAFFE. 
Mr.  bodkin  (Roscommon,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  lor 
War  if  his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
the  case  of  Edward  Taffe,  now  residiDg 
in  great  poverty  in  Boyle,  County  Boi- 
common,  who  was  discharged  from  the 
Army  in  1872  without  a  pension  after 
three  and  a-half  years'  service  in  tJie 
East  India  Company,  and  12  years  and 
two  months  in  the  Imperial  Service:  is 
he  aware  that  Edward  Tafife  was  dnriog 
almost  the  entire  period  on  active  ser- 
vice ;  that  he  joined  the  East  India 
Company's  Service  (the  Madras  Fusi- 
liers) in  June,  1856  ;  that  he  was  trans- 
ferred to  the  Imperial  Service  in  Janaaiyv 
1860;  that  he  was  in  active  service  ail 
through  the  Indian  Mutiny  in  No.  ^ 
Battery  4th  Brigade  Artillery,  as 
volunteer ;  that  he  afterwards  went 
to  New  Zealand,  and  served  in  the  Maori 
War ;  that  he  was  sent  to  England  in 
1868,  and  was  transferred  to  Xo.  ^ 
Battery  2nd  Brigade  for  foreign  service ; 
and  that  he  was  sent  again  to  IiKiia 
(Singapore),  where  he  remained  until 
discharged  ;  and  will  he  give  the  matter 
l\is  most  favourable  consideration,  witit 
the  object  of  providing,  if  possible,  that 
this  man,  after  arduous  and  distinguished 
service  in  the  Imperial  forces,  may  have 
some  provision  beside  the  poor-house 
for  his  old  age  ? 

•The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Baxnermax, 
Stirling,  &c.)  :  E.  Taffe's  conduct  ia 
the  Service  was  recorded  as  "  very  bad, 
and  he  was  discharged  in  1872  under 
sentence  of  Court  Martial.  It  is  not  a 
case  in  which  any  pension  can  be 
granted. 


SKIBBEREEN  CUSTOM  HOUSE. 
Mr.  E.  BARRY  (Cork  Co.,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasurr 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  v> 
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«  resolution  recently  passed  by  the 
Skibbereen  Town  Commissioners  pro- 
testing against  the  removal  of  the  Cus- 
tom House  from  Skibbereen  to  Balti- 
more, a  village  nine  miles  distant  from 
the  former  town,  and  whether  he  is 
A  ware  that  considerable  inconvenience  is 
likely  to  be  caused  to  an  extensive  dis- 
trict  of  which  Skibbereen  is  the  centre 
should  this  contemplated  removal  of  the 
Custom  House  be  carried  into  effect ; 
and  what  action  he  proposes  to  take  in 
the  matter  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Sir  J.  T.  HiBBERT,  Oldham)  : 
A  copy  of  the  resolution  referred 
to  was  on  Saturday  last  received 
by  the  Commissioners  ot  Customs 
and  will  receive  attention  ;  but  the 
changes  of  station  of  the  Customs 
officers  belonging  to  the  Port  of  Skib- 
bereen, from  Bantry  and  Skibbereen  to 
Baltimore,  were  considered  to  be  advan- 
tageous both  in  the  interests  of  the 
Service  and  of  the  public,  and  were  re- 
commended both  by  the  late  and  the 
present  district  collector,  who  are  of 
opinion  that  in  view  of  the  present  rail- 
way communication  between  the  two 
towns  no  inconvenience  is  likely  to  be 
caused  to  Skibbereen. 

DUBLIN  CUSTOM  HOUSE. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  great  inconvenience  caused  by  the 
closing  of  the  entrance  door  leading  from 
the  public  street  to  the  office  of  the 
Registrar  of  Joint  Stock  Corapanic*:, 
Custom  House,  Dublin  ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  since  the  closing  of  this 
entry,  the  office  can  only  be  reached  by 
a  circuitous  way  up  and  down  stairs  and 
through  long  passages,  involving  con- 
siderable loss  of  time  ;  and  if  he  will,  in 
the  interest  of  the  public,  take  into  con- 
sideration the  desirability  of  having  this 
entrance  door  kept  open  dui:ing  the  office 
hours  ? 

Sir  J.  T.  HIBBERT  :  I  am  informed 
that,  though  some  slight  inconvenience 
may  have  been  caused  by  the  step 
referred  to,  it  can  hardly  be  called 
serious,  and  it  afTects  only  a  very  limited 
number  of  persons.  If  the  door  were 
kept  open  during  office  hours  it  would 
necessitate  the  employment  of  an  extra 


porter  for  this  purpose  only,  and  the 
advantage  to  be  gained  would  scarcely 
justify  the  expense. 

REPORTS  OF   HER    MAJESTY'S  INSPEC- 
TORS OF  MINES. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  (Shef- 
field,  Hallam)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
when  the  Summaries  of  the  Statistical 
Portion  of  the  Reports  of  Her  Majesty's 
Inspectors  of  Mines  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
AsQUiTH,  Fife,  E.)  :  The  Summaries 
are  now  in  the  printers'  hands,  and  I 
understand  they  will  be  ready  by  Wed- 
nesday. 

THE  BEHRING  SEA  AWARD  BILL. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
if  he  can  state  whether  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  have 
agreed  in  full  detail  to  the  Behring  Sea 
Award  Bill ;  or  \^hether  any,  and  if  so 
which,  points  still  need  consideration  ? 

Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  : 
Before  the  hon.  Gentleman  answers  the 
question  I  should  like  to  ask  him  if  there 
is  any  difference  between  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  and  the  Bill  of  and 
Agreement  with  the  United  States  Go- 
vernment, as  has  been  alleged  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Mr. 
S.  Buxton,  Tower  Hamlets,  Poplar)  : 
The  expected  Despatch  from  Canada, 
to  which  I  referreil  on  Thursday,  has  not 
yet  arrived.  We  have  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  it  is  likely  to  affect  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  if  Amendments 
may  eventually  be  found  to  be  necessary 
they  can  be  introduced  at  a  later  stage. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  1  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  he  can  present 
to  the  House  the  text  of  the  Behring  Sea 
Award  Bill  which  has  now  passed  the 
Legislature  of  the  United  States  ? 
•The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  E.  Grey,  Northumberland,  Ber- 
wick) :  We  received  the  original  text  of 
the  United  States  British  Sea  Award 
Bill,  and  the  various  Amendments  made 
in  it  have  been  communicated  separately 
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by  telegraph.  As  soon  as  the  complete 
text  of  the  fiill  as  passed  is  received  it 
will  be  presented. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  May  I 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  if  he  can  give  any 
explanation  of  the  very  serious  report  in 
The  Times  of  to-day  of  the  language 
used  in  the  United  States  Senate  con- 
cerning the  Bill  before  this  House,  it 
being  described  as  an  evasion  of  the 
Arbitration  Treaty  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  I  think  it  will  be 
more  convenient  if  the  Attorney  General 
is  permitted  to  explain  the  matter  when 
the  Bill  gets  into  Committee. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham,  W.)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  what 
arrangements  the  Government  propose  to 
make  in  order  that  this  very  important 
question  may  be  discussed  this  evening. 
What  security  has  the  House  that  the 
Bill  will  be  taken  this  evening  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY  :  I  do  not  think  that  the 
question  as  to  the  disposal  of  the  time  of 
the  House  is  one  that  I  can  reply  to. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Then  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  whether 
he  will  explain  the  statement  which  has 
appeared  in  the  newspapers  as  to  the 
existence  of  a  serious  difference  between 
the  United  States  Government  and  our 
own  with  regard  to  this  Bill  ? 

•The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir. 
C.  Russell,  Hackney,  8.)  :  There  is  no 
serious  difference,  and  the  statement  to 
this  effect  is  exaggerated.  There  is  a 
variance  between  the  two  Bills,  and  I  will 
take  the  opportunity  of  explaining  the 
matter  fully  when  the  Bill  gets  into 
Committee  this  evening. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N) : 
What  time  shall  we  go  into  Committee  ? 
Do  the  Government  propose  to  adjourn 
the  Estimates  in  order  to  give  us  time  to 
discuss  this  important  question  ? 

[No  answer  was  given.] 

NEW  COUNTY  MAGISTRATES. 
Mr.  DODD  (Essex,  Maldon)  :  I  heg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  when  the  Return 
granted  showing  the  County  Magistrates 
appointed  sinoe  the  Resolution  of  this 
House  of  5th  May,  1893,  will  be  pre- 
sented ? 

•Tin:  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Georoe  Russell,  North 

Sir  £,  Grey 


Beds)  :  All  that  I  can  learn  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor  is  that  the  Return  is  beio^ 
proceeded  with,  hut  is  not  yet  ready. 

Mr.  DODD:  Then  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  flouse  to  this  matter  on  an  early 
day. 

BRITISH  HERRINGS  IN  RUSSIA. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Aberdeenshh^ 
E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
certificates  of  origin  will  still  be  required 
in  Russia  for  British  herrings  ? 

•Sir  E.  GREY:  According  to  the 
new  Regulations  received  by  us,  certifi- 
cates of  origin  will  only  be  required  for 
herrings  when  preserved  in  marinade  or 
oil,  or  when  stuffed. 

M.  KERCKHOVEN'S  EXPEDITION. 

Commander  B  ET  HELL  (York,  E.R.^ 
Holderness)  :  1  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  the  Expedition  under  M.  Kerck- 
hoven,  which  became  established  at  Lado 
in  the  early  part  of  1893,  has  been  com- 
pletely withdrawn  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment  have  no  knowledge  of  the  Ex- 
pedition having  1>een  established  at  Liula 

Commander  BETHELL  :  Has  there 
not  been  a  correspondence  on  this  very 
subject  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  I  can  give  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  no  information 
beyond  that  we  have  no  knowledge  of 
the  Expedition  having  been  established. 

Commander  BETHELL  :  Then  to 
what  did  the  protest  of  Lord  Roseberr 
refer  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  Belgian  Go- 
vernment was  asked  where  the  Expedi- 
tion was,  and  they  replieil  that  thev  did 
not  know  what  it  was  or  where  it  could 
be. 

DINIZULA. 

Commander  BETHELL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe 
Colonies  whether  adecision  in  the  cas^of 
the  imprisonment  of  Dinizula  and  othei^ 
has  yet  been  made  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  in  communication  with  Sir 
Marshall  Clarke,  Administrator  of  Zulu- 
land,  in  regard  to  this  question,  and  otlier 
questions  affecting  Zululand.  I  cannot 
state  when  I  shall  be  in  a  position  to 
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make  a  communicatiou  to  the  House 
the  subject. 

POSDOLAJJD. 

Commander  BETHELL  :  I    beg 
Bsk  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colouies  if,  as  reported,  oi)e  of  the  latet; 
coDteoding  Chiefs  in  Pouiloland  ia  to  be 
exiled  ;  if  bo,  where  to  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  We  have  m  yet 
no  official  information  confirming  thin 
report. 

PARISH  COUNCILS. 
Mr.  HENEAGE  (Gr«it  Grimaby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Pre§ident  of  the  Local 
Goverument  Board  whether  he  will  lay 
upou  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Instrnc- 
tioDB  sent  to  the  varioua  Local  Authori- 
ties with  the  view  of  bringing  Parish 
Councils  into  existence  iluriug  the  present 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.SnAW- 
Lefevke,  Bradford,  Central}  :  If  the 
liuii.  Member  will  move  for  the  Instruc- 
tions they  shall  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :  I  will  move. 

H.M.S.  "POWERFUL." 
Colonel     HOWARD     VINCENT 

(Sheffield,  Central)  :   I    beg   to  ask  tUo 

Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  if  the  boilers 

of  the  Powerful  now  being  built  are  to 

come  from  France ;  and,  if  so,  wliy  they 

are  not  to  be  obtained  from  England  ; 

and  if  the  contract  makes  any  provision 

that  Eugliah  materials  shall  be  used  as 

far  as  possible  iu  the  construction  of  the 

vessei,   or   that    the    Resolution    of   the 

House  in  1891  as  to  fair  wages  and  fair 

hours  shall  bo  ohaerved  ? 

SiK  U.  KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 

The    boilers   of    the    Powerful   will    be 

built  by  au  English  firm.  Materials  of 
British  manufacture  will  be  used  as  far 
aa  possible  in  constructing  the  ship. 
The  eoutnict  provides  for  giving  effect 
to  the  Resolution  of  the  House. 

AKMOCK- PIERCING  PROJBCTILBS. 
Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
information  he  can  give  to  the  House  as 
to  the  results  of  trials  of  armonr-pieiciug 
ahot  manufactured  by  a  Sheffield  firm, 
9'2    inches   in   diameter,   and   weigliiug 
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380  pounds  each,  which  are  stated  to 
have  passed  entirely  through  a  H-inch 
compound  plate,  and  then  through  four 
feet  of  oak  Imcking  into  a  heap  of  sand  in 
the  rear,  without  any  practical  damage 
to  the  shot  itself;  whether  the  French 
projectiles  have  given  similarly  good 
results  ;  and  whether  they  were  for 
Army  or  Navv  use  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY 
TO  THE  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  W^ooDAlJt, 
Hanley)  (who  replied)  said  ;  The  trial 
referred  to  is  the  ordinary  test  for 
armour-piercing  projectiles  of  the  calibre 
named.  Only  one  uhot  was  fired,  and  as 
it  passed  proof  the  projectiles  were  ac- 
cepted for  land  service.  No  French  pro- 
jectiles of  9'2  inches  have  been  tested  by 
us  during  the  last  three  years.  No  com- 
parison, therefore,  can  be  made  with 
French  shot  of  recent  date. 

LESSON  BOOKS  IN  IRISH  SCHOOLS. 

Mk.  bodkin  (RoscominoD,  N.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can 
now  state  when  the  Return  in  regard  to 
the  lesson  books  of  the  Irish  National 
School  Board,  which  was  ordered  some 
months  ago,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  Board  of 
National  Education  report  that  with 
every  pressure  on  the  staff  to  close  the 
Return  ut  au  early  date  it  will  not  be 
possible,  in  view  of  the  other  heavy 
engagements  of  the  Office,  to  complete 
it  for  presentation  until  the  end  of  the 

TELEGRAPHIC  COMMUNICATION  WITH 
BURGH  IIBATH. 

Mr.  BUCKNILL  (Surrey,  Epsom)  ; 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  (ieneral 
whether  arrnngemenls  were  made  and 
concluded  by  the  Post  Office,  so  far  back 
ss  a  year  since,  for  laying  down  tele- 
graphic communication  with  Burgh 
Heath,  in  (he  County  of  Surrey,  for  the 
transaction  of  public  telegraph  business 
there;  whether  any  reason  exists  for 
[he  delay  in  carrying  out  the  said  ar- 
rangements ;  and  whether  eligible  resi- 
dents at  Burgh  Heath  have  offereil  to 
lake  the  post  and  telegraph  office  ibere, 
v-ork  Iho  same  ? 

Mr.  a.  MORLEY  ;  It  is  the  case 
that  nearly  a  year  ago  the  Post  Office 
undertook   to  extend    telegraphic   com- 
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muDicatioQ  to  Burgh  Heath.  Great' 
difficulty  was,  however,  cxperieuced  iu 
obtaiaitig  the  accessary  permiasiou  to 
erect  the  telegraphs,  hotb  from  private 
persona  aud  from  the  Surrey  County 
Council.  Wbea  those  diificiilties  were 
at  laat  overcome  tlie  Sub  -  Postmaster 
declined  to  conduct  telegraph  bueiuess, 
and  it  appeared  that  there  waa  no  other 
eligible  persou  who  could  be  appoiuted 
to  the  office.  I  am  now  iuform^  of  two 
applicButs  fur  the  poxt,  aud  I  have  given 
instructioDH  for  the  ueceasary  inquiry  to 
be  made  with  a  view  to  ascertaiu  whe- 
ther one  of  tbero  can  be  recommended. 
If  ao,  I  will  tiee  that  there  ia  no  further 
delay  in  carrying  out  the   telegraph  ex- 


THE  ROYAL  WARWICKSHIRE  BBGI- 

HENTAL  RIFLE. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  whether  the  Royal 
Warwickshire  Begimeut,  stationed  in 
Ceylon,  is  supplied  with  the  Lee-Met- 
ford  Magaziue  Rifle  ;  if  so,  whether  the 
following  changee,  stated  by  the  War 
Office  on  6tli  June,  1893,  lo  be  impor- 
tant modifications  oE  the  Mark  1  Rifle, 
have  been  made  in  the  said  rifle^-namely, 
bolt,  rounded  at  end  to  suit  the  rounded 
angle  of  cocking  piece  ;  spring  (maga- 
zine), a  fourth  coil  added  ;  screws  (bolt 
cover)  (two),  made  a  tight  fit;  acrewe 
(bolt  bead),  mild  cast  steel,  hardened  a1 
poiut  and  tempered,  instead  of  mild  steel 
unhardeued  ;  and  whether  the  regiment 
is  supplied  with  the  Lce-Metford  MagH' 
zine  RiUc.  Mark  2,  with  the  Penu' 
Deeley  piitcnC  lx>lt  bead  r 

•Mk.  WOODALL  r  The  battalion  o: 
the  Warwickshire  Regiment  in  Ceyloi 
bos  the  Mark  1  (star)  Lee-Metford  Rifle. 
It  is  not  known  for  certain  whether  the 
first  of  the  modifications  named  in  the 
question  was  made  iu  these  particular 
arms,  an  it  was  only  applied  to  rillep^ 
made  after  a  certain  date.  It  is  not, 
however,  a  point  of  much  imjiortauce. 

Mit.  WEIR  :  Is  the  hoii.  Geutlemaii 
aware  that  on  the  (>tli  of  June  last  th.' 
War  Office  stated  that  these  modifica- 
tions were  of  really  great  importance  ? 

•Mr.  WOODALL  :  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  series  of  modificntions  introiluceil 
into  the  Mark  I  (star)  Rifle  finally  aiioptcil 
arc  useful  and  iniportnnl,  but  the  one  in 
question  is  a  small  detail. 
Mr.  A.  Moriejf 


MANUFACTDRINO  COSTS  AT  BNFIBLD 
AND  BPABKBROOK. 
Mr.  weir  :  I  beg  to  ask  (he  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  if  he  will  state 
what  it  costs  to  manufacture  a  Lee- 
Metford  magazine  rifle  at  Enfietd,  and 
what  it  costs  at  Sparkbrook,  assuming 
that  the  seme  number  aod  kind  of  Lee- 
Metford  Magazine  Rifle  is  ordered  from 
each  factory  P 
•Mr.  WOODALL  :  The  productive 
power  at  Enfield  is  about  three  time*  aa 
great  aa  was  that  at  Sparkbrook,  and  it 
ia  therefore  not  possible  to  give  from 
practical  experience  the  cost  of  pro- 
ducing an  equal  number  of  arms  at  each 
factory.  Under  ordioary  circumslancM 
the  difierence  of  cost  is  but  fimctional. 
for  inetaDce,  the  cost  for  tbe  last  three 
years  of  completed  accounts  was  as 
follows  :— 1890-1, Enfield, £3  lla.  10^.; 
Birmingham,  £3  14e.  5d.  ;  1891-2, 
Enfield,  £3  1  Is.  ;  Birminghnm, 
£3  9b.  2d.  ;  1892-3,  Eofield, 
£3  Us.  e^d.;  Birmingham,  £3  178. 4Jd.; 
and  these  fluctuations  were  due  princi- 
pally to  the  value  of  orders  placed  at  each 
factory, 

Mr.  BARRAN  (York,  W.R.,  Otley): 
May  I  ask  whether  establishment  costs 
are  added  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  Yes. 
Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  :  Is  there  not  informa- 
tion at  the  War  OlSce  to  tbe  efTecl  that 
the  rifles  made  at  Sparkbrook  cost  2f.6d. 
less  than  those  made  at  Enfield  in  1891, 
aud  if  this  is  the  case,  would  there  not 
have  been  a  saving  of  £1 1,000  of  public 
money  had  all  the  rifles  been  made  at 
Sparkbrook  during  that  year  ? 

Mr.  WOODALL  :  I  admit  that  in 
1891-2  the  rifles  made  at  Sparkbrook 
cost  Is.  lOd.  per  arm  less  than  those 
produced  at  Enfield  ;  but,  on  tbe  other 
hand,  in  the  preceding  aud  succeeding 
years  the  cost  at  Birmingham  was  higher 
thau  at  Enfield. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  :  And  was 
not  that  iniTeased  cost  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  charges  for  plant,  machinery, 
&e.,  were  included  in  the  reckoning 
against  the  rifles  ? 

•Mr.  WOODALL  :  My  right  hon. 
Friend  can  easily  satisfy  himself  ou  thil 
account.  The  cost  of  producing  tb« 
rifles  includes  actual  expenditure,  wagw, 
material,  depreciation  on  buildings  ■d' 
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plaut,  establishment  charges,  and  anior- 
tisement  of  machinery  erected  for  the 
special  purpose  of  manufacturing  the 
rifle. 

THE     NEWFOUNDLAND     MINISTERIAL 

CRISIS. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  whether  he  can  now  state  the 
decision  arrived  at  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  reference  to  the  request 
for  a  dissolution  made  to  the  Governor  of 
Newfoundland  by  the  present  Ministers 
of  that  Colony  ? 

^  Mr.  S.  BUXTON  :  The  Governor  of 
Newfoundland  is  still  in  communication 
with  his  Ministers  on  the  subject  of  the 
political  crisis  that  has  arisen. 

Sir  C.  W.  DILKE  (Gloucester,  Forest 
of  Dean)  :  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  to  say  the  Governor  is  directed  to 
take  the  advice  of  the  responsibleMiuisters 
Id  this  matter,  seeing  that  they  are  the 
gentlemen  whose  conduct  is  now  under 
trial  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  But  as  in  all 
self-Govern ing  Bodies  the  responsible 
advisers  of  the  Governor  are  the  Minis- 
ters until  they  retire  he  is  bound  to 
take  their  advice,  although  he  may  not 
follow  it. 

UGANDA. 
Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  now  come  to  a  decision 
in  regard  to  the  affairs  of  Uganda ; 
whether  he  can  state  what  that  decision 
is  ;  and  whether  he  can  intimate  any 
likely  date  when  time  can  be  allotted  for 
the  consideration  of  the  question  in  this 
House  ? 

•Sir  E.  grey  :  Papers  relating  to 
Uganda  cannot  be  distributed  till  to- 
morrow. The  statement  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  not  be  made 
until  Thursday. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.)  : 
Will  the  Papers  be  accompanied  by  a 
map  ? 

Sir  E.  grey  :  The  Government  will 
have  no  objection  to  furnish  one,  if  such 
a  map  is  not  already  included  in  the 
Papers. 


BANSTEAD  COMMON. 
Lord  G.  HAMILTON  (Middlesex, 
Ealing)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral if  his  attention  has  been  directed  to 
a  proposal  made  to  the  Corporation  of 
Loudon,  on  the  loth  of  February,  and 
with  which  his  name  has  been  connected^ 
to  inclose  and  divide  one-half  of  Ban- 
stead  Commons  amongst  private  in- 
dividuals ;  whether  his  name  has  been 
used  with  his  authority  ;  and  whether 
the  proposal  is  in  contravention  of  the 
Metropolitan  Commons  (Banstead)  Sup- 
plemental Act,  passed  last  Session,  by 
which  the  whole  of  the  said  Commons 
were  secured  for  the  benefit  and  enjoy- 
ment of  the  public  ? 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  My  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  proposal  in  question. 
My  position  in  relation  to  it  can  best  be 
explained  by  reading  the  material  part  of 
the  letter  which,  upon  seeing  my  name 
mentioned  in  connection  with  the  scheme, 
I  wrote  to  Mr.  Robert  Vigers,  surveyor, 
who  proposed  the  scheme,  and  his  answer 
to  my  letter.  On  February  20,  1894,  I 
wrote  to  him — 

**  Dear  Sir, — I  am  surprised  to  find  my  name 
put  forward  as  if  supporting  the  Banstead  en- 
closure scheme  I  cannot  think  you  meant  to 
do  this  wholly  unwarrantable  thing.  When  I 
saw  you  here  I  told  you — (1)  That  I  was  opposed 
to  the  scheme,  and,  if  carried,  would  give  you  a 
commission  to  sell  my  place  ;  (2)  that  the  con- 
servators (of  whom  I  am  one)  could  be  no  parties 
to  propounding  such  a  scheme ;  and  (3)  that  I  felt 
certain  that  no  such  scheme  could  be  earried 
through  Parliament." 

Mr.  Vigers'  reply  was  as  follows — 

"  Dear  Sir  Charles, — T  have  your  letter  of  this 
day's  date,  from  which  T  note  that  you  express 
surprise  at  seeing  an  article  in  the  newspapers 
making  mis-statements,  and  that  you,  above  all 
people,  assume  them  to  be  correct.  My  experi- 
ence of  newspaper  reports  is  that  should  one 
happen  to  know  all  the  facts  it. is  sure  to  be  un- 
true. I  practically  agree  with  all  your  state- 
ments, number  1,  2,  and  3,  with  the  exception 
that  you  told  me  that  if  I  got  the  scheme  carried 
you  would  give  me  a  commission  if  I  could  sell 
your  place.  I  do  say  that  you  told  me  that  you 
had  some  talk  with  Mr.  Budden,  and  that  you 
had  offered  him  a  commission  if  he  could  sell 
your  place  for  you.  I  have  to-day  been  l>efore  the 
Committee  of  the  Corporation  upon  this  matter, 
and  I  made  it  my  business  to  say  that  the  state- 
ments made  in  the  newspapers  about  you  and 
some  of  the  other  gentlemen  who  surround  the 
common  were  incorrect ;  in  fact,  your  letter 
came  to  me  while  I  was  waiting  to  attend  the 
City  Committee.  I  hope,  therefore,  you  will  be 
satisfied  that  I  have  not  done  anything  un- 
warrantable, and  if  anybody  has  been  guilty  of 
mis-statement  it  has  been  the  public  Press. 
Yours  faithfully,  Robert  Vigers." 
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I  may  add  that  Mr.  Frauds  Baring,  Mr. 
BoDsor,  the  Member  for  Wimbledon,  and 
myself  were  amongst  those  who  bore  the 
cost  of  the  heavy  litigation  in  Chancery, 
which  rescued  Banstead  Downs  from  en- 
closure, and  I  have  reason  to  know  that 
Mr.  Baring  and  Mr.  Bonsor  are  both 
opposed  to  the  enclosure  scheme  in 
question. 

THE   ROYAL    COMMISSION    ON 
SECONDARY  EDUCATION. 

Mr.  TALBOT  (Oxford  University)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  terms  of  the  Refer- 
ence to  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Secondary  Education  would  enable  them 
to  have  regard  to  the  conditions  upon 
which  the  existing  sources  of  revenue 
from  endowment  have  been  hitherto 
attached  to  particular  forms  of  teaching, 
whether  religious  or  otherwise  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Mr.  Acland,  York,  W.R., 
Rotherham)  (who  replied)  said  :  It  lies 
with  the  Commission  to  interpret  the 
Reference  which  has  been  made  to  it,  and 
I  am  unable  to  give  any  information  on 
this  point.  I  cannot  doubt  that  they 
would  consider  any  communication  the 
hon.  Gentleman  may  think  right  to  make 
to  them. 

ViscouxT  CRANBORNE  (Roches- 
ter) :  May  I  ask  whether  the  terms  of 
the  Reference  to  the  Commission  were 
not  agreed  upon  on  the  a<lvice  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  why  the 
Government  cannot  therefore  state  their 
intentions  ? 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  When  a  Reference 
has  been  made  to  a  Royal  Commission  it 
lies  with  the  Royal  Commission  to  deal 
with  the  matter. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE:  It  is  ob- 
vious  that  the  Government  must  have 
meant  something,  and  the  question  I 
venture  to  put  is  this :  The  Govern- 
ment gave  certain  advice  to  Her  Majesty, 
under  which  the  Royal  Commission  is 
issued.  Did  they  intend  that  the  Com- 
missioners should  have  power  to  inquire 
not  only  as  to  the  amount  of  endowments, 
but  as  to  the  circumstances  surrounding 
them  ?  There  is  a  vast  number  of  these 
secondary  education  endowments  wholly 
devoted  to  the  purposes  of  religious  edu- 
cation, and  the  Reference  is  a  matter  of 
extreme  importance  to  them.  Unless  the 
terms  of  the  Reference  are  made  clear,  all 

Sir  C.  Russell 


the  investigations  of  the  Commission  will 
probably  be  useless. 

Mr.  acland  :  The  Reference  is 
perfectly  clear,  and  has  been  made  in 
perfect  good  faith.  The  Royal  Com- 
mission is  the  body  to  interpret  the 
Reference. 

THE  BUDGET. 
Mr.  a.  C.  MORTON  (Peterborough) : 
I   beg   to    ask    the   Chancellor   of    the 
Exchequer  whether  he  will  provide  id 
the  forthcoming  Budget  for  the  return  oi 
duty  which  has  been  paid  on  spirit  oo 
importation  when  such  spirit  is  exported 
as  methylated  spirit,  it  being  stated  th»t 
the  refusal  to  allow  the  return  of  soch 
duty    is   driving    the    trade    from   this 
country  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir  W.Harcourt,  Derby): 
The  time  has  not  yet  arrived  to  announce 
the  Budget  proposals. 

PRECAUTIONS  AGAINST  CHOLERA. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  :    I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer  whether 
the    Government    have   considered  the 
very   serious   expenditure  which  is  m- 
curred     by    the    Local    Atithoritiee  ot 
seaport   towns    and    fishing   villages  in 
taking  special   precautions,  by  order  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  to  prevent 
the  introduction  of  cholera  ;  and  whether 
they    will   be   prepared   to    assist  such 
Local  Authorities  to  defray  the  cost  of 
such  special  precautions  as  are  taken  in 
the   interest   of    the   whole    country  in 
regard  to  the  inspection  of  vessels  at  sea. 
provision    for    isolation    of    patients  in 
hospital  ships,   and  the   disinfection  of 
vessels  at  sea  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  This  question 
was  discussed  many  times  in  the  course 
of  last  year,  and  I  have  nothing  to  adil 
to  what  I  then  said. 

Mk.  HENEAGE  :  Were  not  the  three 
specific  subjects  mentioned  in  my  ques- 
tion agreed  on  by  the  late  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  and  the»0 
Members  who  waited  on  him  last  year: 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  think  uot. 
I  have  already  stateil  that  the  ports  ba«l 
not  established  any  special  claim  as  apart 
from  the  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom: 
and  I  have  no  reason  to  depart  from  that 
opinion. 
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OCTDOOR  RELIEF  IN  THE  LIPTOWEL 
UNION. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
I  beg  to  aek  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieuteuant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
auditor  of  tlie  Local  Goverument  Board 
has  recently  made  any  Report  id  refer- 
ence to  the  abuse  of  outdoor  relief  in  the 
Lidtowel  UnioQ ;  whether  a  special 
meetiufr  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  was 
r«ceutly  ooavetied  to  consider  the 
Auditor's  Report ;  and  if  he  can  state 
the  nature  of  tbe  Report,  and  tbe  action 
taken  by  the  Guardians  (hereon  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLET :  The  Auditor's 
Report  ou  the  accounts  of  the  Listowel 
Union  was  snbmitted  to  tlic  Board  of 
Guardians  by  their  clerk  in  the  usual 
way,  and  it  is  open  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  obtain  from  the  local  uewspapers 
tbe  substance  of  the  auditor's  remarks. 
With  regard  to  the  action  of  the  Guur- 
diaus  on  the  Report,  I  am  informed  that 
at  a  special  meeting  held  on  the  15th  of 
February  the  Guardians  called  upon  the 
several  relieving  officers  to  furnish  lists 
of  the  recipients  of  outdoor  relief,  with  a 
view  to  a  general  revision  of  the  lists, 
and  that  the  matter  is  still  engaging  the 
attention  of  the  Guardians. 

Mr.  sexton  (Kerry,  N.)  :  As  this 
question  conlainH  a  reflection  on  a  Board 
of  Guardians  lu  my  coustitueucy,  can  I 
see  the  Re|>ort  of  tbe  auditor  ? 

Mk.  J".  MORLEY  :  I  will  iuqnire, 
but  I  am  told  tbe  substance  of  the 
Report  was  published  in  tbe  local  news- 
papers. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  ;  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  the  irost  of  outdoor  relief  in  the 
Listowel  Union  amounted  to  Is.  lUd.  in 
the£I? 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  cannot  say. 

PDBLICASS  AS  MAGISTRATEtl. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to 
aak  tbe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  the 
date  upon  which  tbe  Commission  of  tbe 
Peace  was  conferred  upon  Mr.  E.  1*. 
O'Kelly,  of  Baltinglass,  County  Wick- 
low  ;  whether  be  is  aware  that  Mr. 
O'Kelly  was  the  holder  of  a  retail  licence 
for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  in 
that  town,  and  that  he  transferred  ihe 
licence  before  bis  appointment  to  tbe 
Bench  to  hia  wife  ;  whether  it  haij  been 
brought  to  hie  knowledge  that  the<jueen's 


Bench  in  Ireland  has  decided  that  the 
transfer  of  a  licence  can  only  be  granted 
in  one  of  three  events — the  death  of  the 
licensed  person,  sale  of  tbe  premises,  or 
the  assignment  of  tbe  licence  on  removal 
from  the  premises  ;  and  whether,  in  view 
of  this  decisiou,  he  will  take  steps  to 
prevent  the  colourable  transfer  of  licences 
in  order  to  qualify  for  the  Commission  of 
the  Peace  ? 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Wicklow,  W.)  : 
Is  it  necessary  for  the  bolder  of  a 
licence  to  get  rid  of  that  licence,  by 
transfer  or  otherwise,  in  order  to  qualify 
as  a  Magistrate  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Tlie  gentleman 
referred  to  was  appointed  to  the  Com- 
mission of  the  I'eace  ou  the  15th  March. 
Upon  Hscertaiuiug  that  he  held  a 
publican's  licence,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
required  that  a  bona  fide  trausfcr  of  the 
liceuue  should  be  made,  and  this  Mr 
O'Kelly  informed  the  Lord  Chancellor 
had  been  done.  He  has  since  ascertained, 
however,  that  the  transfer  was  a  colour- 
able one.  The  law  appears  to  be  as  stated 
in  tbe  third  {Hiragraph,  and  acting  ou 
that  view  of  tbe  law  the  Lord  Chancellor 
will  insist  ou  a  bonajidc  transfer,  and 
will  not  permit  a  colourable  transfer  iu 
this  or  nuy  other  case. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  The  Queen's 
Bench  having  decided  that  these  colour- 
able transfers  are  illegal,  will  tbe  Lord 
Cbaucollor  see  that  the  publicans  who 
have  made  them  areoot  allowed  lo  defeat 
the  Licensing  Laws  by  sitting  on  the 
Bench  when  licensing  matters  ure  dealt 

with  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  have  said  that 
these  colourable  transfers  will  not  ho 
allowed, 

Mu.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  The  right  lion. 
Gentleman  hau  not  answered  my  ques- 
tion, whether  it  is  necessary  to  get  rid  of 
the  licen<-f,  by  transfer  or  otherwise,  in 
order  to  qualify  as  a  Magistrate  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  That  involves  & 
legal  question,  which  rests  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  But  is    it    the 

sc  that  the  holder  of  a  licence  is  not 
qualified    for    tbe     Commission     of   the 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  No,  that  is  not 
be  case.  Holders  of  licences  have  been 
ppoiuted  to  the  Bench  by  tbe  late 
Government  and  other  Govemmeuts. 
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CHARITIES  OF  ST.  MARY  THE  VIRGIN.  *?'"^,^  .*«  PMtn>eu  generally  throughout 

OXFORD  *"®  United  Kingdom  ? 
Mk.  DODD  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  JJ«'  ^-  MORLET  :  I  fear  not.  The 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council  P"''^'°  7°"'*^  °<!*  *ol«™*«  *^«  P<»*  *^'?« 
on  Education  whether  he  is  aware  that  the  ^.^^^PP^  throughout  the  country  on  the 
Charity  Commission  has  propounded  a  ^"^  f«*  ??*";*  '«>'"  «e'ebrating  Her  Ma- 
scheme  for  the  parish  charities  of  St.  i^^y  ^  Birthday, 
Mary  the  Virgin,  Oxford    in  which  the  ^^g  g^^p^y  DISTURBANCES  AT  CORK. 

hri'of  thP^^!r„nZ  1n^' fi V? fe       ^K.  ARNOLD-FORSTER  (Belfast, 
tbree  or  them  co-optive,  and  nve  (beiuff    vwr  \     t  i^       ^        i   .1     /^i  •  *  o" 

a  minority)  representative  ;  whether  he  ^-ll  ^  ^  «  ^■'^^  *^  ^*'?^  ?*^f.*^ 
is  aware  that  200  years  ago  these  chari-  **»  **"«  ^"^  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how 
ties  were  under  the  control  of  the  Vestry,  ^""J^  ?«'?*"•«  '^*'«  *^«"  arrested  by  die 
which  was  then  elected  by  each  of  the  Constabulary  m  connection  with  tiie 
ratepayers  having  one  vote  and  no  more  ;  """"""ed  assaults  which  have  been  made 
if  so,  whether  he  will  suggest  to  the  "Pon  Pwtestant  preachers  jn  the  street. 
Commission  to  withdraw  the  co-optive  *»'  ^ork  ;  and  whether  any  of  the  per- 
element  from  the  scheme ;  and,  as  to  f ."?  «?,  *'^.'^  ^^^^  been  brought  to 
Nixon's  Charity  at  Oxford  (an  educa-  ^'"^'  '^''XV^J'^^^ l^^^^l-  .  .  , 
tional  one),  whether  he  will  suggest  to  ,  ^«-  CARSpN  (Dub  in  Univemty) : 
the  Commission  that,  in  framing  the  new  t*'  t^e  same  time  I  will  ask  the  right 
scheme  now  before  them,  they  should  ''°"-  Gentleman,  with  reference  to  the 
give  power  to  the  trustees  to  let  their  "otous  scenes  which  on  each  Sunday  for 
land,  if  they  see  fit,  or  parts  of  it,  in  some  months  past  have  taken  ph«e.n. 
allotments  ?  '•»«  C»ty  of  Cork  by  reason  of  attach 

A  i^T  A  -».TT^     mi     i-i  made  on  Protestant  clergymen,  whetncr 

Mr.  ACLAND  :  The  Commissionere,    the    action   of    the    said   clergymen  in 
in  the  result  of  representations    made  to    preaching  in  the  streets  is  legal ;  and,  if 
them,   have  already  modified  the  Draft    ^ot,  whether  they  have  been  proceeded 
Scheme  for  these  charities  by  the  omis-    against  for  continuing  such  preaching  to 
sion  of  the  Churchwardens  from  the  pro-    ^est   the  legality  of  their » action ;  wbe- 
posed  Governing  Body,  thus  leaving  the    ^her   any   persons  have   been  proceeded 
trustees    to  be  elected  by  the  ratepayers    against    for    assaulting   and   interfering 
m  a  majority.  In  the  case  of  one  only  of    ^j^ii    gaid    Protestant    preachers  ;  and 
the   charities,    but  that  the  largest,  the    whether  he  will  give  instructions  to  the 
income    was,    in   the  reign  of  James  L,    police  either  to  prohibit  the  preaching  or 
directed    to  be  applied  by   the  Church-    ^o   prevent   the   assaults    upon  the  said 
wardens,   with    the  consent  of  the  major    preachers  ? 

part  of  the  householders  parishioners  of  ^^^  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  : 
the  parish.  The  other  charities  have  jg  jt  a  fact  that  these  preachers  have 
been  administered  by  the  Vicar  and  themselves  assaulted  the  police ;  if  so, 
parish  officers  or  some  of  them,  or  by  indi-  i^^ve  any  of  them  been  arrested,  or  had 
vidual  trustees.  In  these  circumstances,  proceedings  taken  against  them,  and 
the  Commissioners  do  not  contemplate  ^jth  what  result  ? 
any  further  alteration  of  the  Governing  m-^^  y^-  KENNY  (Dublin,  St. 
Body.  The  scheme  for  Nixon's  Charity  Stephen's  Green)  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
at  Oxford  IS  no  longer  before  the  Com-  Gentleman  observed  that  the  Rev.  Mr. 
missioiiers,  having  been  submitted  to  the  Hallowes,  of  Arklow  notoriety,  has  gone 
Education   Department    on   the   19th  of    to  Cork  to  join   those  street  preachers, 

whom  I,  in  common  with  gentlemen  oppo- 
site, regard  as  a  menace  to  the  public  peace 
and  an  insult  to  Catholics  in  the  vicinitrf 
And  would  the  right  hoq.  Gentleman  think 
well  of  drawing  the  attention  of  those 
gentlemen  to  the  admirable  letter 
written  on  the  3rd  of  February,  1891,  hj 
the  present  Leader  of  the  Opposition  to 
this  samo  Mr.  Hallowes,  in  which  1^ 
points  out  that  the  division  between  dif" 


March  last. 

POSTMEN  AND  THE  QUEEN'S 
BIRTHDAY. 
Sir  J.  LENG  (Dundee):  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  whether  the 
practice  of  granting  a  holiday  to  those 
engaged  in  the  Customs  service,  and  also 
the  major  departments  of  the  Post  Office, 
on     the   Queen's   birthday,   can   be    ex- 
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erent  sections  of  the  community  caused 
»7  difference  of  creed  is  so  deep  and  so 
Etr-reaching,  and  religious  convictions 
.re  so  closely  interwoven  with  political 
•pinions,  that  a  course  which  would  be 
nnocent  and  even  praiseworthy  on  one 
ude  of  St.  George's  Channel  might  be 
norally  and  if  not  legally  indefensible  on 
the  other,  and  that  this  fact,  while  itaffords 
Qo  shadow  of  an  excuse  for  violence,  may 
very  possibly  offer  sufficient  grounds  for 
criticising  the  action  of  those  by  whom 
the  violence  is  knowingly  provoked  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORL£Y  :  In  answer  to  these 
inestions,  I  have  to  state  that  no  person 
1S8  been  arrested  or  brought  to  trial  by 
he  police  for  proceedings  arising  out  of 
^e  religious  services  in  the  streets  of 
Jork.  The  police  have  not  witnessed 
ay  assaults  upon  the  preachers,  and,  as 
am  informed,  no  actual  assaults  of  a 
^rious  nature  have  been  committed  on 
lem.  The  assaults  that  have  been  com- 
lit-ted  were  of  the  nature  of  horseplay, 
insisting  of  hustling  and  mud-throw- 
ig,  and  were  invariably  committed  by 
romen  and  boys  ;  but  the  police  have 
^en  no  stones  throTin,  as  has  been 
lleged,  nor  do  they  believe  that  a  single 
tone  has  been  thrown  on  any  occasion. 
^  confirmation  of  the  reports  which  have 
•een  made  to  me  by  the  police,  I  am  in- 
orined  by  their  very  experienced  officer 
tt  charge  that  not  one  of  the  preachers 
i^s  received  the  slightest  hurt  or  injury 
»nce  the  commencement  of  these  pro- 
^edings  in  November  last ;  and  it  is  due 

>  the  police  to  say  that  the  unwearying 
Q<1  efficient  protection  afforded  by  them 

>  the  preachers  at  all  times  has  prevented 
^e  commission  of  serious  assaults,  or  the 
ccurrence  of  anything  more  painful  and 
©plorable  than  has  already  taken  place. 

have  previously  remarked  that  the 
f^<5ounts  of  these  transactions  which 
*v©  appeared  in  the  Press  have  been 
"^ssly  exaggerated,  and  as  regards  the " 
otmplaints  that  have  been  made  regarding 
*®  action  of  the  police  throughout  these 
^^y  trying  proceedings,  many  eye-wit- 
®**se8  of  the  occurrences — both  Protes- 
^^  and  Catholic — have,  unsolicited, 
"^red  to  testify  to  the  good  temper  and 
^.^>^rance  displayed  by  the  police. 
^  ith  reference  to  the  question  raised  by 
•^  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
^^^^iversity  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
P^^cbing,  I  would  observe  that  street 
P'^^^^hing/ier  se  is  no  offence  by  Common 


or  Statute  Law,  but  that  in  the  perform- 
ance of  an  otherwise  legal  act  the 
preachers  act  illegally  if  they  thereby 
obstruct  or  by  gathering  crowds  cause 
an  obstruction  of  the  highway.  This 
was  the  principle  recognised  by  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  his  dealings  with  the  more 
violent  proceedings  at  Arklow.  It  is 
competent  to  the  Constabulary  to  compel 
any  person  obstructing  the  highway  or 
causing  an  obstruction  to  move  on,  and, 
in  addition,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  police, 
if  they  cannot  otherwise  prevent  & 
breach  of  the  peace,  to  disperse  such  an 
assemblage  as  provokes  it.  The  preachers 
must  be  aware  that  they  are  acting 
illegally  by  causing  obstruction,  but,  as 
the  offence  is  one  which  can  be  pro- 
secuted by  any  member  of  the  public,  it 
is  also  well  known  that  the  police,  as 
public  prosecutors,  claim  the  exercise  of 
a  discretion  in  the  institution  of  pro- 
ceedings. At  Arklow  private  individuals 
prosecuted  with  unsatisfactory  results^ 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  a  convic- 
tion for  obstruction  was  obtained  and 
one  of  the  preachers,  in  default  of 
paying  the  fine,  went  to  prison.  There 
was  no  encouragement  for  a  police 
prosecution  at  Arklow,  and,  having  re- 
gard to  the  experiences  there,  there  is 
no  encouragement  to  proceed  at  Cork. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  :  As  to  the 
charge  of  obstruction,  is  it  not  a  fact  that 
the  Mayor  and  Corporation  of  Cork  had 
suggested  that  the  street  preachers 
should  carry  on  in  future  their  proceed- 
ings only  on  the  Marina  or  other  open 
space  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  believe  that  is 
their  recommendation. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Is  there  not  some 
Society  or  Organisations  which,  by  pro- 
viding funds,  is  responsible  for  the  obsti- 
nate persistence  of  these  street  preachers  ? 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  direct 
inquiries  into  that  point  ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  not  aware 
of  that,  but  I  will  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
Government  propose  to  mete  out  a 
different  treatment  to  the  preachers  Id 
Ireland  to  that  which  was  meted  out  a 
short  time  ago  to  the  Salvation  Army 
preachers  in  connection  with  meetings 
they   attempted    to    conduct    at    East- 
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bourne  and  elsewliere?  Did  not  the 
Government  in  those  cases  interfere,  and 
even  repeal  a  clause  in  Private  Bills 
which  was  contrary  to  the  public  law? 
I  am  not  defending  these  Cork  preachers, 
but  I  cannot  see  any  difieren(.*e  between 
the  two  classes  of  preachers  or  meetings, 
and  I  think  that  the  law  that  applies  to 
gatherings  of  that  sort  at  Eastbourne 
should  also  apply  to  the  proceedings  at 
Cork. 

•Mr.  speaker  :  This  question  is 
only  an  argumentative  way  of  bringing 
forward  a  matter  having  reference  to 
another  question  than  the  one  under  con- 
sideration, and  I  must  rule  it  out  of 
Order. 

TEMPERA^X'E  CANTEENS  FOR  THE 

ARMY. 

Mr.  ARCHIBALD  GROVE  (West 
Ham,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  if  he  could  state  what  faci- 
lities are  offered  to  the  Army  Temperance 
Associations  for  establishing  canteens  in 
the  various  Military  Centres  ;  and  whe- 
ther it  would  be  possible  to  establish  a 
temperance  canteen  with  every  regiment, 
or  at  every  Military  Centre  ? 

•The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Banxerman, 
Stirlin<i^,  &c.)  :  There  is  already  in  every 
barrack  what  is  practically  a  temperance 
canteen — namely,  the  room  where  non- 
intoxicants  are  sold — under  Article  84  of 
Section  15  of  the  Queen's  Regulations. 
We  have  also  include*!  in  the  Estimates 
for  this  year  a  sum  of  £500  as  a  grant- 
in-aid  of  the  Army  Temperance  Associa- 
tion, and  our  desire  is  to  assist  that 
Association  to  the  full  extent  of  our 
power  in  extending  its  operations  in  this 
country. 

HIGHBURY  VALE  SCHOOL. 
Sir  W.  hart  DYKE  (Kent,  Dart- 
ford)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Committee  of  Council*  on  Educa- 
tion whether  he  is  aware  that  certain 
expenditure  upon  a  new  cloak-room  at 
Highbury  Vale  School  has  been  dis- 
regarded by  the  Department  as  not  legiti- 
mate under  Article  90  of  the  Code ; 
whether,  in  addition  to  this  fine  upon  the 
resources  of  the  school,  very  long  delay 
has  taken  place  in  the  payment  of  grfint ; 
and  whether  ho  will  state  the  reason  for 
this  long  delay,  and  the  decision  in  r;egard 
to  the  cloak-room  ?  , 

Mr.  T.  fV.  Russell 


Mr.  ACLAND:  The  grant  to  tb 
school,  which  was  inspected  on  the  29i 
of  January,  has  now  been  paid.  Tl 
delay  in  the  case  was  mainly  due  to  tl 
managers  having  included  in  the 
accounts  a  sum  not  specified  representin 
the  cost  of  building  a  new  cloak-rooti 
and  having  afterwards  placed  the  case  i 
the  hands  of  the  Diocesan  Board  c 
Education  instead  of  withdrawing  th 
sum  from  the  accounts.  The  right  boo 
Gentleman  must,  I  think,  be  well  awan 
that  the  cost  of  structural  additions  to  i 
school  is,  and  always  has  been,  dis- 
allowed under  the  Code  as  expenditare 
in  the  accouAts  of  the  school.  There 
has  been  no  fine  on  the  resources  of  the 
school,  the  full  grant  having  been  paid. 

GAS  CONSUMPTION  IN  PAKLIAMEXT 

HOUSES. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.): 
1  beg  to  ask  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  he  can  state  what  qnaD- 
tity  of  gas  was  consumed  in  the  Hoiuee 
of  Parliament  in  the  year  1893  ;  what 
was  the  total  cost  of  the  same ;  and 
what  was  the  price  charged  per  1,000 
cubic  feet  by  the  Company  suppljing 
the  gas  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  H.  Gladstone,  Leeds, 
W.)  :  The  total  consumption  of  gas  in 
1893  in  the  Houses  of  Parliameut  and 
their  precincts  was  27,871,000  cubic 
feet ;  the  total  cost  was  £4,223,  besides 
£33  for  meter  rents  ;  and  the  price  was 
3s.  Id.  per  1,000  feet,  except  for  the 
street  lamps,  for  which  the  charge  is 
2s.  2d.  per  1,000. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  :  I  understand 
that  the  Vestries  of  Loudon  are  paying 
for  the  gas  used  by  them  for  all  purpostes 
at  a  uniform  cost  of  2s.  2d.  per  thousand, 
and  I  should  be  glad  to  know  whethez 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  approach 
the  Gas  Company  with  a  view  of  getting 
them  to  supply  all  the  gas  required  ai 
the  lower  rate  ? 

Mr.  iH.  GLADSTONE  :  There  an 
two  qualities  of  gas,  I  believe,  supplieiJ 
by  the  Company  ;  but  I  will  inquire  int( 
the  matter. 

TRINIDAD  AND  VENEZUELA. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stau 
for  the  Colonies  what  stops  "are  being 
taken  to  relieve  the  Colony  of  Trinidid 
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from  the  extra  impost  of  30  per  cent, 
levied  for   12  years  past  iu  Venezuela 
upon  all  goods  coming  from  that  island 
and  the   Antilles    over    and   above   the 
heavy  duties  levied  upon  goods  from  any 
other  part  of  the  world  ;    and,  having 
re^rard  to  the  injury  this  extra  duty  has 
inflicted  upon  the  Colony  most  adjacent 
to  Venezuela,  if  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment   will  consider   the  expediency   of 
conferring    with     the     other     Antilean 
Powers — namely,  France,  Holland,  and 
i>pain,   upon   the   situation,   should   the 
removal  of    the    extra    impost    not  be 
favourably  considered  by  the  new  Presi- 
dent, General  Crespo,  and  Senor  Bojas, 
the    Minister    for     Foreign    Affairs    at 
Caracas  ? 

Mr.  S.  B  UXTON :  Diplomatic  relations 
with  Venezuela  are  still  suspended,  and 
consequently  no  steps  have  been  taken 
at  Caracas  to  relieve  the  Colony  of 
Trinidad  from  the  impost  referred  to  in 
the  first  paragraph  of  this  question. 
Owing  to  this  continued  suspension  of 
rolfitions.  Her  Majesty^s  Government  do 
not  consider  the  present  moment  pro- 
.pitious  for  entering  into  any  negotiations 
ou  the  subject. 

Colonel  HOWARD  VINCENT  : 
Will  the  Government  take  the  earliest 
opportunity  of  moving  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  S.  BUXTON:  That  question 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Foreign 
Office. 

Cattle  SEIZURES  IN  COUNTY  Tyrone, 

Mk.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
I«ord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that 
f)n  the  3rd  of  November,  near  Six  Mile 
Cross,  in  the  County  of  Tyrone,  cattle, 
the  property  of  William  Sawyers,  which 
were  being  driven  by  George  Sawyers,  a 
son  of  William  Sawyers,  and  a  man 
named  Joseph  M'Farland,  were  seized  by 
two  bailiffs  carrying  out  a  decree  against 
J'oseph  M'Fariand  h,i  the  suit  of  the 
Ulster  Bank  ;  and  that  MTarland  and 
G-eorge  Sawyers,  for  resisting  this  seizure, 
were  arrested  and  returned  for  trial  to 
the  Quarter  Sessions  at  Omagh,  County 
Tyrone  ;  that,  before  allowing  the  cattle 
to  be  released,  the  bailiffs  insisted  on  the 
inatmctions  of  the  solicitor  for  the  Ulster 
Bank  on  payment  of  the  amount  of  the 
decree,  which  George  Sawyers,  who  had 
^ot  out  on  bail,  paid  under  protest ;  that 


the  money  so  paid  by  George  Sawyers  was 
recovered  on  a  decree  obtained  against 
the  Ulster  Bank  at  the  Belfast  Quarter 
Sessions  last  January ;  that  George 
Sawyers  was  subsequently  put  on  his 
trial  at  the  Omagh  Quarter  Sessions,  and 
convicted  for  the  alleged  rescue  ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  Sessional 
Crown  Solicitor  for  County  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  C.  Dickie),  who  prosecuted  George 
Sawyers  at  the  Omagh  Quarter  Sessions, 
is  also  the  Solicitor  for  the  Ulster  Bank 
who  obtained  the  degree  for  the  said 
bank  against  M'Farland ;  whether  Crown 
Solicitors  are  entitled  to  utilise  their 
office  as  Crown  Solicitors  in  the  interest 
of  their  private  clients  ;  what  justifica- 
tion was  there  for  the  issue  of  this 
warrant  without  notice,  and  under  such 
unusual  circumstances ;  and  whether 
directions  will  be  given  that  these  pro- 
ceedings will  be  immediately  discon- 
tinued ? 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  The  first  para- 
graph sets  forth  the  facts  with  substantial 
accuracy  except,  as  I  am  informed,  that 
the  ownership  of  the  cattle  was  not  tried 
by  the  Judge  at  Quarter  Sessions.  The 
two  men,  M*Farland  and  Sawyers,  were 
arrested  ou  a  warrant  obtained  by  the 
bailiff,  and  were  tried  at  the  Omagh 
January  Quarter  Sessions,  when  they 
pleaded  guilty  and  were  allowed  out  on 
their  own  recognisances  to  attend  for 
judgment  when  called  upon.  They 
appear  to  have  been  dealt  with  in  this 
manner  in  consequence  of  Sawyer's 
undertaking  not  to  execute  the  decree 
obtained  by  him  against  the  Bank. 
Contrary  to  the  arrangement  thus  entered 
into,  Sawyers  levied  the  decree,  and  the 
Sessional  Crown  Solicitor,  who  appears 
to  have  regarded  this  as  a  breach  of 
faith,  served  him  with  the  usual  10  days' 
notice  to  come  up  for  judgment  at  next 
Quarter  Sessions.  No  warrant  has  been 
issued  in  connection  with  this  branch  of 
the  case.  The  attention  of  the  Attorney 
General  having  been  drawn  to  the  facts 
of  the  case  some  days  ago,  directed  that 
the  notice  to  appear  for  judgment  should 
be  at  once  withdrawn  by  the  Sessional 
Crown  Solicitor. 

BUILDING   SOCIETIES'  ACTS. 

Mr.  GERALD  BALFOUR  (Leeds, 

Central)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 

it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
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introduce,  during  the  present  Session,  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Building  Societies  ? 

Mk.  ASQUITH  :  It  is  the  intention 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  to  introduce  a  measure 
to  amend  the  law  relating  to  Building 
Societies. 

THE    BUSINESS   OF   THE   SESSION. 

Mr.  W.  KENNY  :  I  have  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to  whom  I 
have  given  private  notice  of  the  question, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  order  in 
which  the  Government  Bills  were  placed 
— first,  Registration ;  second,  Welsh 
Disestahlishment ;  third.  Evicted  Tenants; 
and  fourth.  Local  Veto — the  House  may 
take  it  for  granted  that  the  Government 
have  determined  to  put  the  Welsh  Dises- 
tahlishment Bill  before  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  ? 

SiK  W.  HARCOURT:  I  received 
notice  of  this  question  about  two  and  a- 
half  (minutes  ago.  The  bon.  Member  can 
draw  no  conclusions  of  the  kind  which  he 
seems  to  have  been  disposed  to  draw 
until  the  Government  have  declared  their 
intentions. 

THE  IRISH   LAND  COMMISSION. 

Mu.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  May  I  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant, to  whom  1  have  given  private  notice 
of  the  question,  wbether,'(n  view  of  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  especially 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  said  on  Thursday  that  all 
Parties  were  agreed  as  to  the  first  part  of 
the  terms  of  Reference,  he  does  not  think 
it  advisable  to  go  on  with  the  first  part 
of  the  Reference  at  once  ?  Will  he  not 
consent  to  move  that  part  to-night  ? 

Mk.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  am  considering 
how  it  may  be  possible  to  establish  a 
modus  Vivendi  with  gentlemen  opposite, 
and  am  engaged  in  negotiations  on  the 
mutter.  If  the  hon.  Member  will  ask 
me  a  question  on  Thursday,  I  will  give 
him  a  definite  answer. 

THE  BEHRING    SEA    ARBITRATION 

BILL. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  (Manchester, 
E.)  :  With  reference  to  what  fell  from 
the  Attorney  General  earlier  in  the 
afternoon,  I  should  like  to  ask  at  what 
time  the  Government  propose  to  adjourn 
other    business     in    order    to    take    the 

Mr.  Gerald  Balfour 


Behring  Sea  Arbitration  Bill,  which  doe( 
not  stand  even  as  second  Order  on  the 
Paper  ? 

Sir    W.    HARCOURT  :     We    are 
anxious  that  proper  time  should  be  given 
for  the  consideration  of  a  Bill  of  socfa 
importance.    But  I  hope  we  may  assome 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  it  is  not  a 
Bill  which  is  going  to  be  opposed.    It 
would  be  a  very  ungracious  thing  towards 
the  United  States  if  it  wore  opposed.    I 
am  extremely  anxious,  on  account  of  tbe 
International  character  of  the  Bill,  that 
it   should    not   be  made  the  subject  of 
Party  controversy.     Would   it  be  coo- 
sidered  adequate  if  we  took  the  Bill  tt 
half-past  1 1  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  As  a  matter 
of  personal  explanation,  let  me  remind 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  when  tbe 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time  I  took 
great  pains  to  make  it  clear  that  the  Bill 
would  not  be  treated  by  us  in  any  contro- 
versial spirit,  and  that  I  would  do  my  best 
to  enable  it  to  pass.  The  whole  difficaitj 
arises  from  some  differences  between  this 
measure  and  the  measure  presented  w 
the  United  States  Legislature.  lamnot, 
qualified  to  say  whether  the  differeneti 
are  such  as  would  justify  a  Debates 
this  House.  The  Government  are  bettif 
judges  of  that ;  but  I  hope  they  irill  not 
stint  the  necessary  time  for  the  consideri- 
tion  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  If  it  is  de 
sired,  the  Bill  will  be  taken  at  11  o'clock. 

NEW    MEMBER    SWORN. 
James     Caldwell,    esquire,     for  the 
County  of  Lanark  (Mid  Division.) 

MOTION. 


BUSINESS   OF  THE   HOUSE  (GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS). 
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Sir  W.    HARCOl 


k -rising  to 


"  That  for  th  -  ^^er  of  the  Se«onGo^ 
vemment  Busir"^  »l.ThaTC  priority  on  TneaittJ 
That  on  Frida^liy  ;  f^^Hou*  do  meet  it  Twrf 
the  clock,  and .  \     ^   «ioTisioM  of  St»f"J 

Order  56  be  ■.  .^^\\  Tuesdiy  ^  * 
Morning  Sittin^j^  J^W^l!' 
said:  I  shaaoWii  no  doubt,  be  expected  V 
the  House  tc^  Unt'gtateihegiwwJ*^*/^ 
Her  Majestjiieg  >»g  Goremmeot  Bitf«  J 
claim— this  ^^  dl|J«ecltt»^*''^ 
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ne  to  be  given  to  tbem  for  the  transae- 
>n  of  busiuess.  I  will  do  so  witb 
»8olute  frankness  and  in  a  manner  tbat 
ill  give  offence,  I  bope,  to  no 
arty  or  section  in  tbe  House.  Tbe 
ounds  on  wbicb  tbe  Government 
ake  tbis  request  are — first  of  all, 
6  date  indicated  by  tbe  calendar ; 
condly,  tbe  business  tbe  House  bas  to 
ansact ;  and,  tbirdly,  tbe  relation  of 
.e  Government  to  tbat  business.  As 
tgards  tbe  date,  I  may  remind  tbe  House 
lat  it  is  tbe  9tb  of  April,  and  I  tbink 
need  not  remind  tbe  House  of  tbe 
bnormal  circumstances  tbat  bave  taken 
lace  in  tbe  first  quarter  of  tbis  year.  I  will 
ot  refer  to  tbose  circumstances  in  detail, 
or  tbey  are  all  familiar  to  tbe  House.  I 
^ill  take  thi^  opportunity  of  cordially 
dcognising  tbe  assistance  tbe  Govern- 
lent  bave  received  from  tbe  Opposition 
I  transacting  tbe  necessary  business  in 
rder  to  conclude  tbe  first  .quarter  of  tbe 
Bar.  It  is  well-known  tbat  tbe  Go- 
er nment  were  placed  in  an  exceptional 
ositiou.  Tbey  were  bound  to  conclude 
le  financial  business  of  tbe  country  by 
particular  date,  and  I  am  glad  to  re- 
>gni8e  tbe  assistance  tbey  received  from 
entlemen  in  all  quarters  of  the  House  in 
erforming  tbat  part  of  tbeir  duty.  But 
hat  we  are  concerned  witb  to-day  is 
le  future,  and  wbat  remains  of  tbe 
ession  on  wbicb  we  bave  ontero<l.  In 
lese  circumstances,  I  do  not  propose  to  do 
bat  bas  been  done  on  some  occasions 
^d  go  tbrougb  a  number  of  precedents, 
^cause  precedents  really  bave  no  bear- 
'g  upon  tbe  circumstances  of  tbe  prc- 
•nt  time.  ["  Hear,  bear  I  "]  Yes  ; 
'at  is  a  well-founded  observation,  as  I 
'all  endeavour  to  sbow  to  tbe  House, 
^ill  take  it  for  granted  tbat  I  sball 
^ve  the  assent  of  tbe  House  to  tbis  pro- 
^^ition,  tbat  if  we  can  bclp  it  we  arc 
*^  to  follow  tbe  example  of  last  year. 
^Q  continued  and  continuous  sittings  of 
^Hiament  are,  I  tbink,  neitber  good  for 
^  House  of  Commons  nor  good  for 
^  country ;  and,  if  I  may  assume 
^t,  I  bope  it  may  be  an  ele- 
•^t  that  wo  sball  take  into  consider- 
^H  in  determining  wbat  we  are  going 
do  witb  tbe  future  of  tbe  Session.  I 
^d  point  out  to  the  House  tbat,  accord- 
K  to  the  present  arrangements,  tbe 
•Ui6»s  days  at  tbe  disposal  of  tbe 
^^mment  are  eight  in  tbe  month,  and 
^t  18  making  no  allowance  for  vacations 
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at  Easter  and  at  Whitsuntide.  You 
may  multiply  tbat  by  tbe  number  of 
months  you  desire  the  House  of  Commons 
to  sit.  I  will  not  make  tbat  multiplica- 
tion, but  I  observe  tbat  my  right  hou. 
Friend  tbe  Member  for  Great  Grimsby 
(Mr.  Heneage)  bas  fixed  tbe  time  when 
tbe  Session  is  to  be  closed.  It  is  a  little 
old-fashioned,  I  tbink,  but  he  and  I  re- 
member when  tbe  Session  closed  on 
August  10  ;  and  tbat  is  tbe  date  that  be 
now  adopts.  I  sball  not  be  so  rash  my- 
self as  to  fix  anv  date  ;  but  if  I  take  the 
date  be  bas  adopted,  tbe  number  of  days 
at  tbe  disposal  of  the  Government  with- 
out any  recess  at  Whitsuntide  is  some- 
where about  36. 

An  bon.  Member  :  No,  32. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Well,  32. 
Therefore,  according  to  tbe  hypothesis  of 
my  right  bon.  Friend,  32  days  are  avail- 
able to  tbe  Government  to  transact  tbe 
business  thev  bave  to  deal  with.  I  ven- 
ture  to  say  that  tbose  eight  days  in  tbe 
month  are  not  sufficient  for  tbe  business 
tbat  tbe  Government  bave  to  transact  in 
tbe  House  of  Commous.  I  would  ven- 
ture candidly  to  desire  tbe  House  to  con- 
sider wbat  is  tbe  business  which  tbe 
Government  is  expected  to  transact — and 
rightly  expected  to  transact — in  the  course 
of  a  Session,  and  I  will  discuss  tbis  not 
in  relation  to  one  Government  or  another, 
but  in  relation  to  all  Governments,  as 
tbe  question  aflTects  our  successors  as 
much  as  it  does  ourselves.  Tbe  first  and 
indispensable  business  is  tbe  administra- 
tive business  of  tbe  Government  connec- 
ted witb  Supply  and  all  tbat  depends  on 
it — all  questions  relating  to  tbe  adminis- 
trative business  of  tbe  country  at  home, 
in  tbe  colonies,  in  India,  in  foreign 
affairs,  and  all  the  questions  that  lie  out- 
side the  circle  of  legislative  action.  Tbat 
is  tbe  first  class  of  business  the  Goveni- 
ment  bave  to  transact,  and  that  nobody 
else  can  transact.  The  second  class  of 
business  is  wbat  I  should  designate  as 
legislation  of  a  neutral  character — tbat 
is  to  say,  legislation  not  of  a  distinctly 
Party  or  political  character,  or  of  a 
bigbly  controversial  character,  but  of  a 
sort  and  magnitude  which  only  tbe  Go- 
vernment can  deal  witb.  There  are  fre- 
quently proposals  made  by  non-official 
Members  of  wbicb  it  is  said  that  the  sub- 
ject can  only  be  adequately  dealt  witb  by 
tbe   Government,   and   we  are   familiar 
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sooclusioa   anj    measure  of  importance, 
the  Governmeat    is    the    oulj    capable 
tnstrument.     Now,  if   I  am  allowed   to 
ftpplj  these  observatious  to  the  present, 
I  say  that,   in  respect  of  administrative 
business  and  non-contentious   and  non- 
controversial  business,  the  Government 
have  a  right  to  appeal  to  all  sections  of 
the  House  to  give  them  ample  time  for 
dealing  with  that  description  of  business. 
As  regards  the  larger  Bills   of  a  more 
controversial  character,  and  as  regards 
the  political  Bills,  I  perfectly  admit  that 
we  have  no  claim  upon  gentlemen  oppo- 
site who  are  opposed  to  these  measures 
and  who  desire  to  resist  them.    I  cannot 
4usk  them — if  I  did  I  know  I  should  not 
get  it — that  they  will  give  us  any  facili- 
ties to  promote  any  measures  which  they 
desire  to  see  not  passed  into  law.     But, 
Sir,  the  time  of  the  House  is  at  the  dis- 
posal of    the    majority   of    the   House. 
fF'liether  it  be,  as  was  the  case  in  the  last 
Parliament,  a  Tory  majority,  or  whether, 
in  this  Parliament,  it   be  a  Liberal 
ority,     the     time     of     the     House 
A      at    the    disposal    of    the    majority, 
^lien  it  has  been  desired  to  give  effect 
to  political  measures  like  the  Crimes  Act 
or    the   Home  Rule  Bill,  the  House  has 
y^^A  no  hesitation  in  affording  the  time 
i^oeessary.     I  am  stating  what  I  believe 
<o  be  unquestionably  the  truth — that  the 
<lue8tion  of  determining  the  disposal  of 
the  time  of  the  House  is  a  matter  upon 
which  the  majority  of  the  House  has  a 
right  to  decide.     As  I  have  said  before, 
we  have  no  right  to  expect  the  minority 
to  facilitate  measures  to  which  they  are 
opposed  ;  but,  for  the  same  reason,  the 
Government  have  the  right  to  appeal  to 
the  majority  of  the  House — by  whom,  in 
fact,  they  are  placed  in  the  position  they 
hold — ^to  give  them  the  means   and  to 
«£ford  them  the  support  that  is  necessary 
to  give  effect  to  the  Bills  which  they 
desire  to  see  carried  into  law.     We  are 
the  crew  of  a  vessel  which  has  a  fixed 
destination ;  we  have  a  voyage  to  make ; 
we    have   a  precious    cargo    to    carry. 
\Irtnical  cheersJ^      I  know  that   is   a 
cargo  which  you  do  not  desire  to  see 
carried.     We,   however,  regard  it  as   a 
▼alnable  cargo.     It  has  been  placed  in 
our  charge,  and  we  are  responsible  for  it. 
In  making  that  voyage,  and  in  meeting 
the  stormy  seas  and  the  winds  and  waves 
which  we  have  to  encounter  from  the 
Opposition)  we  desire  to  press  straight 
on*     We  cannot  afford  to  make  calls  at 


all  the  interesting  spots  on  the  way. 
That  is  not  our  business — it  would  be 
the  business  of  a  voyage  of  pleasure, 
which  ours  is  not.  [A  Voice  :  "  Speak 
up."]  I  must  appeal  for  the  usual 
courtesies  of  Debate.  We  are  pledged 
to  go  forward  in  the  way  to  which  we 
have  pledged  ourselves,  and  we  ask  the 
support  of  those  who  concur  in  our 
opinions  and  who  desire  the  success  of 
the  measures  to  which  we  are  committed. 
Those  are  the  grounds — which  I  have 
endeavoured  to  state  as  impartially  and 
calmly  as  1  can — why  I  make  upon  the 
majority  of  the  House  a  claim  and  a 
request  which  the  Government  believe 
to  be  founded  upon  reason.  We  have 
asked  no  more  than  we  consider  that  we 
absolutely  require.  I  know  we  are  to  be 
met  with  various  Amendments.  One 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper  is  that  our 
present  request  should  be  limited  till 
Whitsuntide.  That  would  be  a  waste 
of  time,  because  we  should  then  have  to 
fight  the  battle  over  again.  We,  there- 
fore, cannot  accept  that.  Another 
Amendment  is  that  we  should  take  only 
Tuesday  mornings,  and  not  the  whole  of 
Tuesdays.  We  do  not  think  that  would 
be  adequate  for  the  purpose.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  is  more  liberal,  for  he  is  going 
to  propose  that  we  should  limit  our 
request  to  August  10.  I  am  obliged  to 
him,  but  that  would  be  rather  like 
fixing  a  particular  date  beforehand  as  the 
limit  for  the  duration  of  the  Session. 
Besides  these  proposals,  what  is  still 
more  formidable  is,  that  wc  shall  most 
probably  be  pressed  to  make  exceptions 
in  the  case  of  particular  Bills.  If  so,  I 
may  say  at  once  that  in  the  request  now 
made  there  is  no  time  for  exceptions.  If 
we  once  commence  to  deal  with  excep- 
tions, we  shall  have  a  prolonged  contest 
in  which  it  will  be  very  difficult  to  know 
to  whom  the  apple  is  to  be  given.  The 
Government  have  already  committed 
themselves  to  give  days  for  four  special 
subjects.  There  is  the  Navy,  the  dis- 
cussion upon  which  is  to  be  taken,  I  hope, 
to-day,  and,  if  necessary,  to-morrow. 
There  is  to  be  a  discussion  on  Uganda. 
And  a  day  has  been  promised  for  Indian 
finance.  Those  days  were  promised  as 
conditions  of  concluding  the  financial 
business  ;  and  an  opportunity  has  also 
been  promised  for  discussing  the  Eight 
Hours  Bill.  Beyond  that  we  feel  that  it 
is  impossible  for  us  to  go.    I  have  now 
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endeavoured  to  state,  as  impartially  as  I 
can,  the  case  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment make  this  request.  It  rests  with 
the  majority  of  the  House  to  determine 
how  it  will  dispose  of  its  time,  and  it  is 
for  them  to  determine  whether  they  are 
disposed  to .  bestow  on  the  Government 
that  time  which  we  consider  absolutely 
essential  to  enable  the  Government  to 
fulfil  the  duties  that  have  been  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  majority  of  the  House 
and  by  the  majority  of  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session  Go- 
vernment Business  do  haye  priority  on  Tuesda}'. 
That  on  Friday  the  House  do  meet  at  Two 
of  the  clock,  aud  that  the  provisions  of  Stand- 
iug  Order  56  be  extended  to  Tuesday  and  the 
Morning  Sitting  on  Friday." — (^Sir  W.  Har- 
court.") 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Whatever  we 
may  think  of  the  substance  of  the  demand 
made  upon  us  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, nobody  who  has  heard  his  speech 
will  accuse  him  of  adopting,  in  recom- 
mending the  substance  of  the  Motion  to 
the  House,  a  tone  likely  to  embitter  the 
Debate.  He  has  ma<le  his  speech  and 
his  proposal  in  a  manner  as  likely  to 
recommend  it  to  his  opponents  as  well  as 
to  his  friends  as,  I  think,  was  possible 
under  the  circumstances.  Nevertheless, 
he  will  not  be  surprised  to  hear  that,  in 
however  soft  and  tender  accents  he  makes 
this  proposal  to  us,  the  substance  of  his 
request  is  of  such  a  character  as  to  make 
it  absolutely  impossible  for  us  to  give  a 
willing  assent  to  the  policy  he  asks  us  to 
accept.  In  the  first  place,  I  ask  the 
House  to  note  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  abandoned  the  course  hitherto 
pursued  by  his  predecessors  in  Office  in 
asking  the  House  to  give  up  its  time  to 
the  Government.  He  has  not  rested 
himself  in  any  way  upon  precedent,  but 
has  laid  down  certain  general  proposi-. 
tious,  which  he  thinks  ought  to  command 
our  assent.  I  do  not,  however,  hesitate 
to  say  that  the  independent  or  the  private 
Members  of  this  House  will  practically 
give  up  all  the  rights  which  they  have 
hitherto  enjoyed  if  they  assent  to  the  pro- 
positions. It  may  or  it  may  not  be  proper 
for  the  Government  to  make  this  c'aim 
upon  us  at  this  time.  To  that  I  shall 
address  myself  directly,  but  for  any 
Government  to  come  down  to  this  House 
and  say  that,  by  the  Standing  Orders, 
the  Go\*ernment  had  only  eight  days  a 
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month,  which  are  quite  inadequate  for 
Government  business,   is   practically  to 
cut  at  the  very  root  of  every  privilege 
which  private  Members  enjoy,  not  merely 
at  the  beginning  or  end  of  the  Session, 
but  at  any  period  of  the  Session,  and  I 
regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
found   it   necessary   to  place   his  claim 
upon    such   very   broad   bases,  and   lay 
deep  the  foundations  for  future  aggres- 
sions  on   the   part   of   those   who  may 
succeed  him  in  the  office  he  holds.     The 
right   hon.  Gentleman   told    us  that  he 
was  not  going  to  appeal  to  precedents, 
and  I   notice  that  those  against  whom 
precedents   tell  usually  prefer  to  go  to 
first  principles  to  support  their  proposals. 
It  is  a  very  natural  taste,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  laid  before  us  the 
first  principles  to  whish  he  appeals  with 
all  his  accustomed  clearness.     Aud  what 
are  they  ?     He  says  that  the  responsible 
Government  of  the  day,  the  creatiou  of 
the  majority  of  the  House,  are  bound  to 
carry  through  certain  classes  of  business, 
which  he  proceeded  to  specify.   He  k*^® 
the  first  place  to  Supply,  and  I  should  be 
quite  ready  to  make  this  concession  to 
the     right     hon.     Gentleman,     that  if 
Supply    really    was    taken    at    a   con- 
venient  period    of   the    Session    befoie 
the   House   was   utterly   worn    out   to- 
wards the  middle  or  end  of  it,  private 
Members  would  probably  have  very  little 
cause   to   complain,   because   it  is  upon 
Supply  that  private  Members  can  with 
most  effect  bring  forward  their  grievances. 
It  ib  upon  Supply  that  private  Members 
can  best  bring  forward  their  own  views, 
and  can  best  criticise  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  Office.     I  am  not  com- 
plaining  of   the  right    hon.   Geotleman 
bringing  Supply  on  at  a  late  period  of 
the  Session.     That  has  been  the  course 
adopted   by    his   own    Government,  by 
many  previous  Governments,  and  the  late 
Government.     But  even  if  he  is  going  to 
put  down  Supply  in  the  list  of  the  busi- 
ness   that    the     Government    has    got 
to      get     through,    and      is     going    to 
quote  Supply  as  a  reason  why   private 
Members  should  be  expected  to  lose  their 
privileges  at  the  early  part  of  the  Ses- 
sion, theu  I  think  private  Members  have 
a  right  on  their  part  to  demand  thai  the 
Government  should  bring  on  Supply  at 
a  time  when  private  Members  are  able 
adequately  to  discuss  it.     Bat   no  such 
promise  was   given   by   the  right  boo. 
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GentleniuD  ;  do  bint  was  given  by  bira 
that  a  differeut   course  would   be  takeu 
witb  regard  to  Supply  tban  tbat  wbicb 
was  adopted  by  tbem  last  year  aud  by  us 
in  the  year  before.     I  presume,  tberefore, 
that  they  will  carry  out  their  own  policy 
aud  their  predecessors'  policy,  aud  rele- 
gate Supply  to  a  period  when  practically 
a  full  discussion  of  the  Estimates  aud  of 
the  principles  underlying  the  Estimates 
is  rc^ly  withdrawn  from  the  great  mass 
of   the    House  of    Commons.      Having 
dealt    with   Supply  and   casually   men- 
tioned a  certain    amount  of   non-Party 
legislation   which  the  Governmeut  have 
to    get    through,   the   right  hon.   Gen- 
tleman went  on  to  talk  of  Party  measures, 
and  he  appeared  to  think  that  there  were 
those     on     this     side    of     the     House 
who     objected     to     bringing      forward 
such      measures.      If     there     be     such 
critics    I   do   not  rank    myself    among 
them.     Of  course,  the  Government  exist 
for   the   purpose    of    briuging    forward 
Party  measure,  and  the  Opposition,   as 
an  Opposition,  exist  for  the  purpose  of 
criticising  them.     I  make  no  complaint 
of  the  action  of  the  Government  in  pro- 
ducing Party  measures,  and  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  make  no  com- 
plaint when  we  proceed  to  criticise  them. 
But  what  I  do  complain  of  is  that  the 
Government    are    so   long   in    bringing 
forward    these   controversial    measures. 
The  Queen's  Speech  has  not  been  before 
us  very  long,  but,  after  a1 1,  it  has  been  before 
us  for  upwards  of  a  month,  and  the  Go- 
vernment have  not  yet  brought  forward 
these  controversial  matters  of  which  wc 
have  heard  so  much  in  the  speech  of  the 
Chancellor  of  tbc  Exchequer.     He  will 
«»y,  *'  Oh,  that  is  because  we  had  to  piiss 
a   certain   amount  of  financial   business 
hefore  Easter,  which  took  up  the  whole 
time  of  the  House,  the   whole  time  of 
the  Government,  aud  the  whole  time  of 
private  Members,  and   you  canuot  com- 
plain of  us  for  deferring  to  the  present 
period  these  controversial  measures  which 
it   is   our   business   to    lay    before    the 
House.'*     But  the  Government  have  not 
made   the   best   of    their  opportunities. 
What  have  they  done  since  we  met  ?     I 
give  them  ail  the  time  before   Easter. 
Granted  that  they  were  to  occupy  us  as 
they   chose    to    occupy    us   during    the 
vrhole  of  last  summer,  last  autumu,  last 
winteft   and   this   spring,  then  I  s^mit 
that  in  this  Session  before  Easter  they 


had   no   time   or   opportunity   to   bring 
in   any   of   their    measures.     But  since 
Easter    they    have    had    all    the    ordi- 
uary  advantages  which   a   Government 
possess   of    the   days   allocated   by   the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House.      How 
have  they  spent  those  days  ?     Have  they 
spent  them    by  bringing    forward  those 
controversial  measures  ?     Not   a  bit  of 
it.      Those    measures    are    still    to    be 
brought  forward.     We  are  still  ignorant 
of  what  they  are  ;  and  all  we  have  had  is 
this   foolish    proposal    about   a   Scotch 
Committee,   which   is  not  legislation   at 
all,  but  which  is,  as  far  as  I  can  gather, 
the  fad  of  a  single  Minister  aud  of  a 
single   section    in   the   House.      It   has 
occupied  all  the  time  of  the  Government 
since  Easter,  and,  as  far  as  I  am  able  to 
forecast  its  future,  it  is  likely  to  occupy 
a  good  deal  more  if  they  insist  upon  pro- 
ceeding  with   it.     What   is   the  use  of 
coming  down  to   the  House  when  you 
mismanage  your  business  iu  this  fashion, 
and  making  this  appeal  on  the  merits, 
because,  forsooth,  more  than  eight  days 
in  the  month  are  required  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  forcing  through  the  House 
the  controversial  measures  referred  to  ? 
I  could   have  wished  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  found  it  out  of  his  power, 
or  inexpedient,  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
troversy to  go  into  a  discussion  of  past 
precedents,  he  had  at  all  events  exercised 
his  ingenuity  in  giving  to  us  a  forecast 
of  his  future  action.     We  have  had  no 
forecast.     No  attempt  has  been  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  behalf  of 
the  Government  to  tell  us  when  he  means 
to  bring  on   Supply,  and  in  what  order 
ho   means   to    bring    on    the    measures 
of   the  Government,  or   what  measures 
the    Government    hope    to    pass.     The 
whole  future  of  the  Session  is  absolutely 
obscure.     We  do  not  know  what  the  Go- 
vernment intend,  or  what  they  mean  to 
carry  through,  and  in  this  state  of  abso- 
lute darkness  we  are  asked  to  vote  away 
our  privileges.     I  do  not  think  it  is  my 
special  business  to  stand  up  here  as  a 
guardian  of  those  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman     calls     unofficial    Members. 
Perhaps   I   may  observe  that  he  rather 
prided  himself  on  the  phrase  "  uuofficial 
Members,'*  and  I  think  with  small  reason. 
The  term  unofficial  Members  is  extremely 
inconvenient    and    misleading.      Gentle- 
men 001  this  Bench  are  unofficial  Mem- 
bers ;     but    according   to   the  ^ordinary 
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that  the  GovemmeDt  are  happier  in  their 
vessel  than  I  should  he  in  anj  vessel, 
even  a  more  seaworthy  one  than  that  of 
the  Grovernment.  I  am  afraid,  Sir,  that 
thej  have  more  formidable  dangers  before 
them  than  the  horrors  of  sea  sickness.  I 
think  I  see  traces  of  the  fact  that  the 
winds  and  waves,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  expresses  it,  are  gradually 
making  their  impression  on  that  vessel, 
and  that  leaks — not  very  formidable 
leaks,  perhaps — have  been  sprang,  and 
have  been  stopped  by  methods  of  a  not 
very  permanent  character.  Meanwhile, 
however,  I  may  reassure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  by  saying  that,  whatever  may 
be  his  future  destinies,  I  do  not  think 
he  is  likely  to  suffer  shipwreck  to-day. 
The  winds  and  the  waves  on  this  occa- 
8ion«  as  on  others,  will  do  their  best  to 
impede  his  course,  but  he  will  survive 
our  efforts.  I  do  not  think,  however, 
that  he  has,  either  from  the  general  point 
of  view  or  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
unofficial  Members,  shown  any  sufficient 
reason  why  we  should  give  him  privi- 
leges which  in  similar  circumstances  have 
never  been  asked  for  by  his  predecessors 
in  Office. 

Sir  D.  MACFARLANE  (Argyll) 
said,  he  was  one  of  the  unofficial  Mem- 
bers who  occupied  one  of  the  two  first 
places  affected  by  the  Motion  of  the 
Government.  He  was  not  going  to 
dispute  the  right  of  the  Government  to 
take  the  time  of  the  House,  but  the 
Government  must  have  known  for  weeks 
that  about  this  time  it  would  be  necessary 
to  take  the  whole  time  of  the  House, 
and  he  complained  that  they  did  not  give 
notice  four  weeks  ago  of  their  intention, 
in  order  that  hon.  Members  might  be 
saved  the  necessity  and  worry  of  the 
ballot,  and  still  more  the  necessity  of 
getting  up  subjects.  To-morrow  night 
he  should  have  had  the  opportunity,  but 
for  this  Motion,  of  calling  attention  to 
the  financial  condition  of  India  in  relation 
to  Great  Britain,  and  he  complained  that 
they  should  be  discussing  the  question  of 
taking  Tuesday  only  on  the  day  before. 
Why  should  they  not  have  got  a  month^s 
notice  ?  A  cook  got  a  month^s  notice, 
and  surely,  a  Member  of  Parliament 
ought  to  get  as  much.  He  trusted  that 
in  future  the  Government  would,  when 
they  foresaw  the  necessity  of  taking  the 
whole  time  of  the  House,  give  due 
notice      to      hon.     Members,     so     as 


to  avoid  difficulties  and  heartburn- 
ings, and  appeals  for  exceptions.  For 
himself,  much  as  he  appreciated  the 
position  he  occupied  for  the  two  days 
which  would  be  affected  by  this  Motion, 
and  highly  as  he  appreciated  the  sub- 
jects he  had  intended  to  bring  forward, 
he  must  say  honestly  that  he  appreciated 
the  stability  of  the  Government  more, 
and  although  it  was  a  sacrifice,  he  would 
support  the  Government  in  a  Division 
which  would  rob  him  of  his  privileges. 
He  appreciated  the  advantages  of  a 
Liberal  Government  more  than  any 
private  Motion  that  he  could  bring  on, 
and  for  that  reason  he  should  support  the 
Government  in  the  Division. 

Mr.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
(Kent,  Faversham),  as  an  agricultural 
Member,  desired  to  utter  one  or  two  words 
of  earnest  protest  against  the  course 
which  the  Government  had  seen  fit  to 
adopt.  Important  as  were  all  those 
questions,  the  consideration  and  dis- 
cussion of  which  might  be  affected  by 
the  course  of  the  Government,  he  ventured 
to  say  that  none  of  them  equalled  in  im- 
portance the  great  question  of  agricultural 
depression.  How  could  the  Party  opposite 
and  the  Government  any  longer  keep  up 
their  pretence  of  sympathy  with  the 
agricultural  interest  ?  He  did  not  think 
the  agricultural  labourers  would  now 
continue  to  be  their  dupes.  This  ought  to 
be  the  finishing  touch  to  that  gigantic 
fraud  which,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  the 
Government  had,  with  some  success^ 
carried  out  before  the  country  during  the 
last  few  years.  It  should  be  the  last 
straw  which  should  break  the  camel's 
back.  What  had  been  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  in  regard  to  agriculture, 
and  how  had  they  redeemed  those  nume- 
rous promises  with  which  they  had  de- 
ceived and  cajoled  the  agricultural 
labourers  ?  They  granted  a  Commission 
to  inquire  into  what  everyone  knew 
already,  except  the  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture— namely,  the  causes  of  agricultural 
depression  ;  but  when  any  remedy  was 
proposed  or  desire  evinced  to  briug  this 
great  question  before  the  country,  how 
were  they  (the  Opposition)  met  ?  They 
were  either  opposed  or  snubbed.  He 
called  to  witness  as  to  this  the  way  in 
which  a  deputation  on  a  most  important 
question  was  received  the  other  day  by 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture.  That  was 
the  way  in  which  agricultural  interests 
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were  treated,  and  now,  when  at  last  a 
chance  was  offered  to  bring  the  question 
of  this  great  agricultural  depression  be- 
fore the  House  and  the  country  by  dis- 
cussing the  Motion  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  had  given  notice  for 
Tuesday  week,  how  were  they  treated  ? 
Again  the  Government  interposed,  and 
by  this  most  arbitrary  and  uncalled-for 
action  made  any  discussion  impossible. 
There  were  two  things,  to  his  mind, 
absolutely  clear  :  first  of  all,  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  utterly  incapable  of 
managing  the  affairs  of  this  country  ; 
and,  secondly,  that  they  were  supremely 
indifferent  to  the  agricultural  interests. 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (Waterford)  : 
I  am  not  one  of  those  Members  who 
sympathise  very  much  with  the  griev- 
ances of  private  Members.  I  have  sat 
now  in  this  House  for  12  years,  and  my 
experience  has  been  that  the  time  devoted 
to  private  Members  has  not,  on  the  whole, 
been  very  productive  of  good  to  the  coun- 
try, and  I  am  bound  to  say.  Sir,  the  Resolu- 
tion proposed  by  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
if  carried,  would,  in  my  judgment,  leave  a 
sufficient  portion  of  every  week  available 
for  private  Members.  It  would  leave 
Wednesday  absolutely  free  for  private 
Members  to  bring  forward  their  Bills, 
and  leave  the  evening  sitting  on  Friday 
also  available  for  the  discussion  of 
private  Members'  grievances.  We  cannot 
afford  to  forget  the  experience  of  past 
years,  as  indeed  has  been  alluded  to  by 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition — that  when 
private  Members  have  come  down  to  this 
House  to  discuss  these  private  Members' 
grievances,  other  private  Members  have 
taken  advantage  of  the  occasion  to  stay 
away  from  the  House,  with  the  result 
that  the  House  was  counted  out 
and  valuable  time  lost.  There- 
fore, if  the  Government  of  the  day 
has  the  confidence  of  the  majority 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the 
majority  of  the  country,  and  if 
that  Government  has  serious  and 
important  legislative  work  to  perform, 
then,  for  my  part,  I  think  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  are  justi- 
fied in  coming  for  at  least  as  much  of  the 
time  of  the  House  as  is  asked  for  in  this 
Resolution.  But  having  said  so  much, 
I  desire  to  press  respectfully  upon  the 
Government  for  some  information  as  to 
what  the  public  business  is  that  they  in- 
tend to  proceed  with.     This  is  an  occa- 
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sion  upon  which   it  seems   to   me  that 
possibly  a  good  turn  may  be  done  for  the 
interests  of  the  county  I  represent  if  Irish 
Members  would  use  the  opportunity  of 
endesTOuring   to   extract  from   the  Go- 
vernment some  promise  as  to  their  course 
of  procedure   with    reference    to    Irish 
measures.      I  am   aware,  Mr.   Speaker, 
that  in  the  course  of  the  Queen's  Speech 
the  first  measure  mentioned  was  an  Irish 
measure,  touching  very  nearly  an  impor- 
tant Irish  question — that  is  the  question 
of  the  evicted  tenants.    That  measure  was 
put  in  the  very  forefront  of  the  Queen's 
Speech  ;  but  on  the  very  first  night,  I 
think,  of  the  discussion  on  (he  Address 
to  the  Throne,  I  and  some  other  Members 
asked  from  the  Government  an  assurance 
that  the  place  accorded  to  that  Bill  in 
the   Gracious    Speech  from  the  Throne 
would  be  observed  in  the  order  of  Business 
during   the   Session.      We  had.  Sir,  a 
right  to  claim  that  that  Bill  should  have 
precedence,    because     the     House   will 
remember    how    that    question    of  the 
evicted    tenants    in    Ireland    has   been 
treated.       The    House    will    remember 
that  when  this  Government  came  into 
power  in  the  month  of  August  they  were 
pressed  to  call   an  Autumn  Session  of 
Parliament   together    for    dealing  with 
that  question,  and  many  people  thought 
in   Ireland    that    the    opportunity  thns 
afforded  would  be  the  best  opportunity 
available  for  the    Government  to  settle 
this  question.     Very  many  people,  even 
at    that     time,    immediately    after  the 
General  Election  had  taken  place,  when 
the  opposition  to  the  Government  bad 
not  become  so  embittered  as  it  afterwards 
did,   owing   to    the   discussions  on  the 
Home    Rule    Bill    and    other    mattei^ 
thought  that  then   possibly  many  of  the 
landlord   class   in    Ireland    would   have 
been  willing  to  make  a  compromise  on 
this  question,  and  the  Bill  might  have 
been  passed  into  law.     The  irlaim  that 
was  then  made  on   the  Government  was 
rejected  by  them,  and,  in   spite  of  the 
protests    which    were    made,   they  ad- 
journed the  meeting  of    Parliament  for 
six  months,  and  they  is8ue<l  a  Commis- 
sion to    inquire    into    facts  which  were 
notorious,  which   everj'  man   in  Ireland 
and     out     of     it    was     perfectly    weO 
acquainted  with.     Then,  when  the  next 
Session  of  Parliament  assembled,  of  course 
the  Home  Rule  Bill  took  precedence  of 
the  question  of  the  evicted  tenants,  and 
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dn  au  Autumn  Session  was  called  last 
year.  We  asked  from  the  Goveromeut 
for  a  limited  portion  of  that  Autumn 
Session  to  deal  with  the  question  of  the 
evicted  tenants,  and  again  our  claim  was 
rejected.  And  what  was  the  excuse 
made  ?  I  am  speaking  by  the  card  when 
I  say  that  upon  100  platforms  it  was 
stated  that  the  Government  refused  to 
introduce  this  Bill  in  the  Autumn 
Session  because  they  intended  in  the 
Session  of  this  year  to  make  the  evicted 
tenants*  question  the  chief,  the  most 
urgent,  and  the  first  measure  they  would 
introduce,  and,  therefore,  we  asked  on 
the  Debate  on  the  Address  to  the 
Throne  whether  the  place  accorded  in  the 
Queen^s  Speech  to  that  measure  would 
be  maintained.  We  got  au  unsatis- 
factory answer,  and  it  appears  now  that 
the  measure  is  to  be  put  back  until  after 
the  Registration  Bill  has  been  passed 
into  law.  That  much  we  know  ;  we  do 
not  know  how  much  further  back  still 
it  may  be  put  in  the  future.  We  do 
know,  however,  it  is  not  to  be  taken 
until  after  the  Registration  Bill. 
I  hope  that  the  proposals  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  is  going  to  put  forward 
will  be  laid  before  the  House  and  the 
country  immediately.  But  even  that  is 
not  sufficient.  Having  done  that,  it  is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman^s  duty  to  press 
on  with  the  Bill  as  fast  as  possible.  I 
see  no  reason  why  it  shoul<l  be  put  into  a 
position  next  to  the  Registration  Bill. 
I  am  not  saying  that  the  whole  of  the 
time  of  the  House  during  the  next  few 
weeks  should  be  devoted  to  this  ques- 
tion alone  ;  but  I  say  it  is  not  too  much 
for  us  to  say  that  the  Registration  Bill 
and  the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  should  be 
taken  pari  passu.  But  instead  of  that  it 
appears  to  be  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  put  back  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  until  the  Registration  Bill 
has  passed  into  law.  After  that  the  Go- 
vernment is  to  consider  whether  this 
Bill  shall  have  the  second  or  what  place. 
There  appears  to  mo  to  be  some  com- 
petition between  the  backers  of  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill  and  the  backers  of 
the  Welsh  Disestablishment  Bill.  Of 
course,  the  Welsh  Disestablishment  Bill 
IB  one  which  has  my  very  hearty  sym- 
pathy— first  upon  its  merits,  and  b,Uo 
because  of  the  many  obligations  which 
we  are  under  to  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bers who  desire  to  have  it  passed.    After 


all,  charity  begins  at  home.  The 
Welsh  Disestablishment  Bill  cannot  be 
so  urgent  for  the  Welsh  Members  as  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill  is  for  us.  I  have 
mentioned  these  matters  because  I  think 
it  is  due  to  the  House  and  due  also  to 
Ireland  that  before  Irish  Members  are 
asked  to  vote  m  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment proposal  to  give  all  the  time 
of  the  House  to  Ministers  it  is 
right  to  inquire  from  the  Government 
some  assurance  of  what  the  course  of 
public  business  will  be  in  reference  to 
these  Irish  questions.  I  have  stated  else- 
where, and  I  state  here,  that  I  am  greatly 
afraid  that  the  chance  of  passing  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill  into  law  has  enor- 
mously diminished,  if  not  entirely  disap- 
peared, through  the  delay  which  has  al- 
ready taken  place.  The  duty  of  intro- 
ducing that  Bill  and  passing  it  into  law 
rests  with  the  Government  because  of  the 
pledges  which  have  been  given  in  their 
name  ;  and  it  is  a  violation  of  the  spirit 
of  those  pledges  to  postpone  any  further 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill  to  restore 
tenants  to  their  homes  as  promised  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  is  a 
Member  of  the  present  Cabinet.  Under 
these  circumstances  I,  for  one,  although 
I  have  little  sympathy  with  the  claims  of 
private  Members,  will  not  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  voting  in  favour  of  the 
Motion  of  the  Leader  of  the  House  un- 
less we  receive  an  assurance  that  this 
Bill  will  be  introduced  at  once  and 
pushed  forward  step  by  step  with  the 
Registration  Bill,  and  not  be  relegated  to 
the  end  of  the  vear,  when  some  crisis 
may  precipitate  a  Dissolution,  and  the 
Session  end  without  any  serious  attempt 
having  been  made  to  grapple  with  the 
matter.  I  hope  the  Government  will 
state  their  mind  openly  upon  this  matter, 
seeing  that  up  to  the  present  they  have 
spoken  no  straightforward  word  upon  it, 
but  have  contented  themselves  with  ex- 
pressions of  goodwill  and  sympathy  to 
the  evicted  tenants  without  saying  what 
practical  step  they  would  take  to  restore 
them  to  their  homes  and  to  bring  this 
Bill  to  a  successful  issue. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  J.  MoRLE  Y,  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne)  :  The  speech  of  the  lion,  and 
learned  Gentleman  seems  to  call  for  some 
remarks  from  myself.  Those  remarks 
will  be  very  short,  and  I  am  afraid  that 
in  the  course  of  them  I  shall  not  be  able 
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to  iDfonn  the  hoD.  Member  of  what  he 
professee  a  desire  to  know — namely,  the 
precise  order  and  place  we  shall  give  in 
the  business  of  the  Government  to  the 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill :  becanse  we  are 
now  asking  the  House  two  things — first 
of  all,  to  show  that  thev  have  confidence 
in  the  Government,  by  placing  time  at 
its  disposal  for  the  accomplishment  of 
the  work  they  have  in  hand ;  and,  second, 
to  leave  the  distribution  of  that  time  in 
the  hands  of  the  Government,  so  that 
they  may  dispose  of  it  in  the  way 
which  to  them  seems  most  fit.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  related  the 
history  of  the  dealings  of  the  present 
Government  with  the  question  of  the 
evicted  tenants,  into  which  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  right  or  relevant  that 
I  should  follow  him.  He  says  we  ought 
to  have  had  an  Autumn  Session  in  1892 
in  order  to  bring  forward  an  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill,  which  he  believes  would 
then  have  had  a  good  chance  of  becoming 
law.  I  think  I  know  as  much  about  the 
inner  concerns  of  the  evicted  tenants* 
question  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, and  all  I  can  say  is  that  unless 
ail  the  iuformation  which  I  had  at 
my  disposal  was  faulty,  it  is  not  correct 
to  say  that  the  measure,  if  brought  for- 
ward that  year,  was  likely  to  receive  the 
support  of  the  Irish  landlords  in  this 
House  or  elsewhere.  Apart  from  that 
matter,  I  entirely  deny  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member^s  assertion  that  the 
Autumn  Session  of  1892  was  a  favour- 
able time  for  bringing  forward  that 
matter.  The  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mission is  an  old  story,  and  has  been  fully 
discussed  in  this  House ;  but  I  do  say  that 
Commission  was  the  means  of  collecting 
and  bringing  to  light  information  with- 
out which  no  Bill  could  have  been  ade- 
quately and  efficiently  presented  to  this 
House.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man cannot  suppose  that  I,  who  am  re- 
sponsible for  the  administration  in  Ire- 
land, am  Hkelv  to  allow  the  Evicted 
Tenants  Bill  to  fall  into  such  a  position 
that  it  would  be  put  out  of  our  power  to 
pass  it  into  law  this  Session.  I  have 
said  again  and  again  in  this  House  that 
I  am  as  alive  as  any  Irish  Member,  and 
more  alive,  perhaps,  than  some  Irish 
Members,  as  to  the  urgent  importance,  if 
it  can  possibly  be  done,  of  persuading 
this  House,  and  it  might  be  another 
House,  to  pass  this  measure   into  law. 

Mr,  J.  Morley 


I   do  not  despair  of  iMringing   in  that 
measure  in  a  form  which  ought  to  com- 
mand   the    assent    of  every  reasonable 
man,    both    in    this    House    and    else- 
where.    This    is  one  of  the  measures 
for  which    we    are     asking     that     the 
time    of   the    House    should    be  given 
to  us.     The  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
and  other  Irish  gentlemen  interested  in 
this  matter,  may  rest  assured  that  there 
is  no  intention  whatever  to  play  with 
this  important  question.     On  the  other 
hand,  we  shall  keep  it  where  it  now  is, 
in  the  front  rank  of  the  measures  with 
which   we    are   prepared   to  go  in  this 
Session. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :    The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer has  introduced   this  matter  in  a 
tone  so  moderate  and  mild,  and  his  speech 
was  dealt  with  afterwards  so  humoroasly  . 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of   the   Opposition,  that  I    think  it  is 
possible  that  the  extreme  importance  and 
magnitude  of  the  change  which  it  is  now 
proposed  to  make  in  our  Parliammitarj 
practice  may  have  escaped  the  observa- 
tion of  the  House.     That  it  is  a  change 
of   great   importance   and  magnitude  is 
shown  convincingly  by   the    speech  to 
which  we  have  juBt  listened  from  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who,  falling 
as  is  his  wont  into  terms  which  exceed 
in   definiteness   those  of  his  colleagnes, 
has  made  it  clear  for  the  first  time  that 
the  Government  are  asking  us  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  disposal  of  the 
time  of  the  House   in  the   shape  of  a 
challenge  upon  a  Vote  of  Confidence.   I 
have  never  known  before,  upon  a  ques- 
tion  of    this    kind,   anything    like  the 
solemnity  of  the  appeal  which  has  been 
made    by    the   Chancellor   of    the  Ex- 
chequer   and    the   Chief    Secretary  to 
their    followers    to    follow     them    into 
their  Lobby  upon    this    matter.      As  a 
rule,  this  excessive  pressure  has  not  been 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  Members  of  a 
Party    when    a  question   of  this  kind  is 
brought  forward,  and  I  think  the  House 
may  fairly  conceive  that  there  is  some 
good   reason   for   it   upon    the    present 
occasion.     Why  should  we  regard  this  as 
a   matter  of   extreme   importance?     I 
suppose  that,  according  to  the  definitioD 
given    by    the   Chancellor   of  the    Ex- 
chequer and  the  Leader  of  the  OppositioOf 
I  am  a  private  Member  of  this  House.  I 
do  not  sit  upon  either  Front  Bench,  and 
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I  was  not  a  Member  of  either  of  the  two 
last  GovernineDts.  Although  I  am  a 
private  Member,  I  do  not  stand  here  as 
an  advocate  of  their  claims,  and  I  maj 
frankly  confess  that  I  do  not  care  a  brass 
button  what  becomes  of  them.  I  have 
never  seen  any  great  utility  in  the  dis- 
cussions which  under  our  present  system 
take  place  on  private  Members'  nights. 
It  would  be  altogether  different  if  the 
House  had  a  power  of  selection  ;  but  I 
find  that,  according  to  our  present 
practice,  it  is  almost  always  the  greatest 
bore  who  gets  the  first  place.  But  al- 
though he  is  able  to  get  the  first  place, 
he  is  not  able  to  get  Members  to  come 
and  hear  him  ;  and  the  result  is,  that  the 
time  of  the  House,  which  might  be  much 
better  occupied,  is  entirely  wasted. 
Therefore,  while  I  acknowledge  the 
magnitude  of  the  change,  I  rejoice  that 
for  the  first  time  we  have  a  Government 
which  comes  here  and  says  that  it  is  for 
the  majority  of  the  House — that  is,  the 
Party  majority — to  dispose  of  the  time  of 
the  House,  and  proceeds  to  dispose  of 
the  time  of  the  House  by  cutting  the 
ground  altogether  from  under  private 
Members.  The  sham  of  private  Mem- 
bers, after  the  vote  which  I  suppose  will 
be  taken  to-night,  will  be  once  for  all 
disposed  of.  Hereafter  every  Govern- 
ment which  desires  time  for  its  own 
measures  will  be  entitled  at  the  very 
beginning  of  the  Session,  before  private 
Members  have  had  a  single  day  at  their 
disposal,  to  come  down  and  quote  this 
precedent  and  say  *'the  time  of  the 
House  belongs  to  the  Party  majority, 
and  the  Government  of  the  day  make  it 
a  matter  of  confidence  that  they  should 
have  the  whole  time  of  the  House.** 
[^Cheers."]  Now,  Sir,  no  doubt  that  is  a 
change  of  very  great  magnitude  which 
appears  to  be  willingly  accepted  by  my 
hoD.  Friends  below  me,  and  which  uu- 
donbtedly  will  serve  as  a  most  useful 
precedent  in  the  future.  Therefore,  so 
far  as  private  Members  are  concerned,  I 
do  not  feel  at  all  antagonistic  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, but  I  do  feel  disinclined  to  give 
more  time  to  this  Government.  I  have 
no  objection  whatever  to  take  it  away 
from  private  Members,  but  I  do  not  see 
that  these  gentlemen  deserve  it,  and  I 
do  not  see  that  they  are  in  need  of  it,  or 
that  they  have  made  out  any  case  wbat- 
erer.     I  have  heard  a  good  number  of 


discussions  on  similar  points,  and  hitherto 
always  two  things  have  had  to  be  shown, 
or  at  all  events  two  points  have  been 
brought  against  the  Government,  and 
they  have  been  asked  to  show  reason  in 
reference  to  them  :  the  first  is,  that  there 
is  an  emergency  which  justifies  the  de- 
mand for  time ;  and .  the  second  is,  that 
this  emergency  is  not  the  result  of  gross 
mismanagement  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  I  remember  in  the  time 
of  the  late  Government  they  bad  to 
ask  for  the  whole  time  of  the 
House,  but  they  never  asked  for 
it  so  early  as  it  is  asked  for  on 
this  occasion.  At  that  time  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
invariably  attacked  the  then  Leader  of 
the  House,  and  said  it  was  a  monstrous 
proposition,  that  he  and  his  Government 
had  got  themselves  into  a  hole  through 
gross  mismanagement,  and  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  there  was  no  justifica- 
tion for  giving  them  the  whole  time  of 
the  House.  I  assume,  at  any  rate,  I  am 
justified  in  applying  the  same  sort  of  test 
to  the  present  proposal.  If  there  be  an 
emergency,  it  is  wholly  the  fault  of  the 
Government,  and  why  should  we  give 
them  more  time  under  the  circumstances  ? 
They  have  misused  the  time  they  have 
had,  and  what  ground  have  we  for  suppos- 
ing that  they  will  make  any  better  use  of 
the  time  for  which  they  ask  ?  What  is 
the  emergency  ?  The  emergency  con- 
sists in  the  fact  that  this  is  April  9.  Is 
there  not  a  little  confusion  in  the  mind 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ? 
What  has  the  fact  that  it  is  April  9  got 
to  do  with  the  question  ?  It  shows  that 
we  are  in  the  fourth  month  of  the 
year,  and  is  it  because  we  are  in  the 
fourth  month  of  the  year  that  he 
thinks  the  period  has  come  for  asking 
for  the  whole  time  of  the  House  ? 
Usually,  we  have  considered  this  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  time  of  the 
Session.  As  regards  the  Session,  we 
are  in  the  first  month,  and,  as  far  as  we 
have  gone,  the  Government  have  every 
reason  to  congratulate  themselves  on  the 
generosity  of  the  House.  They  have 
got  more  in  a  month  than  the  late  Go- 
vernment ever  got  in  two  months.  They 
have  got  the  whole  of  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  and  part  of  the 
ordinary  Estimates.  They  have  con- 
cluded the  financial  business  of  the 
year,   and    they    have    introduced    and 
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taken  the  First  Readings  of  one  or  two 
Bills.     What  more  do  they   want  in  a 
month  of  only  eight  days  of  Government 
time  ?     Under  those  circumstances,  it  is 
perfectly  absurd  to  pretend  that  there  is 
any  emergency.     It  may  bo  said,  and  it 
is  quit«  true,  that,  although  this  is  only 
the  first  month  of  the  Session,  it  is  the 
fourth  month  of  the  year.      If  we  are  to 
consider  January  and   February  and  part 
of  March  as  part  of  this  Session,  and  if 
we  are  to  deal  with  the  matter  as  though 
we    were  in  the   fourth    month    of   the 
Session,  we  must  consider  what  was  done 
in  January  and  February.     The  Govern- 
ment would  be  in  the  position  of  a  Go- 
vernment which  in  the  fourth  montli  of 
the    Session    had    already   succeeded  in 
passing  two  Bills  of  first-rate  importance 
— the  Parish  Councils  Bill  and  the  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Bill — and  had,  in  addi- 
tion, accomplished    the    other   work  to 
which  I  have  referred,  and  who  then  came 
down  prepared  to  make  arrangements  for 
winding  up   the  Session.      Under  these 
cuxsumstances,  the  first  thing  wo  should 
expect  the  Government  to  do  is  to  tell 
us  what  Bills   they  are  going  to  drop. 
The  illustration  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  a  very   unfortunate  one, 
and  when  it  has  been  so  heckled  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Op- 
position I  am  almost  ashamed  to  return 
to   it.     I  must,  however,  point  out   that 
when  a  vessel  in  the  position  in  which  he 
describes  himself  aud  crew — a  vessel  which 
some  of  us  think  is  badly  mar  aged  and 
overladen,  and  which,  as  he  says,  has  got, 
above  all,  to  get  to  a  fixed  destination — 
finds  itself  in  trouble,  in   a   storm  or  a 
hurricane,  those  in  charge  jettison  a  part 
of  the   cargo.     If    the    time    has    come 
when  wc  must  consider  that  we  are  in 
the  fourth  month  of  the  Session,  I  think 
we  have  a  right  to  call  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  jettison  a  part  of  their  cargo,  and 
no  longer  to  flourish  in  our  faces  the  mere 
pretence,  as  we  all  know  it  is,  of  a  whole 
number  of  Bills,  like  the  Evicted  Tenants 
Bill  and  a   great  number  of  others  that 
had  been  put  down  for  electoral  purposes 
without    the    slightest    chance  of  being 
proceeded    with.     I   now    come  to  con- 
sider whether  this  so-called  emergency — 
which  I  do  not  think  is  an  emergency  at 
all — is  not  due  to  the  mismanagement  of 
the  business  of  the  House  by  the  present 
Government.     I    will    put    my    charge 
a-gainst  the  Government   in   one  word — 
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that  they  have  wasted  an  immense  amount 
of  time  in  pressing  forward  a  Bill  which 
has  not  a  hearty  supporter  even  on  their 
own   side.     I   refer,  of   course,    to  the 
Home  Rule  Bill.     I  say  there  is  not  t 
single  section  of  the  Party  which  sup- 
ports the  Government  which  was  heartily 
in  favour  of  the  Home  Rule  Bill.     [^Cria 
of   "Oh!"]     Certainly   not   the  Irish 
Members — certainly  not  either  section  of 
the  Irish  Members,  at  whose  instigation 
the  Bill  was  presumably  brought  in,  bat 
both  of  which  sections  took  opportunity 
again  and  again  in  the  course  of  debate 
to  show  that  they  regarded  it  as  a  veiy 
imperfect  satisfaction  of  their  demand;*. 
Aud  certainly  no  one  here  can  honestlr 
say  that  it  was  a  Bill  which  was  popalar 
with  the  constituencies  in  the  countij. 
That  is  what   has   made  the  difficaltr. 
Had  that  been  a  popular  Bill  the  whole 
course    of    matters    would     have   been 
perfectly  simple  ;  for  when  that  Bill  wm 
defeated   the    Government  would  have 
appealed  to  the  country,  and  if  they  bad 
come  back,  as   they  would   have  come 
back,  on  the  hypothesis    that  the  Bill 
was  popular,  with  as  large  or  a  lai^ger 
majority,  they  would  have  been  able  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill  with  every  chance 
of  immediate  success.     But  they  did  not 
dare  to  go  to  the  country  on  that  Bill. 
There  is  not  a  man  on   this  side  of  the 
House  who  will  contradict  me  when  I 
say  that  not  one  of   them   advised  the 
Government  to  take  a  Dissolution  on  the 
Home  Rule  Bill.     There  is  not  a  single 
one  of  them  who  believes  that,  if  thej 
had  taken   a  Dissolution   on   that  Bill, 
they   could    possibly    have    obtained  a 
majority.     As  the  Government  did  not 
dare   to   take    their   principal   measure, 
which  had  never  been  l^efore  the  country, 
and  obtain  a  decision   upon  it,  what  wa$ 
the  position  in  which   they  found  them- 
selves ?     Thev  were  bound  to  endeavour 
to  retrieve  the  situation  by  bringing  in  a 
whole  lot  of  other  measures  which  tlier 
thought  would  be  more  |>opular  than  the 
Home  Rule  Bill.     This  is  the  reason  whr 
the  Queen's  Speech  has  l>een  crammed  on 
two  occasions  with  the  most  contention.* 
items    of     the    Newcastle    Programme, 
and     that     is      the     meaning     of     the 
Autumn  Session  which  has  brought  about 
the  state  of  things  iu  which  wc  find  ou^ 
selves.     Even  then  the  Government  di<l 
not    carry    out    their    policy    properlj. 
Their  object  was  a  bad  ohject,  because  1 
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call  it  aeither  more  nor  less  than  an  attempt 
Co  decoive  the  conBtitueDcies  of  the 
xtnntry.  I  call  it  nothiag  more  uor 
than  au  attempt  to  take  the  decUton  of 
the  country  upon  the  wrong  issue.  But, 
aven  if  the  object  were  right,  the  methods 
by  which  they  eudeavoured  to  aecure  it 
have  been  entirely  wrong.  What  ought 
thej  to  have  done  ?  They  kuow  whal 
they  ought  to  have  done,  because  they 
professed  when  they  asked  for  the  Antumu 
Session  that  they  would  bring  forward 
non-cou  tent  LOUS  Bills,  They  brought 
forward  Bills  which,  so  far  as  principle 
was  concerned,  were  non-contentious.  1 
refer  to  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill  and 
the  Parish  Councils  Bill ;  but  when  those 
Bills  came  into  the  House  how  did  the 
Government  treat  them  ?  The  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Bill  was  conducted 
throughout,  T  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  by 
the  Home  Secretary  in  a  more  aggressive 
manner  than  any  Bill  in  our  time. 
[Criei  of  "0\i  I  "]  Does  anyone  deny 
[hat  ?  VVill  anyone  t«ll  me  of  any  other 
Billof  the  same  importance  upon  which  the 
Uiuister  conducting  it  has  refused  every 
single  Amendment  which  was  moved  by 
bis  opponeuts  ?  1  do  not  believe  such  a 
ioae  can  be  quoted  ;  and  I  go  further, 
tnd  say 

Mr.  ASQUITH  :  My  right  hon. 
Priend  has  made  an  assertion  as  to  facts 
m  most  imperfect  information.  He  was 
lot  present  in  the  House  when  a  great 
Mrt  of  the  Debate  on  that  Bill  took 
)lace.  I  will  inform  him  that  there  was 
lantly  a  siuglc  clause  in  the  Bill  as  it 
^t  this  House  which  was  not  amended, 
,nd  in  which  Amendments  proceeding 
rom  the  right  hoo.  Grentleraan's  own 
riends  were  not  accepted  by  the  Go- 
emment. 

MR.J.CHAUBERLAIN:  It  is  quite 
me  that  I  was  not  present  during  the 
rhole  of  the  Debate  ;  but  I  am  able  to 
ead,  and  I  have  read  most  carefully  all 
bat  took  place.  Theright  hon.  Gentle- 
otLU  says  he  accepted  a  number  of 
Amendments.  Yes,  he  did  ;  he  accepted 
,n  immense  number  of  Amen<lments 
rom  bis  own  side.  But  my  point  ie,  that 
le  did  not  accept  one  single  Amendment, 
xcept  formal  Amendments,  not  one 
Amendment  of  the  slightest  Importance 
rom  his  opponents. 

Mr.  W.  M'LAREN  :  Yes,  he  did. 
rhere  was  my  own  Amendment. 


Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  Yes,  1 
know  ;  but  do  you  call  that  an  Amend- 
ment from  an  opponent  P 

•Mr.  speaker  :  The  right  hon. 
Geutlemau  in  not  entitled  to  go  into  a 
discussion  as  to  the  details  of  the  pro- 
ceedings upon  the  Employers'  Liability 
Bill. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  am 
much  obliged  to  yon.  Sir.  I  am  afraid 
I  was  about  to  bo  led  away  by  the  in- 
terruption to  which  I  was  subjected. 
My  point  is,  however,  simple.  I  eay,  as 
regards  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill, 
there  was,  in  effect,  one  Amendment  of 
great  importance  urged  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  even  hy  his  own  supporters^ 
which  he  refused,  and  before  which,  in  a 
fit  of  temper,  he  dropped  the  Bill.  The 
Parish  Councils  Bill  was  introduced  in  a 
most  conciliatory  speech  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  and  had  be  been 
allowed  his  way  that  Bill  would  have 
been  carried  in  less  than  half  the 
time  which  it  actually  took.  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  many 
weeks  of  the  time  of  the  House  were 
wasted  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  put  aside  by  biscollcagues,  and  highly 
contentions  matter  was  introduced  at  the 
last  moment  into  the  Bill.  I  say,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  Government 
have  tio  one  to  thank  but  themselves 
for  the  conditiou  in  which  they  fiud  them- 
selves. They  occupied  the  House  until 
the  5th  of  March,  or  an  Autumn  Session 
they  ought  never  to  have  held  at  all, 
and  which  in  any  event  ought  to  have 
been  concluded  before  Christmas,  and  it 
is  hecause  of  the  manner  in  which  they 
treated  those  two  Bills,  which  were 
brought  in  before  the  Autumn  Session, 
that  we  find  ourselves  now  on  April  9 
without  having  made  any  considerable 
progress  with  the  legislation  of  the 
present  Session.  Nor  in  this  Session 
have  they  done  much  better.  The  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  referred  to  the  extra- 
ordinary folly  of  the  Government  in  in- 
troducing a  highly  contentious  Constitu- 
(I  question  like  the  Scotch  Committee 
question  at  a  time  when,  as  they  say,  they 
cannot  possibly  deal  with  the  important 
business  which  they  have  put  upon  the 
Paper.  Why  did  they  not  introduce  the 
Registration  Bill  instead  of  the  Scotch 
"  mittee  ?  I  beg  to  warn  the  Govern- 
ment that,  if  they  go  ou  with  the  Scotch 
Committee  proposal,  they  will  waste  at 
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least  two,  and  very  likely  three,  weeks 
of  the  time  of  the  House.  Do  not  let 
me  be  misunderstood.  I  do  not  mean  the 
discussion  upon  the  Committee.  That, 
of  course,  will  be  concluded  in  a  com- 
paratively limited  space  of  time ;  but 
just  see  how  a  proposal  of  that  kind  will 
affect  all  our  business.  Already  notices 
are  down  to  refer  Bills  coming  before  us 
to  a  Committee  of  London  Members, 
and  I  suppose  a  similar  Motion  will  be 
made  with  regard  to  Welsh  Bills. 
I  think  you  will  find  that  if  this  proposi- 
tion is  carried  out  the  question  will  be  con- 
tinually cropping  up  in  the  course  of  the 
Session,  and  there  will  be  a  most  unjusti- 
fiable waste  of  time  in  reference  to  a  pro- 
posal which  is  brought  before  us  by  the 
Grovernment  as  though  it  were  a  matter 
of  business  of  comparatively  small  import- 
ance. I  think  I  have  shown  that  not 
only  is  there  no  emergency,  but  that  the 
delay  in  business  is  entirely  due  to  the 
attitude  of  the  Government.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  do  not  think  they  have 
the  slightest  right  to  call  upon  us  to  give 
them  all  the  time  of  the  House.  What 
use  are  they  going  to  make  of  it  ? 
Will  they  tell  us  now  in  what  order  they 
are  going  to  take  their  Bills  ?  If  they 
continue  to  go  on  as  they  have  been 
doing  we  shall  only  have  a  repetition  of 
what  occurred  last  Session.  We  shall  only 
have  a  waste  of  time  and  temper  without 
being  much  more  forward  at  the  end  of 
the  Session  than  we  are  at  the  beginning. 
The  right  hon.  Gentlemau  seemed  to 
admit  that  the  Government  made  a  mis- 
take last  Session,  because  he  said  there 
seemed  to  be  a  universal  agreement  that 
business  ought  not  be  conducted  in  the 
same  way  this  Session  as  it  was  last 
Session.  But  unless  the  Government 
are  willing  not  oqly  to  continue  this 
Session  for  an  unusual  time,  but  to  have 
an  Autumn  Session,  it  is  impossible  for 
them  to  make  any  reasonable  progress  with 
the  Bills  they  have  put  in  the  Queen ^s 
Speech.  It  is  perfectly  well-known  that 
if  there  is  kept  hanging  before  the  House 
of  Commons  a  large  number  of  Bills, 
one  is  apt  to  interfere  with  the  others. 
It  would  be  a  much  more  straightforward 
course  and  a  much  better  course  for  the 
progress  of  business  if  the  Government 
would  undertake  to  say  what  are  the 
Bills  to  which  they  attach  importance, 
and  then  we  should  know  upon  official 
authority  that  as  regards  the  other  Bills 
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in  the  Queen*s  Speech  they  are  pat  there 
for   show,  and   not   with    any   idea    of 
derious    progress.      There    is   only  one 
other  suggestion  I  have  to  make  to  the 
Government.     I  see  they   are   in  really 
an  embarrassing  condition.     I  am  afraid 
these  difficulties  will  crop  up  again  and 
again.     I  do  not  think  that  if  they  got 
the  whole  of  the  time  of  Uie  House  they 
would  be  able  to  do  much  better  than 
they  are  doing  now,  and  I  would  advise 
them  to  cut  the  Grordian  knot  at  once  and 
give  us  a  Dissolution. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  commenced  by  saying 
that  he  was  neither   an   official  nor  an 
unofficial  Member.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
wondered  what  he  was.     In  his  opinion, 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman  was  neither 
fish,  flesh,  nor  fowl,  nor  good  red  herring. 
He  thought  he  had  never  heard  a  speech 
which  had  gone  so  much  round  the  sub- 
ject without  coming  to  the  actual  ques- 
tion before  the  House  as  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     It  appeared 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
care   one    brass    farthing    for    private 
Members,  but  that  whilst  he  did  not  want 
them  to  have  the  time  of  the  House  he 
did  not  want  the  Government  to  have  it. 
Who,  then,  in  the  name  of  wonder,  was 
to  have  the  time  of  the  House  unless  it 
was  to  be  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self ?     Was  the  House  to  have  speeches 
inflicted  upon  it  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman every  evening  ?     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    said    the    Government  bad 
mismanaged    their     aflairs.       He    (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  not  perceived  that  the 
Government  had  more  mismanaged  their 
affairs  than  every  Government  he  had 
known  had  done.     They  commenced  the 
Session  late.     That  was  not  their  fault. 
[^Opposition  cries  o/*  "  No  I  "]     Well,  it 
was  their  misfortune  and  not  their  fault. 
They  had  to  go  through  Supply,  and  it 
was   impossible   to   say   that   they   had 
mismanaged   their  business  on  the  three 
Grovernment     days     which     had    since 
elapsed.     As  to  the  Scotch  Grand  Com- 
mittee, he  could  not  understand  how  any 
English  Members  could  object  to  allow- 
ing the  Scotch  Members  to  leave  other 
Members  in  peace  while  they  went  into 
a  room  by  themselves  and  discussed  the 
Law  of  Hypothec  or  any  other  Scotch 
qnestion.     He  should  have  thought  that 
no  proposal  would  have  secured  such 
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imiveTsal  consent  as  a  proposition  of  that 
character.  T)ie  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  GoTernment  mismanaged  busi- 
ness last  Session.  Apparently,  in  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  view,  they  were 
to  be  forced  to  waste  the  time  of  this 
Session  because  they  wasted  the  time  of 
last  Session.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
complained  that  the  Government  had 
brought  in  last  Session  an  Employers' 
Liability  Bill,  and  had  not  been 
conciliatory  over  it,  and  he  went 
on  to  suggest  that  they  should  be 
punished  because  the  former  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
H.  H.  Fowler)  had  been  exceedingly 
conciliatory  over  the  Parish  Councils 
Bill.  No  matter  what  the  Government 
did  they  would  never  find  favour  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Whether  they 
were  conciliatory  or  unconciliatory  ;  whe- 
ther they  wasted  time  last  Session  or 
not ;  whether  they  were  anxious  or  not  to 
waste  time  in  the  present  Session,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  prepared  at 
any  moment  to  make  a  speech  against 
them  and  to  find  some  recondite  reasons 
for  voting  against  that  which  he  sup- 
ported in  former  times.  He  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  had  noticed  that  almost  every 
Member  who  had  spoken  had  declared 
that  for  private  Members  he  entertained 
the  greatest  contempt.  From  the  Go- 
vernment point  of  view  a  private  Mem- 
ber was  a  public  nuisance.  The  private 
Member  was  expected  to  go  down  to  the 
House  and  to  hold  his  tongue  ;  he  was 
expected  to  cheer  Ministers,  to  vote  for 
them  whatever  they  did,  and  invariably 
to  declare  that  his  Leaders  were  the 
wisest  and  best  human  beings  in  the 
world.  When  the  Party  was  in  Opposi- 
tion, the  private  Member  was  told  not  to 
*'  let  things  go  too  quick,"  and  he  was 
expected  to  keep  alight  the  sacred  lamp 
of  Opposition.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  thought 
that  private  Members  were  most  useful, 
whether  their  Party  was  in  power  or  was 
in  Opposition.  As  to  private  Members' 
Motions,  it  was  obvious  that  when  600 
gentlemen  balloted  not  very  wise  Motions 
would  occasionally  be  brought  forward. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  the  ballot  sometimes 
gave  priority  to  some  very  useful  Mo- 
tions. Last  week  a  very  valuable  pro- 
posal in  regard  to  Home  Rule  for  Scot- 
land was  made  by  a  private  Member  and 
was  adopted  by  the  House.    Of  course, 


the  adoption  of  that  Motion  would  en- 
courage Ministers  to  go  on  in  the  path 
of  Home  Rule.  It  had  always  been 
held  that  reforms  were  agitated  outside 
the  House  at  first ;  that  they  were  then 
brought  forward  in  the  House  by  private 
Members'  Motions,  and  such  Motions 
were  subsequently  moved  again  and 
again  until  at  last  the  majority  became 
so  large  that  the  proposal  was  taken  up 
by  the  Government.  He  never  knew  a 
Government  yet  that  did  not  object  to 
private  Members'  Motions,  because  very 
often  a  very  nasty  and  inopportune  Mo- 
tion was  placed  on  the  Paper.  The 
tendency  of  Governments  on  a  variety 
of  questions  was  to  ''  sit  on  the  fence," 
and  the  object  of  their  supporters  was 
to  bring  them  over  to  their  side  of  the 
fence.  It  frequently  happened  that,  by 
means  of  a  private  Members'  Motion, 
Ministers  were  obliged  to  show  their 
hand  and  to  adopt  a  course  which  they 
would  not  have  adopted  but  for  the 
bringing  forward  of  that  Motion.  The 
same  thing  was  always  said  on  one  side 
or  the  other  in  these  Debates,  the  only 
difierouce  being  that  when  gentlemen 
were  on  the  Treasury  Bench  they  said 
one  thing  and  when  they  were  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  they  said  the 
other.  He  was  sorry  the  Gfovernment 
could  not  make  an  exception  in  favour 
of  the  Tuesday  which  had  been  obtained 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Mr.  Dalziel).  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
if  the  Government  were  ready  to  leave 
the  question  concerning  the  House  of 
Lords  as  it  stood  at  present,  he  did  not 
think  their  supporters  need  even  com- 
plain of  his  hon.  Friend's  day  being 
taken  away.  The  House  had  passed  a 
Resolution  of  a  most  drastic  character  in 
regard  to  the  Lords.  The  majority  of 
the  House  who  had  voted  for  that  Motion 
stood  on  firm  ground,  for  all  they  had  to 
do  was  to  call  upon  the  Government  to 
give  effect  to  the  will  of  the  majority.  If 
the  Government  were  not  prepared  to  do 
that,  he  confessed  that,  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  they  would  not  enjoy  that 
amount  of  confidence  which  he  at  present 
entertained  for  them.  He  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  in 
thinking  that  it  was  somewhat  unfair  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  make  this 
question  one  of  confidence.  He  had 
always  thought  that  thea^  t&aXX^t^  ^^^ 
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left  entirely  to  the  discretion  of  the  House. 
He  himself  had  moved  Amendments  on 
proposals  of  this  kind,  and  those  Amend- 
ments had  been  accepted  by  the  late  Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith  when  Leader  of  the  House. 
If  he  thought  the  Government  would 
assent  to  an  Amendment  he  should  move 
one  now,  but  he  did  not  want  Ministers 
to  be  turned  out.  If  they  chose  to  make 
this  a  question  of  confidence,  they  really 
obliged  him  to  vote  for  them.  He 
would  not  allude  to  all  the  measures 
that  had  been  referred  to  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  for,  to  tell  the  truth, 
he  did  not  believe  that  many  of 
those  measures  would  be  brought  in  or 
carried.  Members  knew,  however,  that 
they  would  have  a  Budget.  He  hoped 
the  Budget  would  be  an  excellent  one, 
and  he  should  be  sorry  if  Ministers  were 
deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  bringing 
it  on.  He  knew  also  that  they  meant  to 
bring  in  a  Registration  Bill.  He  thought 
that  before  a  General  Election  took  place 
the  franchise  ought  to  be  expanded  more 
than  it  was  at  present,  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, desirable  that  the  Registration  Bill 
should  pass.  Until,  therefore,  the  two 
eggs  of  the  Registration  Bill  and  the 
Budget  had  been  laid,  and,  if  they  were 
good  eggs,  hatched  by  the  House,  he 
should  not  vote  against  the  Government 
on  a  mere  matter  of  detail  such  as  that 
which  was  now  before  the  House  when 
he  was  told  that  if  they  were  beaten  they 
would  resign. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  (Kent,  Thanet) 
said,  he  thought  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Sir  W.  Harcourt)  had  been 
quite  correct  in  dividing  Members  into 
official  Members,  ex -official  Members,  and 
unofficial  Members. 

Sir  W.  harcourt  :  And  double 
ex-official  Members. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  was  not 
competent  to  dilate  upon  the  last  category 
mentioned  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Having  occupied  a  seat  in  the  House  of 
Commons  for  a  long  time,  and  having 
sat  on  every  Bench  in  it,  with,  he 
thought,  scarcely  an  exception,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  discription  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  various 
classes  of  Members  was  a  correct  one, 
and  it  was  certainly  the  one  adopted  by 
Mr.  Disraeli  and  by  tbe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Midlothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone).  To  leave  this  some- 
what  technical  point,  he  must  enter  a 
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«most  distinct  protest  against  the  mannei 
in  which  a  very  formidable  fundamental 
change  not  only  of  the  Standing  Orders 
of  the  House,  but  in  the   practice  and 
Rules  of  Parliament,  had  been  treated  by 
the  Government  on  this  occasion.      Tbe 
House  was  asked  to  make  a  very  stringent 
Regulation  under  which  the  Government 
might    forward    their    business    daring 
the     remainder    of     the     Session.       It 
was  also  asked   to   alter   fundamentally 
the     Standing    Orders    of    the    Housii. 
He  had  frequently  seen  Standing  Orderi} 
of  the  House  made  subject  to  alteratiou, 
but  how  had  these  alterations  been  ac- 
complished and  prefaced  ?     When  they 
had    been    at  all   of   a   formidable  and 
drastic  character  they  had  always  been 
preceded  by  a  thorough  inquiry  before  a 
carefully-selected  Committee  of  tbe  House. 
He  had  known  many  such  Committees 
appointed   in   his   time.       These  Com- 
mittees had  been  composed  of  the  most 
experienced    Members    of    the    Hoase, 
selected  impartially  from  both  sides  with 
an  admixture  of  Members  of  lesser  ex- 
perience, so  as  to  make  the  Committee 
representative  of  all  sections  of  the  House. 
The  Government  had  cast  these  prece- 
dents to  the  winds,  and  they  seemed  to 
think  that  a  casual  majority  was  to  be 
at   liberty   at  any  moment  to  tear  np 
Standing  Orders,  to  be  a  law  unto  itself* 
and  to  establish  such  Rules  as  it  thoagbtfit 
for  the  purpose  of  driving  through  Party 
business  according  to  the  exigencies  of 
its  own  political  organisation.     He  veu- 
tured  to  say   that  was  a   revolutionary 
proposition.     It  was  all  very  well  to  say 
the  majority  must  prevail,  and  that  tbat 
was  to  decide  how  this  business  was  to 
be  carried  on.     He  (Mr.  Lowther)  coald 
only  say  that  search   where  they  would 
through  the  annals  of  Parliament  and  tbe 
Constitutional  history  of  this  country  no 
precedent  for  such  a  doctrine  could  be 
found.     He  would  undertake  to  say  that 
the    Standing    Orders    of     the    House, 
originally     framed     with     the     utmost 
caution  and  care,  had  never  been  sub- 
jected   to    any     permanent     or    quasi" 
permanent  alteration    without  the  most 
careful  scrutiny  and  inquiry.     Reference 
was  made  a  short  time  ago  to  the  pro- 
posal   of    the    late    Government    with 
regard     to     carrying    Bills    over    from 
one      Session      to      another — a      mea- 
sure    of     which     he     strongly     disap- 
proved, and  should  have  Toted  against 
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if  it  had  been  pressed  in  the  House  of 
Emmons.  The  Government  of  the  daj 
egated  that  proposal  to  a  Committee 
partiallj  chosen — chosen  according  to 
3  recognised  principle  in  which  Com- 
ttees  had  always  been  hitherto  ap- 
inted — with  the  result  that  the 
>posal  did  not  meet  with  sufficient 
pport  to  justify  the  Government  in 
acceding  with  it.  The  Government, 
said,  had  upset  all  precedents. 
It  what  did  they  now  ask  the 
ouse  to  do  ?  They  asked  the 
ouse  to  hand  over  to  them  this 
Iditional  time  without  having  com- 
ied  with  another  condition  which 
ider  these  circumstances  was  always 
cognised  —  and  that  statement  he 
lallenged  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
equer  to  contradict.  In  makiug  an 
plication  of  this  kind  it  was  customary 
the  Government  to  inform  the  House 
the  specific  purposes  for  which  they 
nanded  the  unusual  facilities.  The 
bt  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  knew  that 
v-ards  the  end  of  the  Session  or  the 
'se  of  the  financial  year  the  Govern- 
5nt  found  that  the  state  of  business  was 
ch  that  additional  facilities  were 
gently  needed  for  the  transaction  of 
iblic  business,  and  the  practice  had  been 
inform  the  House  precisely  how  matters 
^  and  state  the  actual  measures  that 
ere  urgent,  and  give  an  assurance  that 
ose  measures  and  none  other  would  be 
^bmitted  for  consideration.  He  defied 
*y  Member  of  Parliament,  be  his 
tperience  what  it  might,  to  controvert 
^at  statement.  How  did  the  Govern- 
ent  propose  to  allocate  this  time  ? 
hey  were  driven  to  the  ordinary  sources 
•  information  to  arrive  at  any  conclusion, 
e  had  a  strong  suspicion  that  this 
ouse  was  being  made  use  of  for  pur- 
)se8  which  were  usually  discharged  by 
vacant  hoarding  round  a  building  in 
arse  of  building  on  the  streets.  This 
ouse  ^as  to  be  made  a  block  on  which 
ire  to  be  plastered  advertisements  and 
y-signs  of  the  most  hideous  and  ghastly 
scription.  So  far  from  the  time  which 
3  Government  asked  the  House  to 
kce  at  their  disposal  being  used 
'  the  purpose  of  making  up  arrears  in 
)  business  of  the  country,  it  was  for 
3  purpose  of  advertisement — Party 
i  political  advertisement — that  their 
le  was  to  be  appropriated  and  mis- 
)d.     He   ventured    to  say  that  there 
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never  had  been  a  greater  abuse  of  what 
he  might  call  brute  force  and  Party 
vote.  Many  Members  who  had  pre- 
ceded him  had  assumed  that  the  Parlia- 
mentary conscience  was  sufficiently  dead 
to  swallow  a  proposition  of  this  kind  on 
purely  Party  grounds.  He  dared  say 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  had 
gauged  the  situation  with  'adequate  care 
and  forethought.  He  regretted  to  find 
that  there  appeared  to  be  very  little  dis- 
position to  discuss  the  question  as  one 
of  great  Constitutional  precedent,  but 
rather  as  an  exhibition  of  Party  strategy 
and  political  chicanery  which  either 
Party  would  be  justified  in  using — or 
misusing.  He  was  afraid  that  was  the 
tendency  of  this  Debate.  His  sympa- 
thies were  with  those  who  had  hitherto 
had  by  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House  certain  privileges  and  facilities 
placed  at  their  disposal  by  fundamental 
Rules  which  were  not  capable  of  being 
altered  at  the  mere  caprice  of  Ministers 
or  will  of  a  Party  majority.  He  deeply 
regretted  this  dangerous  innovation  in 
Parliamentary  practice.  It  was  one 
which,  he  thought,  boded  ill  to  the  in- 
dependence of  the  House,  and  he  trusted 
there  would  be  many  Members  who 
would  record  an  emphatic  vote  against 
it. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) 
said,  that  as  far  as  the  non-official  or 
private  Member  was  concerned,  he  had 
not  received  very  much  satisfaction  from 
any  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Parties  who 
had  spoken  during  the  Debate.  There 
seemed  to  be  only  one  opinion  amongst 
the  whole  of  these  gentlemen,  that  was 
that  having  got  beyond  the  necessity  of 
using  private  Members'  nights  them- 
selves they  wanted  to  wreck  them  and 
take  them  away  from  other  Members  as 
speedily  as  possible.  This  Debate  was 
one  of  the  annual  farces  which  occupied 
so  much  of  the  time  of  the  House.  If 
the  Leader  of  the  House  and  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  really  believed  what 
they  had  hinted  to-night,  that  so  little 
good  occurred  from  the  advantages  that 
private  Members  enjoyed,  the  sooner  they 
made  arrangements  between  themselves 
to  alter  the  Standing  Orders  perma- 
nently the  better  it  would  be  for  proce- 
dure in  the  House.  Private  Members 
would  then  know  that  it  was  not  worth 
their  while  putting  their  name&  dsy^w  \sst 
the    ballot    and  co-operating  VyXJcl  >^«tt 
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f Heads  and  trjiDg  to  get  au  expression 
of  opinion  upon  some  subject  which  thej 
were   deeply  interested   in,   although   it 
might  not   be  interesting  to  the   Party 
opposite.     He  hoped  that  if  it  was  un- 
derstood   that    Tuesdays     were    to    go 
away      from      private      Members,     the 
change    would    be    affected   in  a    Con- 
stitutional    manner      in      the      future. 
There  was  nothing  for  which  they  had 
to  thank  the  Leaders  of  the  House.     He 
was   sorry   the   Government  would    not 
listen  to  the  private  Members  who  had 
gone  through  the  ballot,  and  who  repre- 
sented a  very  strong  body  of  opinion  in 
the  House.     He  had  himself  given  notice 
of  a  Motion  in  reference  to  election  ex- 
penses, a  subject  upon  which  some  hon. 
Members  held  very  strong  opinions  as  to 
present    arrangements.       Of    course    it 
would  be  out  of  Order  to  discuss  that 
matter,   and    he    would   only   say   they 
desired  very  earnestly  to  get  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  of  the   House  how  far 
they  would  go  in  the  direction  of  giving 
equality  of  opportunity  to  poor  men  for 
entering  the  House.     However,  he  was 
to  be  sacrificed  with  the  rest  of  the  Mem- 
bers who  had  already  succeeded  at  the 
ballot.     The  course  taken  by  the  Opposi- 
tion  had    made   it   impossible   for    this 
Motion  to  be  discussed  as  it  might  have 
been  as  one  with  regard  to  the  procedure 
of  the  House  of  Commons.     The  Opposi- 
tion had  chosen,  as  far  as  he  could  see, 
to   make  it  an  occasion    of   a  Vote  of 
Censure  on  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The   whole   question   of  procedure   had 
been  put  on  one  side,  and  they  were  not 
able,  therefore,  to  take  the  action  they 
should  have  liked  to  take  with  regard  to 
the  way  in  which  the  time  of  the  House 
should   be   occupied.      If  they  were  to 
have  an  alteration  in  the  procedure  he 
sincerely    hoped   it  would   be    made    at 
once,  and  then  private  Members  would 
know  whore  they  were  ;  but  he  was  one 
of  those  who  took  a  different  view  as  to 
what  private  Members  had  done  in  the 
past.  He  differed  from  those  who  thought 
that  the  action  of  those  gentlemen  had 
not  been  beneficial   to  the  legislation  of 
the  country.     Looking  at  the  history  of 
the     country,     some     of     the    greatest 
reforms     which     had     passed     through 
Parliament  had  been   introduced  in  the 
first  instance,  and  pressed  year  after  year 
whenever   opportunity    had    offered,    by 
some   private  Member  who  had  started 

Mr,  J,  Rowlands 


alone  or  with  only  a   small    number  c 
Members  at  his  back  ;  but  by  persistenci 
and    by   the   growing   strength  of  tha 
small  Party,  those  reforms  had  eventual!; 
been  placed  upon  the  Statute  Book — doI 
he  admitted,  by   the   private   Memben 
themselves,  because  just  as  their  efforti 
were  coming  to  fruition  the  Govemmenl 
for  the  time  being  had  taken  up  those 
measures,  and  had  taken  good  care  to 
secure  all  the  reward  due  to  the  efforts  of 
the  private  i^embers.     He  looked  sadlj, 
therefore,  upon  the  way  in  which,  daring 
several   past  Sessions,  the  time  of  pri- 
vate Members    had  been  gradually  en- 
croached upon,  and  if  that  kind  of  thing 
was   to   go   on   the  sooner   the  private 
Member  was  swept  out  of  existence  in 
tbat  House  the  better,  and  every  Member 
would  then  recognise  that  he  was  only 
a  voting  machine  when  he  took  his  seat 
within  those  walls. 

Mr.  SETON-KARR  (St.  Helens) 
said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down  would  have  the  courage  of 
his  convictions,  and  would  oppose  this 
proposal.  They  had  not  h^tfd  manj 
protests  from  private  Members  in  the 
House,  but  he  ventured  as  one  of  thea 
to  oppose  this  most  unprecedented  pro- 
posal. He  was  not  surprised  at  the  Leaden 
of  the  House,  of  the  Opposition,  and  d 
the  little  Unionist  Party  on  the  other  side 
sneering  at  the  rights  of  private  Members, 
because  they  could  get  a  hearing  when- 
ever they  chose.  They  were  in  a  very 
different  position  to  the  ordinary  Members, 
and  were  not,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  affected 
in  the  least.  What  they  were  called 
upon  to  decide  was  whether  they  were  to 
have  any  rights  or  privileges  at  all 
These  proposals  hitherto,  during  the  last 
few  Sessions,  had  been  supported  hy 
some  kind  of  excuse,  some  kind  of 
apology  to  the  H6use  from  the  Govern- 
ment for  making  that  request ;  bat  on 
this  occasion  they  had  heard  nothing  of 
the  kind.  They  were  simply  asked, 
practically,  to  establish  the  principle 
that  in  future  private  Members  had  do 
right  except  to  vote.  Private  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  need  not 
be  afraid  of  consequences  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  beaten.  The  Govemmcat 
had  by  this  time  got  used  to  that  opeif 
tion.  They  were  beaten  on  the  AddresSi 
and  had  been  beaten  on  the  averag* 
about  once  a  week  ever  since.  St»» 
that  did  not  seem  to  affect  their  positioB, 
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id  therefore  he  did  not  see  why  hon. 
[embers  opposite  need  be  afraid  of 
>ting  in  opposition  to  this  dangerous 
'oposal.  Were  private  Members  to 
ive  any  rights  at  all  ?  Arguments  had 
Jen  put  forward  that  thej  did  not  make 
jrj  good  use  of  their  time  ;  but  that  had 
>thing  to  do  with  the  question.  If 
lej  did  not  choose  to  come  down  to  the 
!ouse  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays,  that 
as  their  own  business  ;  and  he  thought 
was  better  sometimes  that  the  House 
lould  be  counted  out  than  occupied 
assisting  the  present  Government 
►  forward  their  measures*  The  ques- 
an  was,  whether  private  Members  were 
istified  in  supporting  their  own  rights  ? 
?  hon.  Members  opposite  chose  to  vote 
ke  sheep,  as  if  this  was  a  Party  ques- 
ou,  the  consequences  must  be  on  their 
«rn  heads.  He  did  not  think,  however, 
$  far  as  Parties  were  concerned,  they 
3ed  be  afraid  of  consequences.  He  had 
3  desire  to  bring  forward  any  special 
rievance  of  his  own,  though,  as  a  matter 
f  fact,  he  had  put  down  a  very  useful 
ill,  which  he  thought  would  have  re- 
vived the  sanction  of  the  Government, 
'hey  were,  in  fact,  being  deprived  of  the 
ight  to  bring  in  private  measures,  and 
e  could  submit  to  the  House  a  list  of 
(ills  and  Resolutions  by  private  Members 
rhich  were  quite  as  useful  as  anything 
be  Government  had  brought  forward. 
le  regretted  very  much  the  attitude 
aken  by  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  who 
Iways,  when  he  sat  on  that  side  of  the 
louse,  used  to  be  the  guardian  angel  of 
irivate  Members'  rights.  How  he  had 
ome  to  change  and  run  away  from  his 
irmciples  it  was  hard  to  understand, 
lis  action  that  evening  tended  to  destroy 
he  last  rag  of  faith  in  the  consistency 
»f  eminent  politicians.  There  was  no 
eason,  however,  why  other  private 
iiembers  on  either  side  of  the  House 
hould  follow  his  example  ;  and  if  they 
1  lowed  themselves  to  be  slaughtered  on 
his  occasion  they  would  never  get 
nother  chance.  They  would  certainly 
ose  their  privileges  if  they  failed  to  stand 
>y  one  another. 

Mb.  DALZIEL  (Kirkcaldy,  &c.)  said, 
f  anything  would  justify  Her  Majesty's 
xovemmentin  bringing  thisMotion  before 
he  House  it  would  be  the  attacks  made 
>n  this  occasion.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
nan  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
tated  to  the  House  and  to  the  country 


that  private  Members'  Debates  were 
useless,  and  that  it  would  be  far  better 
there  should  be  no  opportunity  afforded 
for  such  Debates  to  take  place  at  all. 
That  example  had  been  followed  by 
another  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  not 
only  had  he  said  that  the  private  Members^ 
evenings  were  employed  uselessly,  but 
he  justified  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment by  saying  that  two  or  three  weeks* 
additional  time  would  be  required  before 
the  Scotch  Grand  Committee  could  be 
carried  through  the  House  if  the  G  overn- 
ment  persevered  in  it.  Clearly  the  plea 
for  the  private  Members  was  a  delusion 
and  a  farce.  It  was  time  that  the 
Radicals  on  that  side  of  the  House  had 
some  kind  of  intimation  of  what  the 
attitude  of  the  Govemmeut  was  going 
to  be  towards  the  Second  Chamber.  It 
would  be  to  the  advantage  of  the  Go- 
vernment, the  House,  and  the  country^ 
if  they  had  a  Debate  upon  that  question. 
He  was  simply  putting  that  forward  from 
a  friendly  point  of  view.  The  Govern- 
ment must  feel  strongly  upon  that  point, 
for  they  had  seen  the  work  of  last  year 
thrown  to  the  winds,  and  the  prospect 
was  that  their  work  this  year  again 
would  be  practically  useless.  That 
seemed,  therefore,  one  of  the  most 
pressing  questions  for  the  moment  to  the 
Government.  He  was  content  to  rest  in 
the  belief  that  at  the  proper  time,  some 
occasion  probably  more  favourable  than 
the  present,  the  Government  would  be 
prepared,  not  on  a  private  Member^s 
Motion,  but  upon  their  own  initiative,  to 
put  forward  a  policy  on  the  question.  He 
had  no  doubt  as  to  his  duty  upon  the 
present  proposal.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
had  invited  them  on  that  side  of  the 
House  to  join  in  defeating  the  Go- 
vernment. That  was,  in  reality,  the 
purpose  they  had  in  view,  but  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  was  hardly  a  skilful 
tactician  if  he  thought  he  was  going  to 
take  them  with  him  into  the  Division 
Lobby.  As  far  as  he  had  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  judging,  none  of  them  had  any 
idea  of  taking  action  in  the  slightest 
degree  embarrassing  to  the  Government, 
in  which  they  had  complete  confidence. 
They  believed  the  Government  were 
about  to  bring  forward  a  programme 
which  would  justify  them  in  giving  it 
their  confidence,  and  that  this  demand 
was  made  to  enable  them  to  carry  tVvcc^xi^^ 
the    programme    to    which    tbe-j    ^«^ 
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pledged.  They  would  hold  the  Govern- 
ment  responsible  if  those  pledges  were 
not  fulfilled,  and  for  those  reasons  thej 
had  no  hesitation  in  giving  the  Govern- 
ment their  support. 

The  Marquess  of  CARMARTHEN 
(Lambeth,  Brixton)  moved  to  leave  out 
the  words  "for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session,"  and  to  insert  "  until  Whitsun- 
tide.*' A  great  deal  might  be  said  for 
the  Resolution  if  there  were  any  fear 
that  the  present  congestion  would  still 
be  existing  in  three  or  four  weeks'  time. 
That  was  a  matter  which  rested  not  with 
Members  of  the  House  but  with  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  had  pointed  out,  it  was  for 
the  Government  to  state  how  much  of 
their  proposed  legislation  they  intended 
to  go  on  with  and  how  much  of  it  they 
meant  to  abandon,  and  by  that  means 
lighten  the  ship.  If  they  would  get  rid 
of  part  of  their  cargo  the  congestion 
would  be  to  a  great  extent  relieved,  and 
a  good  deal  of  valuable  time  would  be 
left  to  private  Members.  He  pointed  out 
the  absence  of  any  proviso  that  this 
appropriation  by  the  Government  of  the 
whole  time  of  the  Session  would  not  be 
extended  to  any  Autumn  Session.  It 
had  always  been  agreed  that  whenever 
such  a  demand  was  made  it  should  only 
be  for  the  Session  and  should  not  extend 
beyond.  With  regard  to  the  limitation 
to  Whitsuntide,  the  Government  would 
themselves  admit  that  the  time  after  that 
was  not  of  such  great  value  to  them. 
In  the  first  place,  before  Whitsuntide  the 
Budget  would  be  introduced,  and  as  they 
were  told  that  this  year  the  Budget  was 
going  to  be  of  great  interest  and  of 
supreme  importance,  it  would  be  better 
if  the  discussion  upon  it  could  proceed 
virtually  de  die  in  dienty  if  it  was  going 
to  be  very  controversial  and  to  contain, 
as  was  stated,  matters  of  great  moment. 
Therefore,  as  regarded  taking  the  whole 
time  of  the  House  for  that  particular 
measure,  he  did  not  believe  there  would 
be  strong  opposition  from  any  part  of 
the  House.  But  what  they  did  object  to 
was  that  the  whole  of  the  private  Mem- 
bers' time  should  be  sacrificed  for  the 
purpose  of  introducing  and  parading  a 
number  of  Government  Bills  which  it 
was  impossible  could  ever  become  law. 
That  would  be  a  deliberate  and  indefen- 
sible waste  of  time.  Upon  that  point 
he  would  earnestly  appeal  to  hon.  Mem- 
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bers  opposite  who  were  interested 
Private  Bills,  because  after  Whitsuntic 
Tuesday  evenings  were  of  great  value 
private  Members,  because  Bills  whi( 
had  then  reached  any  stage  were  pn 
ceeded  with ;  and  private  Member 
Motions  never  had  the  same  amoui 
of  vitality  after  as  they  had  befoi 
Whitsuntide,  if  very  substantial  pre 
gress  was  not  made  with  then 
He  therefore  appealed  to  hon.  Membei 
opposite  for  their  support  on  this  occa 
sion.  Allusion  had  been  made  to  th 
Evicted  Tenants  Bill,  the  Local  Vet 
Bill,  and  the  Welsh  Disestablishmen 
Bill.  Did  hon.  Members  prefer  to  m 
a  merely  formal  introduction  of  those 
measures,  or  did  they  prefer  that  progrea 
should  be  made  with  useful  legislation 
of  their  own  ?  Then  several  contentioiw 
measures,  like  the  Rating  of  Machineij 
Bill,  had  been  mentioned,  raising  ques- 
tions which  ought  to  be  t^ken  seriouslj 
into  consideration.  Most  heartrending 
appeals  were  made  to  hon.  Members  last 
Session  in  charge  of  Bills,  which  they 
had  got  read  by  overwhelming  majorities, 
not  to  press  them,  and  they  were  asked 
whether,  as  they  could  not  be  passed 
owing  to  the  Government  taking  thi 
time  of  the  House,  they  would  not  allow 
them  to  be  referred  to  Select  Committees? 
They  recognised  that  impossibility,  bnt 
should  have  thought  of  that  before  giving 
up  their  rights  to  the  Government.  It 
was  very  easy  to  be  wise  after  thf 
event ;  and  if  private  Members  wished 
to  have  a  chance  for  their  measures  the] 
must  make  up  their  minds  now  whid 
way  they  would  act.  If  they  woolc 
vote  for  his  Amendment  they  wouk 
know  they  had  done  their  best  to  forwan 
their  own  Bills;  but  if  they  did  no 
they  could  not  in  justice  expect  boi 
Members  on  that  side  of  the  House  t 
strike  a  blow  for  them  to  enable  them  t 
pass  their  Bills  into  law.  He  wi 
sorry  one  hon.  Member  was  absen 
who  last  Session,  when  this  proposi 
was  made,  said  he  would  always 
no  matter  what  Government  was  i 
power,  stand  up  for  the  rights  of  privat 
Members,  but  would  give  the  Govern 
ment  the  time  they  wanted  for  the  pur 
pose  of  passing  the  Home  Rule  Bill 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland  tbfi 
said,  as  the  occasion  was  ex^ceptional,  h 
would  not  struggle  for  private  Memben 
rights,  for  it  was  DOt  every  year  that  tki 
Government  had  to  remodel   tbe  Cot 
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;itatioD.  It  was  to  be  hoped  the  Go- 
BrnmeDt  did  not  intend  to  remodel  the 
onstitution  this  year,  and  he  therefore 
3ped  his  Amendment  would  be  sup- 
>rted.  This  was  not  a  merely  temporary 
teration  which  the  Government  was 
akiug,  but  they  were  absolutely  going 

►  the  whole  root  of  Parliamentary  pro- 
idure.  Unless  private  Members  would 
lite  to  strike  a  blow  now,  it  would  be 
38olutely  useless  for  them  to  attempt 
ly  private  legislation  whatever,  and  he 
u*iiestly  appealed  to  them  for  support. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
'ords  '*  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session,*' 
I  order  to  inscTt  the  words  *^  until 
IThitsuntide.''  —  {The  MarquesM  of 
Carmarthen.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

•Sir  G.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
ighshire,  E.)  hoped  that  Liberals  would 
ot  listen  to  the  voice  of  the  charmer  oppo- 
ite,  charm  he  never  so  wisely.  With  regard 
o  this  invasion  of  the  rights  of  private 
ilembers,  private  Members  were  them- 
elves  to  blame  for  the  position  in  which 
hey  stood.  Talk  of  driving  six  omnibuses 
hrough  Temple  Bar !  Why,  600  would  be 
iearer  the  mark.  On  the  second  day  of  the 
Session  be  took  his  chance  of  the  ballot, 
ind  came  out  243rd.  Of  the  242  gentle- 
nen  before  ihim,  not  more  than  four  or 
ive  who  were  successful  in  obtaining 
irst  places  had  the  slightest  chance  of 
;etting  their  Bills  beyond  a  Second 
leading.  It  was  said  they  should 
►reserve  their  Tuesday  evening  rights  on 
be  chance  of  being  able  to  ventilate  ques- 
lons  with  a  view  to  subsequent  legislation. 
\ni  how  were  their  Tuesday  evenings  to 
e   used  ?      One   hon.    Member  wished 

>  bring  forward  a  question  dealing  with 
le  House  of  Lords.  But  he  should  re- 
lember  they  had  already  had  a  Debate  on 
le  privileges  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
e  thought  the  time  had  arrived  when  there 
lould  be  action  and  not  discussion.  Theiy 
lere  was  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
elow  him  (Mr.  J.  Rowlands),  which  was 
ery  important,  but  it  was  not  new,  for  it 
f^as  upon  this  very  question  he  gave  his  first 
ote  on  entering  the  House  25  years  ago. 
'he  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  had  down 
Q  important  Motion  for  another  Tuesday, 
dd  be  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Member  was 
lost  anxious  to  save  that  particular  Tues- 
i.j.'*  He  had  heard  a  good  many  Debates 


on  bimetallism,  and  while  they  were  going 
on  he  had  felt  very  like  James  IL,  who 
when  he  heard  the  plaintiflTs  case  wanted  to 
decide  for  the  plaintiff,  and  when  he  beard 
the  defendant's  case  wanted  to  decide  for 
the  defendant,  but  when  he  heard  the  reply 
he  did  not  know  how  to  decide.  That  was 
very  much  the  position  in  which  he  found 
himself  on  the  question  of  bimetallism. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  J. 
Redmond)  had  contrasted  the  position  of 
the  Evicted  Tenants  Bill  with  the  Welsh 
Disestablishment  Bill,  but  unless  the 
Motion  of  the  Government  were  carried 
there  was  not  the  slightest  possibility  of 
either  the  Tenants  Bill  or  the  Welsh  Bill 
being  passed  further  than  the  Second 
Reading.  As  a  rule,  he  was  not  an  advocate 
of  questions  of  this  kind  being  decided  on 
Party  lines,  but  he  hoped  this  Motion  would 
be  decided  on  Party  lines,  because  then  they 
would  be  able  to  recognise  not  only  their 
open  enemies  but  their  false  friends.  Of 
course  they  should  have  against  them  the 
Conservative  Party  and  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  but  he  hoped  that  every  man 
calling  himself  Liberal,  and  that  all  Irish 
and  Welsh  Members,  would  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said 
that,  as  a  private  Member  he  wished  to 
remind  the  House  that  upon  many  occa- 
sions during  the  last  Government  he 
supported  the  rights  of  private  Members. 
The  large  bulk  of  the  House  were  private 
Members,  and  without  doubt  much  of  the 
important  legislation  had  been  brought 
about  in  the  first  instance  by  private 
Members.  There  was  one  point  raised 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
he  should  like  to  answer.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  what  was  the  Business 
of  the  House  ?  That  was  exactly  what 
they  had  been  asking  over  and  over  again^ 
and  could  not  get  to  know  from  the  Go- 
vernment. He  ventured  to-day  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer about  the  Bchring  Sea  Bill,  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  condescend 
to  answer  until  the  question  was  put 
a  little  later  by  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition. 

•Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order  !  The 
Debate  now  must  be  confined  to  the 
Question  of  taking  the  time  of  the  House 
up  to  Whitsuntide — that  is  the  particular 
Amendment  before  the  House. 

Mr.  BARTLEY   said,  of   course  b^ 
bowed   to  the  ruling  of  the   CVieC>x^\?QX» 
from  now  to  Whitsuntide  the  ELoxMa"^^^ 
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certain  privileges  which  it  would  lose 
afterwards,  and  ihis  emphasised,  with  all 
respect  to  the  Chair,  the  poiut  he  was 
making.  Unless  the  Amendment  of  his 
noble  Friend  was  carried,  those  of  them 
who  had  chances  in  the  ballot  would 
really  be  cut  out  altogether  by  the  pro- 
posal now  before  the  House,  and  they 
said  that  if  the  Government  had  taken 
advantage  of  their  opportunities,  and  not 
wasted  the  time  as  thev  had  done,  there 
would  have  been  no  reason  why  this 
Motion  should  have  been  iutroduced 
before  Whitsuntide.  He  did  not  know 
whether  he  shcnld  be  in  Order  in  referring 
to  the  circumstances  of  last  week,  but 
last  Thursday  was  lost  because  the  Go- 
vernment thought  proper  to  become  the 
partisans  of  a  certain  Municipality.  On 
that  day  which  was  thus  wasted  they  ought 
to  have  had  brought  on  one  of  those 
measures  the  Government  wished  to  in- 
troduce. They  thought  they  ought  to 
have  the  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  up  to 
Whitsuntide  for  the  Motions  that  were 
down  for  those  days,  and  they  were  most 
anxious  for,  and  not  the  least  afraid  of,  the 
great  Debate  there  was  to  have  been  on 
the  House  of  Lords.  That  Motion  was 
to  have  been  brought  forward  by  a  sup- 
porter of  the  Government,  but  the  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  be  afraid  to  bring  it 
forward,  as  they  did  not  know  on  what 
side  they  were  going  to  stand ;  and, 
therefore,  the  Government  were  desirous 
of  burking  these  awkward  questions.  He, 
therefore,  thought  that  as  private  Mem- 
bers they  ought  to  resist  in  every  possible 
way  the  action  of  the  Government  on 
this  Motion.  They  (the  private  Mem- 
bers) were  a  very  downtrodden  race,  and 
their  only  chances  lay  in  the  early 
period  of  the  Session,  usually  before 
Whitsuntide,  when  they  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  Motions  forward.  His 
experience  was  that  after  Whitsuntide 
the  private  Member  became  practically  a 
voting  machine.  They  desired  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  before  the 
House  tiiose  questions  in  which  their 
constituents  were  interested,  and,  there- 
fore, he  thought  that  private  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  were  bound 
to  support  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  hen E age  (Great  Grimsby) 
said,  that  having  given  notice  of  an 
Amendment,  he  should  like  to  sav  that 
in  giving  notice  of  it  his  object  was  to 
impress  upon  the  House  that  the  words 
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"for  the  remainder    of    the    Session'* 
were  remarkably  indefinite.     He  thought 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  might 
have  told  them   something  more  of  what 
was  in  the  minds  of  the  Government, 
They  had  got  now  an   indefinite  term — 
"  the  remainder  of  the  Session,"  and  they 
might  have  the  experience  of  last  year 
over  again,  with  a  Session  lasting  over 
14      months,      and      they      were      to 
give    the    whole    time    of    the    House 
for     those     14     months     to     the    Go- 
vernment, because  under  the  Motion  as 
it  now  stood  the  Government  could  not 
only  take  the  whole  of  the  usual  time  of 
the   House,  but  could  keep  the  House 
sitting  until   next   April,  or  any  other 
time,  and  then  claim,  under  this  Motion, 
to  have  the  whole  time  of  the  House, 
and   take  it  for  any  Bill   or  any  subject 
they  chose.     The  Government  had  not 
told  them  even   now    what    Bills  they 
intended  to  press  forward  ;  therefore,  he 
did  not  think  they  should  have  the  time 
of  the   House   for   an    indefinite  period 
without   letting  the  House  know  what 
further  they  intended  to  do.     The  right 
hon.    Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  that  he  (Mr.  Heneage) 
was  more  liberal  than  the  noble  Lord, 
and  had  put  down  the  date  as  the  10th 
of  August,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man refused  his  Amendment  he  would 
ask  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  whether 
he  was  going  to  sit  through  the  whole  of 
the    Autumn  ?       If     the     Government 
meant  to  do  that  which  was  generallj 
the  object  for  which  the  whole  time  of 
the    House    was    asked,  wind    up    the 
Session,   why    not    accept   the  Amend- 
ment, or  some  other  date,  say  the  1st  of 
September  ?      Unless    they    were    told 
what    the     Government     intended,    he 
thought  it  was  perfectly  monstrous  for 
the  Goverument  to  come  down,  without 
a  single  Bill   being  read  a  second  time, 
and  say  they  wanted  the  whole  time  of 
the  House  for  what  thev  liked.     Unless 
the  Government  gave  them   some  more 
information  than  they   had   given   them 
already,    they   ought    to   do   everything 
they  could  to  restrict  the  period.     So  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  should  support 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
then  he  presumed  that  his  own  Amend- 
ment would  be  out  of  Order. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.)  said, 
he  only  desired,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  to  enttf 
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a  protest  against  the  proposal  of  the 
GrOvernmeDt.  He  was  only  a  simple  agri- 
cnltural  Member,  and  last  Tuesday 
be  put  down  a  Notice  of  Motion  on  the 
Paper  dealing  with  agricultural  depres- 
sion. The  Notice  did  not  obtain  a  good 
place,  but  it  would  develop  for  to- 
morrow three  weeks.  His  object  in 
patting  down  that  Notice  and  in  speak- 
ing now  was  not  factious  opposition,  or 
was — to  use  the  expression  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Norfolk  which  had  now 
become  classical — the  vote  at  the  bottom 
of  it,  but  because  he  believed  that,  with 
the  exception  of  his  colleague  in  the 
County  of  Essex,  no  one  knew  the  ruin 
and  disastrous  condition  prevailing  in  the 
Eastern  Counties.  That  was  solely  his 
reason  in  speaking  now,  to  point  out  that 
the  condition  of  agriculture  in  the  Eastern 
Counties  was  absolutely  deplorable. 
•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  would  not  detain  the  House 
long,  but  there  was  one  point  he  desired 
to  mention.  It  seemed  to  him  the  Go- 
vernment, by  the  statement  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  was  going 
wholly  against  every  precedent  they  had 
on  this  matter.  He  remembered  that  on 
the  28th  of  November,  1891,  a  Motion  was 
made  of  this  kind,  and  an  Amendment 
was  moved  to  it.  The  proposal  was  to 
take  the  time  of  the  House  until  Christ- 
mas. That  Motion  was  made  by  the 
late  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  and  was  a  very 
modest  proposal  to  that  now  made  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  But 
how  was  it  met  ?  The  then  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  the  Member  for  Mid- 
lothian (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  used 
these  remarkable  words — 

"There  is  no  precedent  touching  such  a 
Motion  as  this.  He  has  precedents  to  show 
that  on  former  occasions,  after  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session,  demands  have  been  made 
on  the  House  for  certain  important  measures, 
bnt  this  was  not  an  application  for  this  or  that 
important  measure,  but  for  Government  busi- 
ness generally,** 

and  on  that  account  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men the  Member  for  Midlothian  opposed 
Mr.  Smithes  Motion,  although  it  was  only  a 
modest  Motion  up  to  Christmas,  and  the 
whole  of  the  then  Gladstonian  Party 
supported  their  Leader  in  opposing  it. 
The  hon.  Member  below  him,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford,  used  very  remarkable 
language.     He  said — 

**  You  have  wasted  the  whole  of  last  Session 
with  your  Compensation  Bill." 


The  hon.  Member  drew  a  graphic  picture 
of  the  waste  of  time  and  said — 

"  You  punish  private  Members  for  the  mis- 
management of  business  by  the  Government 
during  the  last  Session  of  Parliament." 

That  was  exactly  what  he  said  now,  the 
Government  had  mismanaged  the  busi- 
ness of  last  Session  and  they  made 
private  Members  suffer  for  their  mis- 
management, and  it  was  because  the  noble 
Lord  proposed  to  limit  the  Motion  that 
at  all  events  he  should  support  him,  and 
in  doing  so  he  thought  they  had  pre- 
cedent all  along  the  line. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  268  ; 
Noes  244. — (Division  List,  No.  19.) 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  the 
next  Amendment  stood  in  his  name,  and 
he   proposed  to  move  it  in  a  somewhat 

different  form  to  that  in  which  it  stood  on 
the  Paper,  because,  of  course,  it  was  per- 
fectly true,  even  under  the  present 
Standing  Orders,  that  Government 
business  had  priority  on  Tuesday  morn- 
ings. He  should,  therefore,  propose  to 
alter  his  Amendment  by  omitting  the 
words  "Government  business  do  have 
priority  upon,"  so  that  the  whole  para- 
graph would  run  thus — 

"  That  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session  on 
Tuesday  and  Friday  the  House  do  meet  at  2 
o'clock." 

He  made  this  proposal  in  order  to  bring  the 
Government  proposal  more  into  accordance 
with  what  had  been  the  usual  practice  of 
Governments  when  they  had  taken  the 
time  of  the  House.  The  precedent  of  de- 
parting from  the  Standing  Order  ought 
not  to  be  lightly  adopted.  There  was  no 
doubt  whatever  that  if  this  Motion  was 
passed  it  would  relate,  as  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  had  stated,  not  only  to 
Government  business  this  Session,  but  it 
would  serve  as  a  precedent  for  all 
succeeding  Sessions.  That  was  to  say, 
that  this  was  about  the  last  opportunity 
they  would  have  of  fighting  for  the  rights 
of  private  Members.  He  agreed  that 
very  often  the  time  alloted  to  private 
Members  was  wasted,  and  the  principal 
advantage  of  a  private  Members*  night 
was  that  most  of  them  could  go 
to  bed  at  a  reasonably  early  hour, 
which  was  a  strong  argument  for 
private  Members*  nights  in  a  Sessioa 
like  the  last,  which   extende<l  <^n^x  W 
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months.  If  the  Government  had  said 
thej  would  afford  private  Members 
another  opportunity  of  discussing  griev- 
ances bj  putting  down  Supply  at  a 
reasonable  time — even  once  a  week  for 
the  remainder  of  this  Session — he  would 
not  have  brought  forward  this  Amend- 
ment, because  Supply  would  afford  a 
much  better  opportunity  of  discussing 
grievances  than  would  a  Motion  on  a 
private  Members'  night.  But,  instead  of 
that,  the  Government  had  brought  for- 
ward a  proposal  which  was  so  distinctly 
against  the  Standing  Orders,  and  against 
the  established  practice  of  the  House, 
that  it  ought  to  be  passed  by  something 
more  than  a  mere  Party  majority.  If 
hon.  Members  sitting  on  the  Government 
side  of  the  House  attached  any  im- 
portance to  their  own  Motions  which 
they  had  on  the  Paper  they  would  un- 
doubtedly vote  for  his  Amendment. 
The  Governihent  had  only  got  18  of  a 
majority  at  the  best,  and  of  the  Motions 
down  for  the  next  four  Tuesdays  no 
less  than  1 1  of  them  were  in  the  names 
of  hon.  Members  sitting  on  the  Govern- 
ment side  of  the  House.  No  less  than 
eight  of  them  had  got  the  first  or  second 
places  for  their  Motions,  whilst  only 
three  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of 
the  House  had  got  their  names  down  for 
Motions  at  all,  and  they  had  not  got  first 
place.  If  those  hon.  Members  attached 
importance  to  their  own  Motions  they 
could  not  vote  for  the  proposition  of  the 
Government  as  it  stood,  and  they  ought 
to  vote  for  the  Amendment.  He 
claimed  that  the  Amendment  was  not 
brought  forward  from  Party  motives, 
but  simply  in  the  interestg  of 
private  Members  and  of  fair  discussions 
in  this  House.  All  preceding  Govern- 
ments that  had  asked  for  further  time 
for  public  business  had  not  dropped  pri- 
vate Members.  They  had  taken  only 
Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesday,  with  the 
result  that  there  had  been  plenty  of  time 
for  the  consideration  of  public  business 
without  pFivate  Members  being  deprived 
of  the  opportunity  of  bringing  forward 
important  Amendments.  The  present 
Government,  however,  had  not  adopted 
this  course.  They  had,  instead,  brought 
forward  a  Motion  which  absolutely  shut 
private  Members  out,  and  he  was  not  at 
all  sure  that  the  time  they  were  to  give 
themselves  would  be  actually  devoted  to 
urgent  public  business.     If  he  felt  it  was 

Mr.  Hanbury 


to  be  profitably  employed,  he  might  agree 
to  the  proposal  of  the  Government ;  but 
they  had  got  no  guarantee  whatever  of 
this.     Take   last    Session,  for   instance. 
The  Government  took  the  whole  of  the 
time  ;    it   was    the   longest    Session  on 
record,  and  yet  it  was  the  most  barren  of 
legislation.      He     thought    more    work 
might  be  done  in   this  House  if  they  did 
not  take  up  so  much  time.     The  eight 
hours  day  which  had  been  adopted  in  the 
Government  factories   might   very  well 
be  applied  to  Government  time  in  this 
House.     If  the  Government  followed  the 
usual  practice,  and  only  took  five  or  six 
hours  on  Tuesday,  they  would  get  through 
as  much  in  those  five  or  six  hours  as  if 
they  took  the  whole  day,  and  then  private 
Members   who    had   important  MotioD& 
could  bring  them  on  at  9   o'clock.    In 
ordinary   Sessions    he   admitted  that  a 
good  a  good  many  of  the  Motions  brought 
forward     by     private     Members    were 
crotchets,     but      that     was      not     the 
case  this  Session.     The  Motions  which 
stood     for     the     first     four     Tuesdays 
really  related  to  matters  of  the  greatest 
possible  importance,  and  which  might  be 
discussed  with  advantage  and  profit,  such 
as  the  Indian  home  charges,  the  paym^t 
of  returning  officers,  the  question  of  the 
currency,  and  the  depression  in  agricul- 
ture.    Then  there  was  the  Motion,  which 
was  to  have  been  proposed  next  Tuesday, 
upon  the  House  of  Lords.      The  lattt-r 
was  not  a  subject  that  could  be  discussed 
on  mere  Amendments  in   Committee  of 
Supply,  but  one  which  ought  to  be  dealt 
with,  and  decided  one  way   or  another, 
and  upon  which  the  Government  ought  to 
give  a  definite  opinion.     It  was  the  last 
legacy   of   the   right   hon.  Member  for 
Midlothian,  when  he    was  leading   the 
House.     Had  it  dropped  already,  and  be- 
come a  subject  in  which  the  Government 
took  no  interest  whatever  ?     There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  the  object   of  the  Go- 
vernment   in    not    bringing  forward  the 
usual   Motion,   which  was  brought   for- 
ward by  all  Governments  at  this  time  of 
the   year,  but    in  its  stead  bringing  for- 
ward a  Motion  to   exclude   all   private 
Members,  was  to  burke  the  discussion  bj 
Members  on  their  own  side  of  the  House 
of  these  questions.     The  Opposition  were 
not  afraid  of  discussing  them  ;  they  ought 
to  be  brought  to  a  definite  issue,  and  thej 
wanted  the  country  to  know  the  views 
I  of  the  Government  upon  them.     It  was 
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t)ecausesucUquestioDS could  only  possibly  kuow  that  aoy  of  these  measures  would 

be  brought  to  a  decision  upou  Tuesdays  be  brought  forward  ?      His  main  reason 

that  he  did  not  want  Tuesdays  to  go.  The  for  not  agreeing  to  the  particular  sug- 

>nly  possible  opportunity  a  privateMember  gestion  of  the  Government  was  that  for 

lad  of  raising  an  important   Motion  was  the  first   time  they   were  now  asked  to 

fc)j  bringing  it  forward  on  Tuesday — the  vote  the  whole  time  of  the  House    in 

private  Members*  day — as  a  substantive  confidence.      That  was  a  perfectly   un- 

^otion,  which  could  be  brought  to  the  heard-of  thing.     The  Government  asked 

t«st  of  a  Division,  and  upon  which  the  them  to  shut  their  eyes  and  vote  them  the 

Grovernment  had  to  express  an  opinion  whole  time  of  the  Session  without  in  the 

bj  its  vote  one  way  or  the  other.      Un-  least  knowing  what  it  was  to  be  devoted 

fortunately,  these  were  the  very  Motions  to.     The  conduct  of  the  Government  in 

which  the  Government,  departing  from  the  way  they  had  hitherto  wastetl   time 

the  practice  of  all  other  Governments,  was  not  such  as  to  induce  them  to  com- 

were  about  to  preclude  them  from  dis-  ply  with  such   a   demand — which    was 

3US8ing.     The  only  argument  of  the  Go-  unprecedented  —  especially    when    they 

vemment  was  that  of  urgency.      That  had  no  indication  whatever  of  what  they 

was  the  cry  they  heard  the  whole  of  the  were  going  to  do  when  they  had  got  the 

last  Session,  and  they  knew  what  came  whole  of    the    time.      What    they  had 

3f  it.     Only  four  weeks  of  the  Session  heard  to-night  was  that  the  Government 

liad  passed  ;  there  might  be   10  months  did  not  know  themselves.    The  fact  was, 

yet  to  run   for  ought  they    knew,   and  that  a  struggle  was  going  on  between 

for    this    Motion    now    to   V)e    brought  the   different   groups    who   formed  that 

forward   on    the   plea   of    urgency    was  brotherhood,  who  dwelt  together  in  unity 

Dne   of    the    most   ridiculous    proposals  in  such  a  remarkable  fashion,  as  to  par- 

jver    made.      Would    the    Government  ticularBillsin  which  they  were  interested, 

themselves  give  effect  to  the  last  legacy  and  the  Government  kept  these  things  in 

yf    the   hon.   Member   for    Midlothian?  the  dark  because  they  intended  to  deceive 

Would  they  allow  a  private  Member  to  as  far  as  possible    each    one   of    these 

bring  on  his  Motion  about  the  House  of  groups.     He  repeated  that  it  was  in  the 

Lords   and   give  the  House    an   oppor-  interests  of  private  Members  generally 

canity  of  discussing    it  ?      Last    Tues-  that  he  had  brought  forward  this  Amend- 

laj    the   Government    ran   away    from  ment. 

;he  discussion  on   Scotch    Home   Rule,         *         ,        ,  ^a  ^.^  ^ ^  ^„*  ♦k^ 

^     *u     TT  1  •         .     1        Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 

)ut    the   House    passed     an    important  y     li  r^  ^u*  ^^i.- 

-»       1   .'  -.ul       r  •    .       I'll  words  "  Government   business  do  have 

Resolution  upon  that  subject,  which  he        .    .^  rr.      ^  rru  4.  ^^  :^  ^«^««  4.^ 

,       , ,  ,.i     /    1  -c  *i      r'  ^  priority  on  Tuesday.     That,    m  order  to 

should  like  to  kuow  if  the  Government  f       ^  ^.v  j     u        t*  ^  \i ^  " 

^     ^    1  ^       .         ir    i.  -.    o     117        *i  insert  the  words  "  on  Tuesday  and.  — 

ntended  to  give  effect  tor     Were  they  (\f     ff  nh       \ 

^oing  to  give  effect  to  the  decision  of  the  ^    ^'  ^*^ 

Elouse  of  Commons  or  not  ?     If  not,  how        Question   proposed,  "  That  the  words 

vere  they  to  deal  with  the  Lords  for  not  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

loing  so  ?      The  House  of  Commons  had  Question.'^ 

leliberatelyaaid  that  this  matterof  Scotch        g^^  ^    HAKCOURT  :  I  should  be 

tiome  Kule  was  of  urgent  importance,  yet  .,,  ...         i.    1      ▼▼  •*  t 

ollowing   the   example    of    the    House  iH-occupymg  the  time  of  the  House  if  I 

>f  Lords — whom   they   never  ceased  to  endeavoured  10  answer  the  observations 

ibuse — the   Government    said  they  at-  made   by   the   hon.    Member.      I   have 

ached  no  importance  to  what  the  House  already  stated  by  anticipation  all  that  the 

)f  Commons  might  say,  and  declined  to  Government  have  to  say   in  answer  to 

Ake  any  notice  of  this  question  of  Scotch  that  part  of  the  speech  which  may  be 

Elome  Rule.     There  were  several  Bills  called  argument,  and  there  was  a  great 

)f    a    neutral  character  which  were  of  deal  of    abuse   of    the   Government  to 

he    greatest    importance   to   the    com-  which  it  is  not  necessary  I  should  reply, 

nercial  community  and  others,  such  as  A  very  large  percentage  of  the  time  of 

:he    Bills    for    the    amendment   of   the  the  House  has  been  occupied  by  the  hon. 

aw     relating     to     Building     Societies,  Member.     Now,   his   point   of    view  is 

Limited  Liability  Companies,  and  so  on  ;  that  the  right  of  private  Members  is  a 

>ut  if  the  Government  were  to  have  the  sort  of  personal  privilege.    I  take  it  that 

vho]e  time  of  the  House,  how  did  they  private  and  unofficial  Members  VOA  >^^x* 
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time  iu  trust  for  the  country,  aud  this 
sort  of  claim  was  put  forward  humor- 
ously by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
that   it   was   the    privilege   of    private 
Members  to  have  a  Count-out  if   they 
liked,  and  that  they  could  do  what  they 
pleased  in  their  own  time.     That  really 
is  an  admirable  illustration  of  the  point 
of  view  which  champions  of  the  rights 
of  private  Members  take  of  the   situa- 
tion.    The  hon.  Member  was  extremely 
indignant  with   hon.  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House  who,  having  obtained 
by  ballot  places  for  their  Motions,  have 
thought  it  right,  for  considerations  which 
seem  sufficient  to  them,  to  waive  that 
right  in  the  interests  of  those  subjects 
which  they  thought  even  greater  than 
those   subjects  in   which    they   take    a 
special    interest.      In    my   opinion,  the 
Members  who   have    taken    that    view 
have      taken      a     more     worthy     view 
of     the     duties     of     private     Members 
than  the  hon.  Member   opposite   takes. 
He  seems  to  think  that  a  man  has  nothing 
to   do   but  to  think  of  himself  and  the 
position  he  will  occupy  in  reference  to 
his  Motion.     The  hon.  Member  is  per- 
fectly entitled  co  take  that  view  and  to  act 
consistently  upon  it,  which  he  does  very 
much  ;  bu  t  he  has  no  right  to  condemn  other 
Members  who  take  a  less  egotistical  view 
of  their  situation  in  this  House.     As  to 
taking  the  whole  of  Tuesday,  a  day  on 
which    some   Members  have    important 
questions  to  bring  forward,  these  Mem- 
bers looked  at  the  question  very  carefully, 
and  have   come   to   the  conclusion  that 
there  is  something  even  superior  to  their 
own   Motions,  and   that    is  the    general 
policy  of  the  Party  to  which  they  belong 
and  the  Government  which  they  support. 
In  desiring  to   further    that  policy  and 
support  the  Government,  which  after  all 
is  their  organ  and  instrument  for  carrying 
out  their  views,  they  are  taking  a  course 
which,  I  venture  to  say,  the  country  will 
approve  much  more  than  that  which  the 
hon.    Member   opposite    has    suggested 
they  should    follow.     The    Government 
fully    considereil    this    matter,   and  they 
think   that   they  ought  to  ask  the  House 
for   the  whole   of   Tuesdays.      At    the 
Morning  Sitting  on  a  Tuesday  it  is  quite 
true    that   when  there  is  formal  business 
we  get  on  very  well ;  but  it  often  happens 
that  some  controversial  question  prevents 
the    main    business    from  being  reached 
until  a   late  hour  iu  the  afternoon,  and 

Sir  W.  Harcourt 


then  the  Government  make  very  little 
progress.    Therefore,  it  is  thought  better 
to  take   the   whole   sitting.      The   hon. 
Member  says  that  the  Government  have 
a  long  Session  of  10  months  before  them. 
That   really   depends  on  hon.  Members 
who  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  himself  would  be  well 
advised  if  he  would  spare  the  House  of 
Commons  a  little  more  than  he  does.     I 
hope   that   the    manner   in    which    the 
business  will  be  conducted  this  Session 
will  not  necessitate  any  such  expenditure 
of  time  as  the  hon.  Member  contemplates, 
and   that  the  House  under  the  circum- 
stances will  not  accept  his  Amendment. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  at  perfect  liberty  to 
abstain  from  replying  to  the  speech  of 
my  hon  Friend.     There  is  nothing  in  onr 
procedure   to    compel    a    reply  to   the 
speech  of  the  speaker  immediately  pre- 
ceding him.     But,  though  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  chosen  not  to  deal  with 
the  arguments  of    my  hon.  Friend,  he 
need  not  have  introduced  into  his  own 
speech  a  most  unnecessary  and  personal 
attack   on   ray   hon.   Friend,   who  may 
have  delivered  himself  very  freely  about 
the  Government  as  a  Government,  hut 
certainly  did  not  condescend  to  personal 
invective  upon  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment or  any  hon.  Member  opposite. 
The   Chancellor   of  the  Exchequer  has 
repeated  what  he  told  us  earlier  in  the 
evening,  as  to  the  reasons  which  induce 
the  Government  to  prefer  the  whole  of 
the     Tuesday   sittings.       Of  course,  if 
the    Government  want   time   it  is  very 
natural     that     they   should     prefer    to 
take     the     larger     than      the    smaller 
slice  of  the  time  of    private  Members. 
But  that  preference  on   the  part  of  the 
Government  is  the  only  argument  which 
the  Chancellor   of    the   Exchequer  has 
thought    right    to    adduce   against  the 
course  which  all  his  predecessors  have 
adopted    under    similar     circumstances. 
The  Government  fail  to  understand  that 
they  are  making  not  only  a  great,  but 
an  unprecedented,  demand  on  the  time  of 
private  Members,  and  have  not  realised 
that    they    should    give    something    io 
return.  What  we  ask  iu  return  is  a  little 
confidence  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
During  the  four  hours  which  this  Debate 
has  occupied  the  Government  have  not 
vouchsafed   a  single  reply  either  to  the 
questions  I  myself  put,  or  to  the  questions 
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put  by  other  hon.  Members.  We  have 
all  pressed  od  them,  as  a  simple  return 
for  the  immense  demand  they  were 
making  on  us,  that  ithey  should  tell  us 
what  their  own  programme  is  to 
be.  At  present  we  know  absolutely 
nothing  about  it.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  recited  the  pro- 
mises which  the  Government  have 
given  us,  and  which  I  am  sure  the  Go- 
vernment will  fulfil  with  regard  to  cer- 
tain Debates  on  certain  questions  ;  but 
we  know  absolutely  nothing  as  to  the 
course  they  mean  to  pursue  in  the  case  of 
the  absurd  Scotch  proposal,  or  as  to  the 
order  in  which  they  mean  to  bring  in 
their  Bills.  A  most  interesting  quota- 
tion was  given  earlier  in  the  evening 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  from  a  speech  by  the 
late  Prime  Minister  on  a  similar,  but  less 
drastic,  Motion  by  the  late  Mr.  Smith. 
The  late  Prime  Miuister  laid  down  that 
these  demands  on  the  time  of  the  House 
should  be  made  in  reference  to  particular 
business  of  great  importance.  What  is 
the  particular  business  of  great  import- 
ance in  this  instance  ?  They  have  not 
teld  us.  Their  language  almost  suggests 
that  they  do  not  know  themselves.  I  do 
ask,  in  the  name  of  common  sense  and 
the  ordinary  conduct  of  our  affairs,  that, 
before  the  main  question  is  finally  dis- 
posed of  to-night,  the  Government  will 
tell  us  for  what  specific  purposes  they 
hope  in  the  immediate  future  the  unex- 
ampled privilege  they  ask  from  us  is  to 
be  employed.  I  do  not  say  that  such  a 
stAteraent  would  remove  all  our  objec- 
tions. But  we  should,  at  all  events,  feel 
that  we  were  not  wholly  without  guaran- 
tee as  to  the  way  in  which  this  blank 
cheque  was  to  be  filled  in,  and  that  we 
were  not  voting  away  our  time  and  con- 
venience while  getting  absolutely  nothing 
in  return. 

Mr.  p.  smith  (Lanark,  Partick) 
said,  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had 
seemed  surprised  at  the  change  in  the 
tone  of  the  two  speeches  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  (Mr.  Smith),  however, 
could  not  say  that  there  was  anything 
very  astonishing  in  the  change.  At  the 
time  of  the  first  speech,  the  ship  was 
labouring  in  the  sea  with  the  winds  and 
waves  beating  on  it,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  constrained  to 
make  a  vow  to  any  saint  or  god  who 


would  help  him  out  of  his  difficulty.  At 
the  time  of  the  second  speech  the  ship 
had  weathered  the  point,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  able  to  return  to 
his  usual  and  well-understood  mode  of 
sailing  in  his  handling  of  the  Ameud- 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
Morning  Sittings  were  of  comparatively 
little  use.  Then  why  did  the  Govern- 
ment ask  for  Friday  mornings  ?  Let 
them  agree  to  a  compromise  if  they  did 
not  care  to  accept  the  proposal  before 
the  House ;  and  if  they  considered 
Morning  Sittings  of  such  little  value,  let 
them  give  private  Members  the  whole  of 
Friday  and  take  to  themselves  the  whole 
of  Tuesday.  But  he  (Mr.  Smith)  con- 
fessed that  in  this  matter  he  very  much 
differed  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  thought  that  a  great  deal  of  work 
did  get  done  in  Morning  Sittings,  and, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  private  Mem- 
bers, he  thought  that  two  short  sittings 
were  better  than  one  long  one.  He 
would  prefer  sittings  from  9  to  12  on 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays  to  one  long  sitting 
on  Friday.  If  the  Government  would 
take  the  mornings  of  Tuesdays  and 
Fridays  and  ret  i in  those  evenings  for 
private  Members,  they  would  not  only 
greatly  help  in  their  own  business,  but 
would  also  be  following  precedent.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  declined  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  prebedeuts. 
No  doubt  precedents  taken  from  the 
calendar  were  of  no  use.  It  was 
useless  to  say  what  was  the  state  of  things 
on  the  9th  of  April  in  other  years, 
because  the  whole  situation  had  been  so 
altered  by  the  abnormal  length  of  last 
Session  and  the  way  it  had  encroached 
on  the  present  Session.  They  could  not 
found  any  argument  as  to  what  was 
reasonable  to-day  on  considering  what 
was  reasonable  on  the  9th  of  April  last 
year,  or  the  year  before,  or  the  year 
before  that.  But  they  could  found  an 
argument  upon  precedent  if  they  looked 
at  the  number  of  sittings  in  previous  Ses- 
sions. In  1889  private  Members  had 
nine  evening  sittings  on  Tuesday,  and  in 
no  case  did  they  have  the  whole  of  that 
day.  In  1890  they  had  four  evening 
sittings  on  Tuesday,  and  only  the  whole 
day  in  two  instances.  In  1891  they  had 
five  evening  sittings  on  Tuesdays,  and 
six  whole  Tuesdays  ;  and  in  1892  they 
had    10  evenings,  and  onY-j  Vi\a  V«as?i^ 
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Tuesdays.  Morning  Sittings  were  greatly 
developed  by  the  late  Government,  and 
the  length  of  evening  sittings  was 
reduced.  At  first  they  could  continue 
until  1  o'clock  in  the  morning,  but  sub- 
sequently they  were  cut  short  at  mid- 
night. No  doubt  a  sitting  from  9  to  12 
in  the  evening  did  not  give  time  for  a 
full  and  elaborate  discussion,  but  it  did 
give  time  to  bring  forward  and  ventilate 
a  subject  and  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House  upon  it.  With  regard  to  the 
argument  as  to  ^^  Counts-out,'*  they  must 
happen  so  long  as  the  selection  of  sub- 
jects was  left  to  chance  ;  but  it  would  be 
perfectly  easy  to  propose  a  scheme  by 
which  priority  at  evening  sittings  should 
be  given  to  the  subject  which  obtained 
most  support.  If  that  system  were 
adopted,  it  would,  he  thought,  be  a  con- 
siderable improvement  upon  the  present 
arrangement — of  leaving  the  whole  thing 
to  chance.  It  would  get  over  what 
seemed  to  him  the  only  serious  argument 
against  the  value  of  evening  sittings — 
namely,  the  chance  of  an  uninteresting 
subject  getting  the  first  place,  and  the 
House  getting  counted  out.  No  doubt, 
it  was  not  possible  for  private  Members 
to  carry  through  serious  legisla- 
tion, except  on  the  most  rare 
occasions,  but  it  was  quite  possible 
for  them  to  take  hold  of  questions  in 
their  preliminary  stages  when  no  Govern- 
ment would  commit  itself  upon  them — 
when  even  bon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench  would  not  com- 
mit themselves  upon  them.  Gentlemen 
on  the  back  Benches  could  take  up  such 
questions,  and  mauy  instances  might  be 
cited  in  which  measures  which  were  now 
admitted  to  be  of  great  value  had  been 
first  brought  forward  by  private  Mem- 
bers. Perhaps  the  most  striking  case 
in  point  was  the  way  in  which  the  pre- 
sent Secretary  for  Scotland  (Sir  G. 
Trevelyau)  had  brought  forward  the 
question  of  the  County  Franchise  whilst 
occupying  the  position  of  a  private 
Member.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  no  right  to  despise  prece- 
dents. Private  Members  had  rights 
which  the  House  had  admitted  year  after 
year.  He  did  not  say  that  those  rights 
were  definable  according  to  the  calendar, 
but  he  maintained  that  taking  previous 
Sessions  the  figures  worked  out  very 
much  to  the  same  effect  so  far  as  the 
privileges  of  private  Members  were  con- 

Mr.  P.  Smith 


cerned,  and  this  formed  a  strong  argu- 
ment against  the  present  action  of  the 
Government.     It  was  all  very  well  for  a 
professional  cynic  like  the  hon.  Membei 
for  Northampton  (Mr.   Labouchere)  to 
take  the  line  that  one  Party  was  just  as 
bad  as  another,  and  that  when  in  power 
each  proposed  that  which  when  in  Op- 
position it  resisted.     But  there  had  been 
a  very  substantial  and  considerable  differ- 
ence between  the  attitude  of  the  present 
Opposition   when   they   were  in  power 
and  that  of  the  present  Government.    In 
1889,  1890,  and  1891  Government  busi- 
ness  had   precedence   at    108   sittings, 
while   private   Members'    business   had 
precedence  at  33  sittings  ;    but  in  1893 
Government  business  had  precedence  at 
211  sittings  and  private  Members' busi- 
ness at  only  19  sittings.     Under  the  late 
Government  private  Members  had  one- 
quarter    of    the    time    of    the    House, 
but    under     the     present     Government 
they    had     had     less    than     one-tenth. 
During  the  present  Session  the  case  of 
private  Members  was  a  good  deal  worse, 
because  they  had  scarcely  had  any  even- 
ings at  all.   He  admitted  that  eight  days 
a  month  was  not  time  enough  for  the 
Government  to  carry  their  business ;  bat, 
as  a  matter  of   fact,   statistics  showed 
that  eight  days  a  month,  or  two-fifths  of 
the  whole  time  of  the  House,  was  not  all 
the  time  Governments  had  taken  during 
recent  years.     Instead  of  two-fifths  of 
the  time,  they  had  taken  three-fourths, 
and  that  seemed  to  him  a  much  more 
reasonable  fraction   of   the   time  of  the 
House  for  the  Government  to  have  than 
that  they  should  have  the  whole  of  the 
time.     What  security  was  there  that  the 
Government  would  leave  private  Mem- 
bers the  Wednesday  Sittings  and  Friday 
nights  ?     They   were   entitled   to  some 
assurance  from  the  Government  on  that 
point.     In  any  case,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  precedent  which  was  now  being 
set  would   be   followed    in   future.    All 
Governments  wanted  more  time.    Any 
Government    that    ever    existed    could 
make  excuses  for    asking  for  the  time 
of  the  House  just  as  good  as  they  had 
heard     to-night.       Every    Government 
that   had   the   confidence  of  the  House 
could  come  down  and   make  a  pathetic 
appeal  to  its  supporters,  and  make  the 
question  one  of  confidence.     That  prece- 
dent was  one  which  he  did  not  think  any 
Government  in  the  future  would  forget. 
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Oertainlj,  he  did  not  think  the  Opposi- 
tion would  forget  it  when  they  came  into 
power.  This  matter  of  precedent,  which 
Radicals  and  Home  Rulers  might  very 
well  set  some  store  by,  because  it  was  for 
more  gentlemen  who  supported  the  Go- 
vernment than  Unionists  of  any  shade 
who  were  anxious  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  setting  down  Motions,  and 
of  arguing  them  as  private  Members. 
It  might  well  be  that  a  Unionist  Go- 
vernment on  coming  into  power  might 
feel  embarrassed  by  some  Resolution 
set  down  by  some  Member  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. They  would  have  an  excellent 
weapon  to  their  hands — a  certain  defence 
which  the  House  might  be  confident 
they  would  avail  themselves  of  in  this 
precedent  of  coming  down  without  any 
particular  reason  and  without  specifying 
the  purpose  for  which  the  time  was  re- 
quired, and  demanding  as  a  matter  of 
confidence  nearly  the  whole  time  of  the 
House.  After  this  he  did  not  see  how 
hon.  Gentlemen  could  oppose  such  a 
claim.  It  was  because  he  thought  the 
Government  would  have  ample  time  if 
they  took  only  Tuesday  mornings  in- 
stead of  the  whole  of  Tuesdays,  and  be- 
cause he  regarded  it  as  a  safer  precedent 
— better  in  the  interest  of  the  House,  if 
private  Members  and  of  the  Government 
itself — that  he  urged  the  acceptance  of 
the  Amendment. 

Major  DARWIN  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield)  said,  that  of  the  Debates  in 
the  House  gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
Front  Benches  usually  got  the  lion's 
«hare.  It  was  right  that  they  should, 
because  these  gentlemen  were  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  the  spokesmen  for  the  rest  of 
the  Members.  But  when  they  came  to  a 
sabject  relating  to  the  rights  of  private 
Members,  he  thought  the  House  should 
be  indulgent  to  those  who  wished  to  take 
part  in  the  discussions.  Those  on  the 
Front  Benches  who  had  long  had  a  dis- 
like to  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  Motions 
took  a  rather  prejudiced  view  of  the 
sabject,  and  for  that  reason  it  was 
especially  desirable  that  private  Mem- 
bers should  intervene.  They  were  asked 
to  give  up  Tuesdays  to  the  end  of  the 
Session,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
proposed  that  some  modification  should 
be  made  in  the  demand.  And  in  making 
the  proposal  it  was  only  right  to 
point  out  that  the  Government  had  al- 
ready had  an  abnormal  amount  of  time 


this   year — ^from  Christmas  to   the   be- 
ginning of  the  present  Session.      That 
ought  to  be  tAken  into  account.     There 
had  been   only  two  Tuesdays  available 
for    such    discussions    as    usually   took 
place  on  those  evenings  this  year,  and 
the  demand  of  the  Government  was  that 
there  should  be  no  more  Tuesdays  avail- 
able.    The  Motion  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  entirely  did  away  with 
the  privileges  granted  to  private  Mem- 
bers by  the  Standing  Orders.     The  pro- 
posal  of    the    Government    involved   a 
complete    change    of     precedent.       On 
every  previous  occasion  when  a  Govern- 
ment had  asked  for  privileges  of  this  kind 
they  had  been  able  to  show  what  actual 
time  of  the  House  had  been  previously 
spent  on  measures,  and  that  that  time 
would  be  wasted  unless  their  demand  was 
acceded  to.     It   had   always  previously 
been  the  case  that  the  Government  had 
introduced  large  proposals,  and  that  any 
restriction  in  their  legislative  programme 
would  lead  to  the  wasting  of  the  time 
already  spent  on  legislation.    The  present 
Government,  however,  could  put  forward 
no  such  argument,  for  they  had  intro- 
duced no  large  measures,  and  not  a  single 
hour   of   Parliamentary  time   would   be 
wasted  if  no  restriction  of  private  Mem- 
bers* time  was  made.     Such  a  change  in 
precedent    could    only   be    justified   by 
showing  that  the  existing  Rules  of  the 
House  were  not  suitable,  or  by  proving 
that  the  circumstances  were  very  excep- 
tional.    They  did  not  know  what  line 
the  Government  took  up.     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  it  was  true,  had 
said   that   at   present   there   was   not  a 
reasonable  distribution  of  the  time  of  the 
House.     Why,  then,  did  he  not  propose 
some  alteration  of  the  Standing  Orders 
of  the  House  ?     That  was  the  way  to 
meet  the  case.     There  were  many  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  doubted  whether 
the  time  taken  up  by  abstract  Resolutions 
usually  discussed  on  Tuesdays  and  Fri- 
days was  really  a  good  distribution  of 
time.     But  when  they  came  to  discuss 
individual  cases  of  this  so  called  waste  of 
time    they    found    great    difference    of 
opinion.     There   was   hardly   a   subject 
brought  before   the  House  which  some 
Members  would  not  think  justified  the 
time  occupied  on  it.     On  Tuesday  last 
they  had  a  discussion  on  mining  royalties, 
and   those    gentlemen   who    brought  it 
forward  expressed  what  he  im^^.  ^s«^ 
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the    official    view    of    the    miDers.     It 
appeared  to  be  of  interest  to  the  mining 

industry  that  they  should 

•Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
hon.  Member  must  not  follow  up  the 
discussion  on  mining  royalties. 

Major  DARWIN  said,  he  apologised. 
He  was  only  trying  to  illustrate  the  ad- 
vantage of  such  general  discussion  to  the 
country  at  large.  He  agreed  that  the 
question  as  to  whether  these  abstract 
discussions  were  useful  or  not  was  an 
open  one  ;  but  if  the  Government  thought 
that  time  should  not  be  devoted  to  them, 
let  them  propose  an  alteration  of  the 
Standing  Orders.  But  he  did  not  under- 
stand that  the  Government  based  their 
argument  upon  that.  The  Government 
claimed  exceptional  circumstances  as 
their  reason  for  demanding  the  time  of 
the  House.  The  only  exceptional  circum- 
stance the  Government  could  allege  was 
that  they  were  endeavouring  to  force 
more  legislation  into  the  Session  than 
was  possible ;  and  if  that  was  accepted  as 
an  excuse  for  the  Government  taking 
the  time  of  private  Members  thus  early 
in  the  Session,  it  was  a  certainty  that 
every  future  Government  would  be  able 
to  claim  the  same  indulgence.  He  was 
afraid  they  were  now  doing  away  for  all 
time  with  the  rights  of  private  Members 
on  Tuesdays — at  the  end  of  the  Session, 
if  not  for  the  whole  of  the  Session. 
Still,  as  the  present  Government  did  not 
make  the  change  by  altering  the  Stand- 
ing Orders,  when  they  were  again  in 
Opposition  they  would  resist  a  Motion 
like  this  in  the  interests  of  private  Mem- 
bers, and  so  obstruct  Unionist  legislation. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  they  ought  to 
deal  with  the  question  at  large,  and 
settle  permanently  what  was  to  be  done 
in  the  interests  of  both  Parties  in  the 
House.  He  should  certainly  vote  against 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston — which  would  afford  a  reason- 
able solution  of  the  difficulty — were  not 
accepted. 

Sir  M.  J.  STEWART  (Kirkcud- 
bright)  said,  he  objected  most  strongly 
to  the  course  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Ho  was  not  going  to  argue 
the  matter  out  because  they  had  already 
had  it  argued  out  much  better  than  he 
could  have  done  it.  The  absence  of  all 
precedent  for  the  Government  proposal 
liad  been  shown.     He  felt  that  in  launch- 

Major  Darwin 


ing  forth  this  policy  and  in  laying  down 
practically   new    Standing    Orders    they 
were   making   a   new   precedent   which 
would  be  followed  in  future  years,  so  that 
practically  from  this  time  private  Mem- 
bers' Motions  would  be  shut  out  on  Tues- 
days.    The  only  way  in  which  a  private 
Member  could  bring  forward  a  question 
was  by  making  a   Motion,  and  whether 
they  were  crotchets   or   not   their  con- 
stituents  in   many  cases  bad  sent  them 
there  with  a  mandate  to  bring  certain 
matters  before  the  House.     If  they  were 
shut  out  they  could  not  fulfil  that  man- 
date.    But  he  had  risen  rather  to  suggest 
that  the  Government  should  give  some 
indication  of  the  subjects  they  intended 
to  press  upon  the  attention  of  the  House, 
because  it  now  had  before   it  a  bill  of 
fare  for  which  all  the  time  of  the  House 
would   be  insufficient.     Only  the  other 
day  he  (Sir  M.  J.  Stewart)  was  one  of  a 
large  deputation  to  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Agriculture.     The  answer  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  was  unsatis- 
factory and  a  Motion  was  down  for  next 
Tuesday  on  the  subject.     The  go-by  bad 
now  been  given  to  the  subject.    They 
were  threatened  in  this   respect  with  a 
great  divergence  from   the  policy  pur- 
sued    during     the     past     18     montL^. 
They    were    led    to    believe    that  the 
Minister  in   charge  of  the  Department 
was    as    convinced    of    the     utility  of 
slaughtering  animals  imported  into  this 
country  at  the   port   of   debarkation  as 
they  were ;  but  the  views  expressed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion 
were  directly  opposite.     That  was  one  of 
the  subjects  that  would  be  shut  out  from 
discussion  by  the  Motion  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    He  would  ask  the  Government 
whether    they   really   thought  that  by 
forcing  a  Motion  of  that  sort  on  a  very 
large  minority  of  the  House  they  were 
really    advancing    the   business    of  the 
House  ?     When   they   were   compelling 
244  Members  as  against  268  to  do  a  certain 
thing,  it  required  a  good  deal  more  com- 
pulsion than  taking  Tuesdays  and  Fridays 
to  accomplish  their  purpose.      He  there- 
fore    thought    the     Government     were 
making  a  great  mistake  in  the  action  tbej 
proposed  ;    and    if   they    accepted    the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Preston,  they  would  in  all  proba- 
bility advance  their  measures  more  thao 
if  they  had  a  large  Opposition  struggling 
hard  against  what  they  had  been  com- 


1657 


Business  of 


{9  AvniL  1894} 


the  House. 


165S 


pelled  to  do  by  a  small  majority.  Mem- 
bersy  and  especially  Scotch  Members, 
would  like  to  know  what  questions  were 
to  be  brought  before  the  House  by  the 
Government  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays. 
The  House  had  been  assured,  on  the 
authority  of  the  Minister  in  charge  of 
Scotch  business,  that  they  were  to  have 
a  Grand  Committee,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  pledged  to  do  all  they 
could  to  secure  that  result.  The  next 
day  they  had  had  an  assurance  from  the 
same  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  Scotland 
was  to  have  Home  Rule.  They  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman^s  Colleagues  agreed  with  that 
view  ;  and  what  they  really  intended  to 
do  with  regard  to  Scotch  business  ? 
•Mr.  T.  H.  BOLTON  (St.Pancras,  N.) 
said,  he  thought  the  discussion  had  not  been 
very  complimentary  to  private  Members. 
If  private  Members  who  never  aspired  to 
even  the  most  subordinate  position  in  the 
Government  would  have  no  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  views,  or  of  doing 
useful  work,  the  attractions  of  the  House 
would  be  reduced  to  a  great  number  of 
independent  men.  Private  Members 
who  took  up  questions  at  present  formed 
a  very  useful  percentage  of  the  House. 
Many  not  very  ambitious,  but  very 
useful.  Bills  had  been  carried  by 
private  Members.  A  great  many  ques- 
tiond  had  also  been  raised  by  private 
Members  the  discussion  of  which  had 
laid  the  ground  for  legislation.  Re- 
solutions had  been  moved  and  carried  by 
private  Members  which  convinced  the 
Government  of  the  necessity  of  dealing 
with  certain  questions,  and  legislation 
had  been  the  result.  A  great  deal  of 
most  useful  work  had  been  done  in  this 
way  on  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  as  well 
as  on  Wednesdays.  No  doubt  a  certain 
number  of  private  Members  got  first 
places  for  questions  of  no  importance. 
But  that  was  the  misfortune  of  the  busi- 
ness being  arranged  by  the  chance  of 
the  ballot.  It  certainly  was  no  argument 
against  the  policy  of  appropriating  a 
reasonable  portion  of  the  time  of  the 
House  for  private  Members  to  occupy  in 
raising  questions  in  which  they  were  inte- 
rested. Take  the  four  Tuesdays  which 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  would 
completely  cut  out.  Next  Tuesday  one  of 
the  Members  for  Somersetshire  proposed 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
Charity  Commission,  and  to  suggest  that 


it  should  be  reconstituted  so  as  to  place 
it    more    directly   under    Parliamentary 
control.     He  saw  no  more  useful  or  more 
practical  subject  than  that.       Since  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  being  a  Member 
of  the  House — now  some  years — he  had 
Frequently  heard  dissatisfaction  expressed 
with  reference  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sion.     A  great  deal  of  the  time  of  the 
House  had    been    taken  up  at  inconve- 
nient  times   with   the    question   of  the 
affairs  of  charities  and  the  action  of  the 
Commission.     Then    the   hon.    Member 
for  Argyllshire,   who    had  had  a  large 
Indian   experience,  was   to    have  (called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  East  India 
home  charges.     He  did  not  know  of  a 
more   practical    subject   than    that.     It 
was    true    that  the    hon.    Member   for 
Argyllshire  had  said  he  considered  the 
introduction  of  the  question  of  less  im- 
portance than  maintaining  the  Govern- 
ment in  Office,  and  that  as  the  defeat  of 
the  Government  would  lead  to  resigna- 
tion he  thought  it  better  to  subordinate 
that  particular  question  to  the  interest  of 
the  Government  ;  but  the  consequences 
feared  need  not  happen.  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston's  Amendment  were  car- 
ried, the  Government  might  still  remain 
in  Office,  and  an  interesting  discussion 
would  be  secured  just  the  same.     The 
hon.  Member  for  King's   Lynn  had  also 
an   important   Motion   for    discussion — 
namely,   the   plurality  of  offices   in  the 
Public  Service  ;  and,  lastly,  one  of  the 
Members  for  Essex  had  a  Motion  relating 
to  agricultural   matters.      The  Member 
for  Essex   represented    a    constituency 
suffering  from  grievous  agricultural  de- 
pression ;    and   he   wanted   to    call    the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  phase  of  the 
question  which  could  be  very  profitably 
discussed    at    the    present    time.      The 
Minister    for    Agriculture  had   refused 
to  inquire  into  the  present  rules  as  to 
the  compulsory  slaughter   of  cattle   im- 
ported into  this  country  at  the  port  of  de- 
barkation.   Deputations  had  waited  upon 
him,  but  no  opportunity  had  been  afforded 
for    pressing    any   argument    upon   the 
attention  of  the  Minister.     If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Essex  had  only  the  smallest 
opportunity  of  pressing  this  matter  upon 
his  attention,  useful  and  practical  service 
would  be  done  to  the  agricultural  com- 
munity.    These  subjects  might  be  dealt 
with  in  a  concise  way,  and  suggestiona 
made  of  great  value  which  ^wiN.^  ^^^jj- 
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pare  the  way  for  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment later  on.  If  the  Amendment 
were  accepted,  while  the  Government 
would  get  the  Morning  Sittings  for  their 
business,  there  would  be  left  an  oppor- 
tunity for  the  discussion  of  a  number  of 
matters  which  could  be  usefully  discussed 

in  the  best  interests  of  the  House  and 
the     nation.        To    take    another    day, 
Tuesday   the    17  th     the    hon.    Member 
for      Wandsworth        had      a      subject 
for     discussion     with     regard     to     the 
disparity  of  representation  between  the 
various   constituencies   of    this    country. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  represented  100,000 
people,  which  was  twice  as  large  a  popu- 
lation as  many  other  Members  of    that 
House    represented,    and    he    naturally 
wanted  to   press  this  subject  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Government.     On  the 
following  Tuesday,   the   24:thy  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  proposed  to  move 
a  Motion  relating  to  the  expenses  of  re- 
turning officers.     Very  great  advantage 
would  be  obtained  by  discussion  upon  that 
matter,  which  actually  bore  upon  one  of  the 
•subjects — the  Registration   Bill — which 
the  Government  had  in  hand.     On  the 
following   Tuesday,  the  1st  May,  they 
had  again  the  question  of  the  depression 
t>f    agriculture     down    for     discussion  ; 
fiurely  that  was  a  fitting  subject  to  occupy 
the  attention   of  the  House.     He  must 
say  he  viewed  with  serious  apprehension 
this  inroad    of   the   Government's   upon 
the  rights  of   private  Members.     As  it 
was,  the  Government  enjoyed   not  only 
the  two  days  which  were  usually  known 
es  Government  days,  but   practically  a 
•considerable  portion  of  the  private  Mem- 
bers' days.     The  questions   which  were 
put  to  Ministers  and  the  answers  which 
were  given  were  more  or  less  Government 
Ibusiness,  and  Government  business  fre- 
quently cropped  up,  and  therefore  it  was 
unjust  to  say  that  private  Members  took 
three  days  a  week  as  compared  with  the 
two   days  alleged  to   be   taken   by  the 
•Government.     He   should   vote   for  the 
Amendment   of   the    hon.    Member   for 
Preston,  and,  if  that    was    not   carried, 
against  the  Motion  of  the  Government. 

•Mr.  FREEMAN-MITFORD  (Strat- 
ford,  Warwick)  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  preceded  him  had  made  refer- 
ence to  the  deputation  which  had  waited 
upon  the  Minister  for  Agriculture.  He 
was  a  Member  of  that  deputation, 
.and     he     placed     upon     the     Paper    a 

Mr.  r.  H.  Bolton 


Motion    with    regard    to    that    matter. 
He  wished  that  the  Motion  had  fallen 
into  better  hands  than  his,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  as  it  stood  in  his  name,  he 
should    like   to   express   the   bitter  dis- 
appointment which  he  was  sure  would  be 
felt  by  the  agricultural  community — ^that 
it  was  impossible  to  make  any  Motion 
with  regard  to  this  question.     The  replj 
which  was  made  to  them  was  simply  read 
from  a  prepared  document,  and  contained 
no  answer  to  the  arguments  which  had 
been  advanced  by  speakers.     They  were 
used  to  such  replies  from  the  Treasurj 
Bench.      He   wanted   to  bring  forward 
a   most  important  Motion  which  stood 
in  his  name,  but  he  desired  to  point  out 
that  he  was  deprived  of  any  opportonitj 
of  presenting  to  the  House  a  Resolution 
which  might  have  some  beneficial  influ- 
ence upon  the  agricultural  interest  of  the 
Kingdom. 

Sir  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  UniTer- 
sity)  said,  that  he  much  regretted  this 
extraordinary  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government   to  take  away  the  time  of 
.private  Members.     These  encroachments 
had  increased  rapidly  within  late  years, 
and  he  had  always  done  what  he  could 
to  oppose  them.      But  this  case  was  the 
most  indefensible  of  all.      We  were  not 
now,  as  now  presented,  at  the  close  of 
the  Session,  but  quite  at  the  commence- 
ment.    The  Session  had  not  yet  lasted  a 
month,  and  of  that  month — he  did  not 
complain    of    it,    because     there    were 
special  and  sufficient  reasons — the  Go- 
vernment  had   monopolised   almost  the 
whole     of    the    time    that    the    House 
had   sat.     Now,    why    did    they   make 
this  unusual  demand  ?     It  was  not  that 
our  Rules  and  Regulations  had  proved  in 
any  way  defective.     His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Islington  moved  a  few  days 
ago  for  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
Rules,  and  the  Government  resisted  the 
proposal    as    being    quite    unnecessary. 
Nor  could  it  be  from  any  unusual  pro- 
longation of  debate  on  the  part    of  the 
Opposition.     The  Government  would  not 
allege  that.    They  were  allowed  to  intro- 
duce their  Bills  without  opposition  and 
almost  without  debate,  and  as  a  matter 
of  fact  they  had  made  unusually  rapid 
progress  with  Supply.    The  Government, 
by   their  proposals   for  a  Scotch  Com- 
mittee, had  themselves  frittered  away  the 
time  of  the   House  on  what  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Glasgow  called  a  pottmog 
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and  peddling  Amendment.  Thej  had 
told  us  that  they  were  in  favour  of  Home 
Rule  for  Scotland ;  why,  then,  did  they 
press  for  a  Grand  Committee  ?  Was  it 
for  the  present  Session  ?  He  believed 
that  they  could  certainly  have  got  their 
Scotch  Bills  through  Committee  in  less 
time  than  it  would  take  them  to  obtain 
the  Grand  Committee  and  then  get  the 
Bills  referred  to  it.  The  Government 
would  not  allege  that  the  time  allotted  to 
private  Members  was  wasted.  What 
had  been  the  greatest  changes  made  in 
our  laws  during  the  past  century  ?  The 
answer  would  include  the  reform  of 
Parliament,  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise, free  trade,  and  education  measures. 
But  all  these  were  private  Members' 
questions — some  of  them  had  been  re- 
peated year  after  year  ;  and  it  was  only 
after  private  Members  had  educated 
public  opinion  that  Governments  took 
these  questions  up.  Of  course,  when 
questions  were  ripe  for  solution  the 
Government  had  advantages  in  carrying 
JBills  which  no  private  Member  possessed. 
ITet  there  were  many  important  measures 
which  had  been  actually  carried  by  pri- 
vate Members.  He  might  mention  the 
JFree  Libraries  Act.  Again,  the  Bills  of 
JSxchange  Act,  which  codified  and  regu- 
lated the  whole  law  relating  to  bills  and 
cheques,  was  a  private  Member's  Bill. 
Even  when  private  Members'  Motions 
were  negatived,  the  discussions  often 
were  of  great  value,  so  that  even  if  the 
measures  failed  to  pass,  the  time  of  the 
House  could  not  on  that  account  be  con- 
sidered as  having  been  wasted.  The 
Motion  of  Friday  last  with  reference  to 
royalties  was  rejected,  but  the  announce-. 
ment  of  the  view  of  the  Government  in 
the  able  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary 
nras  important ;  it  would  clear  away 
nany  fallacies  and  misapprehensions,  and 
loften,  if  not  remove,  the  feeling  of 
rrievance  which  undoubtedly  existed. 
there  was  a  general  impression  that  the 
>bject  of  this  proposal  was  to  shelve  in- 
K>iivenient  questions.  The  Government 
ivould,  he  supposed,  carry  their  Motion 
ibout  a  Scotch  Committee.  Well,  then 
hey  could  not,  with  any  semblance  of 
ustice,  refuse  them  an  English  Com- 
mittee,  but  they  might  deprive  them  of 
iuj  opportunity  of  proposing  it.  Would 
iliej  give  them  a  day  to  bring  it  on  ? 
Ele  himself  was  in  charge  of  two  ques- 
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tions  at  the  present  time,  and  he  would 
endeavour  in  a  few  words  to  point  out 
the  importance  they  were  to  the  country 
generally.  They  were  all  agreed  as  to 
the  importance  of  conciliation  and  arbi- 
tration in  trade  disputes.  Now,  one  of  the 
Bills  he  was  in  charge  of  related  to  that 
subject,  and  was  brought  in  on  behalf 
of  the  London  Chamber  of  Commerce. 
It  was  supported  by  the  Chambers  of 
Commerce  throughout  the  Kingdom  ;  it 
had  been  drafted  under  the  instructions 
of  the  London  Conciliation  Board,  and 
was  supported  by  the  great  London 
Trade  tJnions.  Surely  such  a  Bill  and 
one  so  supported  ought  not  to  be  shut 
out.  It  was  true  that  the  Government 
had  n  Bill  of  their  own  relative  to  the 
same  question,  but  there  was  hardly  more 
in  it  than  in  the  dummy  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  presented  at  the  Table.  The 
Bill,  as  the  Government  had  framed  it^ 
really  did  nothing  at  all,  and  gave  the 
Board  of  Trade  no  power  which  it  did 
not  already  possess.  The  other  question 
was  one  dealing  with  the  terribly  long 
hours  of  labour  in  shops.  It  was  no 
question  of  eight  hours,  or  10  hours,  or 
12  hours  even,  but  of  14  or  16  hours  a 
day  ;  and  most  of  the  shop  assistants,  it 
must  be  remembered,  were  women.  The 
facts  had  been  unanimously  reported  on 
by  a  Committee  of  this  House,  and  their 
Report  had  never  been  denied.  There 
was  not  a  city  or  town  where  great 
meetings  had  not  been  held  and  resolu- 
tions passed  in  support  of  their  Bill.  It 
was  founded  on  a  Resolution  passed 
unanimously  in  that  House,  supported 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  which  was  to  the  effect 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  exces- 
sive and  unnecessarily  long  hours  of  labour  in 
shops  were  injurious  to  the  comfort,  health,  and 
well-being  of  all  concerned;  and  that  it  was 
desirable  to  give  to  Local  Authorities  such 
powers  as  might  be  necessary  to  enable  them  to 
carry  out  the  general  wishes  of  the  shopkeeping 
community  with  reference  to  the  hours  of 
closing." 

These  long  and  unnecessary  hours  un- 
doubtedly affected  the  health,  comfort, 
and  even  the  life  of  probably 
1,000,000  of  their  countrymen  and  coun- 
trywomen, and  yet  the  Government 
could  not  give  them  an  evening  or  even 
an  hour  for  its  discussion.  What  were 
the  questions   for  the  sake  of  which  this 
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cniirso  wns  jirojiosfiil  '(  He  would  (illmle 
only  to  those  thntliiiil  l>ceii  meDtioiiml  iu 
tlie  Queen's  Speech.  The  UrsC  measure 
mentioned  iu  the  Koyal  Speech  was  the 
Evicted  TeoautB  Bill.  Why  were  the 
teuniits  evicted  ?  Because  they  did  oot 
choose  to  puy  their  rents.  Not  that  they 
could  unl,  but  hecauso  they  would  uot. 
Speaking,  for  iustaace,  of  the  Lugga- 
curreo  tenants,  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Kerry  said  that 
"  they  were  able  to  pay  their  rents,  but  it 
was  a  fight  of  inteiligence  against  intelligence 
—  fl.  case  of  <liamond  cut  diamond." 
And  yet  as  they  would  uot  pay  for  thcm- 
Bolves,  though  they  could,  it  was  now 
proposed  that  somebody  else  was  to  pay 
for  them.  He  would  uot,  however,  dis- 
cuss the  merits  of  the  measure  ;  but  ho 
should  like  to  ask.  How  many  persons 
did  it  affect  ?  The  Mnthew  Commis- 
sion reported  the  number  of  tenants  on 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  estates  at  1,300, 
of  whom  400  had  been  reinstated, 
leaving  something  less  than  1,000,  Yet 
to  these  1,000  individuals  the  time  of  the 
House  was  to  be  devoted,  and  for  the 
1,000,000  shopkeepers  tind  shop  assist- 
ants the  Government  could  not  spare  an 
evening,  and  worse  than  that,  not  even 
an  hour.  Another  subject  mentioned  in 
the  Speech  was 

"the  reform  of  the  present  method  ot  con- 
ducting  inquiries  into  fatal  accidents  in  Soot- 
land." 

That  might  be  useful  and  desirable,  but 
surely  it  was  uot  a  matter  more  urgent 
or  important  than  many  of  those  which 
private  Members  wished  to  bring 
before  the  House.  In  conclusion,  he 
submitted  that  the  Government  had 
no  case  for  the  Resolution  they  proposed, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  maintain 
the  rights  of  private  Members,  and  leave 
them  the  moderate  proportion  of  time 
which  after  careful  consideration  had 
under  the  present  Rules  beeu  allotted  to 

Sin  J.  GOUST  (Chatham)  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Barouet  had  culled  great 
attention  to  the  various  measures  of  use- 
fulness that  had  been  introduced  by  pri- 
vate Members  in  the  first  instance,  and 
had  put  tliat  fact  forward  as  one  reason 
why  the  time  of  private  Members  should 
not  he  limited,  even  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  more  time  for  Government  busi- 
ness. He  hud  been  in  the  House  for 
Sir  J,  Luhbock 
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vernment  which  had  ever  existed.  Their 
political  supporters  had  so  many  different 
views,  were  auimated  by  so  many  different 
objects,  and  were  supposed  to  pursue 
their  views  in  such  a  very  inconvenient 
and  hemlstrong  fashion  that  lie  imagined 
the  Government  lived  in  constant  terror 
as  to  wiiat  their  supporters  might  do 
next.  There  was  a  very  remarkable 
illustration  of*  independent  action  on  the 
part  of  Government  supporters  last 
Tuesday  night,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  experience  the  Government  had  that 
evening  of  independent  Tuesday  evening 
Motions  had  induced  them  to  make  up 
their  minds  to  suppress  them  altogether, 
otherwise  why  should  they  have  pursued 
the  totally  unprecedented  course  they 
were  pursuing  this  evening  ?  If  the 
Government  would  propose  an  alteration 
of  the  Standing  Orders  so  as  to  give 
them  the  whole  time  of  the  House,  the 
House  would,  no  doubt,  be  disposed  to 
discuss  such  a  proposal,  and  there  might 
be  very  strong  reasons  why  such  a  course 
should  be  taken.  Speaking  entirely  for 
himself,  he  had  a  perfectly  open  mind 
on  the  subject,  and  was  perfectly 
ready  to  discuss  any  Amendment  of 
the  Rules  of  Procedure  and  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House  which  the 
Government  might  propose.  As  it  was, 
the  Standing  Orders  were.  Session  after 
Session,  being  made  into  a  farce.  What 
Tvas  the  good  of  having  Standing  Orders 
if  during  nearly  the  whole  of  the  Session 
they  were  to  be  suspended.  If  the 
Resolution  of  the  Government  were 
passed  the  present  Session  would  be 
remarkable  as  the  only  one  in  modern 
times  in  which  independent  Members 
had  had  at  their  disposal  only  a  single 
week  of  the  time  of  the  House.  Before 
Easter  the  House  had  to  suspend  the 
Standing  Orders  in  order  to  enable  the 
Government  to  pass  their  financial  busi- 
Qess.  By  way  of  showing  their  grati- 
tude to  the  House  for  their  action  in  that 
matter,  the  Government  asked  hon.  Mem- 
bers a  week  later  to  suspend  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  for  the  rest  of  the  Session. 
He  should  have  thought  it  would  have 
been  better  to  alter  the  Standing  Orders 
so  as  to  give  the  Government  the  whole 
of  the  time,  and  to  allow  private  Mem- 
bers to  have  Tuesdays  and  Fridays  as  an 
exceptional  thing.  Hitherto  Govern- 
aientoy  in  taking  the  time  of  the  House, 


had  done  so  piecemeal.  They  had  taken 
Tuesday  morning  first  and  Tuesday  even- 
ing afterwards.  A  great  deal  of  business 
could  bo  done  on  Tuesday  morning, 
which  was  an  excellent  time  for  dis- 
cussing Bills  in  Committee.  Never 
before  had  the  Government  asked  in  the 
first  instance  for  the  whole  of  the  Tues- 
days, and  their  only  reason  for  doing 
so  now  was  that  they  wished  to  get  rid 
of  a  number  of  inconvenient  questions 
which  would  otherwise  be  brought  for- 
ward by  their  own  supporters.  They 
did  not  want  to  have  to  continue  to 
exercise  their  ingenuity  in  fencing  with 
questions  or  to  adopt  the  manoeuvre  of 
leaving  the  House  in  order  to  avoid  the 
necessity  of  giving  an  opinion  or  of 
voting  on  Motions  brought  forward  by 
their  own  supporters.  They,  therefore, 
took  the  bull  by  the  horns,  and  suppressed 
the  Tuesday  Motions  altogether.  The 
Government  could  not  trust  their  sup- 
porters, and  consequently  they  dare  not 
allow  the  House  any  longer  to  enjoy  those 
privileges  which  the  Standing  Orders 
were  intended  to  safeguard.  This  was 
the  reason  why  at  the  very  beginning  of 
the  Session  they  asked  the  House  by 
this  unprecedented  Motion  to  suspend 
the  Standing  Orders  all  round. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  (Padding- 
ton,  S.)  :  There  are  many  argu- 
ments that  can  be  urged  against  the 
proposal  of  the  Government.  In  the 
first  place,  I  lay  down  that  there  is  no 
precedent  for  this  Motion  at  this  time  of 
the  year,  and  I  have  a  right  to  speak  on 
the  subject,  for  my  Parliamentary  memory 
is  long,  extending  over  20  years,  and  is 
also  very  active.  I  say  positively  that 
this  is  an  unprecedented  Motion  in  the 
first  month  of  a  Session  of  Parliaments 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain) commented  on  the  fact  that  this  was 
the  9th  of  April,  and  argued  that  the 
Motion  was  premature.  But  what  has 
been  the  origin  of  this  Motion.  You, 
the  Government,  kept  the  House  sitting 
last  year  for  an  unprecedented  period^ 
amounting  to  nearly  10  months  in  the 
year.  That  is  the  cause  of  your  difRcul- 
ties  now.  Haying  kept  the  House 
of  Commons  sitting  for  10  months 
you  called  Parliament  together  again 
on  the  12th  of  March.  You  had 
your  necessary   finance   Votes   to  pass^ 
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and  you  got  all  the  assistance  jou  could 
from  the  Opposition.  How  do  you 
recognise  it  ?  Before  three  weeks  are 
over  you  come  down  to  the  House  and 
you  propose  to  appropriate  Tuesdays  as 
a  whole  and  Fridays  for  Morning 
Sittings.  You  knock  on  the  head  the 
whole  of  the  rights  obtained  by  ballot  by 
private  Members  during  the  first  few 
weeks  of  the  Session.  That  is  your 
treatment  of  your  supporters  ;  that  is 
your  treatment  of  your  opponents.  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  Leader  of  the  House 
has  ever  made  such  a  proposal  before.  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  the  pro- 
posal will  not  long  rest  here  ;  the  Go- 
vernment will  before  long  endeavour  to 
appropriate  the  whole  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  [^Ministerial  cheers,"]  Yes,  that  is 
cheered.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer expressed  a  faint  hope — and  it 
struck  me  he  had  a  faint  heart — that 
this  Session  might  not  be  like  last 
Session.  You  are  on  the  high  road 
to  producing  a  facsimile  of  last 
Session.  What  is  the  worth  to 
private  Members  at  this  period  of  the 
Session  of  Wednesday  and  Friday  Morn- 
ing Sittings  ?  Coercion  of  the  House  of 
Commons  like  this  does  not  lead  to  the 
passing  of  those  innumerable  Bills  which 
are  controversial  in  the  highest  degree, 
and  which  you  apparently,  from  the 
Queen^s  Speech,  hope  to  pass.  You 
have  concealed  from  us  the  order  of  your 
Bills.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer says  the  order  is  administrative. 
Has  he  forgotten  the  Budget  Bill,  and 
does  he  think  that  from  the  nature  of  his 
Budget  it  will  not  require  a  great  deal 
of  discussion  ?  Does  he  think  he  will 
be  able  to  go  into  the  Budget  Bill  im- 
mediately after  he  has  introduced  his 
Budget  ?  It  is  absurd  to  think  that  he  will 
be  able  to  bring  in  the  Budget  Bill  before 
Whitsuntide.  What  Bills  are  you  going 
to  bring  in  before  Whitsuntide  ?  Have 
you  the  right  to  take  the  time  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  not  say  what 
you  are  going  to  do  ?  Have  you  the 
right  to  leave  not  only  your  sup- 
porters, but  the  Opposition,  whose 
numbers  are  very  nearly  as  high 
as  yours,  in  utter  ignorance  as  to 
your  programme  up  to  Whitsuntide  ? 
You  take  all  the  time  of  the  House 
practically.  Is  the  taking  away  of  the 
Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday  consonant 
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with  precedent  when  you  conceal  from 
the  House  every  information  they  desire  ? 
I  have   never  known  of  any  Ministerial 
proposal  equal  to  that.     The  proposal  of 
the  Government  last  year  was  as  bad  as 
ever  was  made,  but  this  exceeds  it.    Yet 
your  majority  fluctuates  from  a   defeat 
by    one   on    an  order  for   a  Bill  which 
the  Government  8upi)orted  to  majorities 
first     of      18      and     then     of     15    on 
the      Motion      for      the      adjoamment 
of   the    Debate  on    the    Scotch   GraDd 
Committee,  and  on  no  occasion  can  yoa 
muster  more  than  24.     Are  you  going  to 
take  all  the  time  of  the  House  witii  a 
majority   like    that?     What    was  yoor 
majority   last  year  ?     It    averaged   45. 
What  is  your  majority  now  ?       Heaven 
knows  !       There  is  aoother  point.    The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  the  onlj 
Member    of    the    Government  whohM 
spoken  to-night.       Nobody  has  had  the 
courtesy  to  reply  to  the  very  coarteoos, 
the   very     humorous,    the     very  good- 
natured,  and  the   '^ery  brilliant  speech  of 
my  right  hon.   Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.      I  say  that  is  extraordinary 
conduct.    You   make    an  enormous  de- 
mand, and  one  Member  of  the  Groven- 
ment,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqaer, 
makes  a  most  curious  speech,  which  pre* 
tends   to    tell  everything   and    concede 
everything.       The  Chief  Secretary  f* 
Ireland  made  a  brief  speech,  and  did  not 
notice   a  single  argument   used  bj  my 
right  hon.  Friend.       These  are  strange 
proceedings  ;  they  are  proceedings  which 
I  have  never  seen  practised  in  my  Pw- 
liamentary   experience ;  they    are   pro- 
ceedings which  will  not  profit  you,  he- 
cause    the   Opposition  is   nearly  of  the 
same  strength  as  yourselves,  and  in  time 
you  may  find  yourselves  defeated.    Yoor 
policy  is  certainly  against  the  interests  of 
the  House.     You  may  possibly  persuade 
your  followers  to  vote  for  you  mechani- 
cally to-night  ;  but  you  will  find  it  hard 
to   carry   through   the   Newcastle   Pro- 
gramme and  the  great  Budget    of  the 
Chancellor   of    the    Exchequer    with  i 
majority  of  from  1  to  16.     I  express  the 
opinion  which  I  have  a  right  to  express 
from  a  long  experience  of  this  Homck 
and   from  a  good  deal  of  knowledge  ef 
its  customs.      You  are  pursuing  a  policy 
which  was  initiated  last  year  of  abander 
ing  all    the  privileges   and   costome  * 
private  Members,  and  you  are  asking* 
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o  be  your  accomplices  id  an  act  which 
8  UDprecedcDted,  and  which  from  the 
Parliamentarj  point  of  .view  is  unne- 
cessary. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLIN  GS  (Birming- 
lam,  Bordesley)  said,  he  rose  principally 
o  ask  a  question  of  the  Chancellor  of 
he  Exchequer.     He  did  not  join  in  the 
kttacks  which  had  been  made  on  private 
ikf embers  and  on  their  Motions,  for  he 
vould  remind  the  House  that  there  was 
«arcely   a  single   measure   of  any   im- 
K>rtance  passed  by  tbe  House  that  had 
lot  been  brought  within    the    range  of 
>ractical  politics  by  the  action  of  private 
Members  on    private   Members'   rights. 
Therefore,  he  should  express  his  regret 
hat  the  Government  had  taken  all  the 
>pportunities  of  this  Session  from  private 
Members.     But  he  noticed  that  on  the 
fourth    Tuesday   there    was    a    Motion 
lown  to  consider  the  question  of  the  de- 
pression   in    agriculture.       Unless     the 
Amendment  were  assented  to,  the  oppor- 
tunity for  discussing  the  question  would 
be  absolutely   taken   away.     He  would 
remind  the  House  that  there  was  scarcely 
a  single  Member — certainly  not  a   Mem- 
ber of  a  rural  constituency — who  did  not 
n    his   election  addresses   and   speeches 
declare  his  anxiety  to  consider  the  ques- 
ion   of   the   depression   of  agriculture  ; 
nd  though  it  might  appear  to  affect  only 
le  rural  constituencies,  he  ventured  to  say 
^at  there  was  not  a  trade  or  a  branch  of 
manufacture  in  this  country  that  was  not 
ffected  by  the  condition  of  agriculture. 
•:rood  trade  and  bad  trade  were  relative 
^nns  for  prosperity  or  depression  in  agri- 
culture.    He   had  a  question  to  put  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who, 
he  was  sorry  to  see,  was  always  popping 
in  an  out.     He  thought  they  ought  to 
bave  the  head  of  the  Government  present 
rhen  important  questions  were  addressed 
0  him,  and  especially  when  they  were 
iscussing  a  question  moved  by  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  himself.     But  he  would 
ik   any  Leader  of  the  Government,  if 
lere   were   a   Leader  present — and   he 
>ped  the  House  would  insist  on  some 
»rt   of  answer — whether   the   Govern- 
ent  would  give  a  day  for  the  discussion 

the  condition  of  agriculture  in  this 
•an try  ?  They  had  promised  a  day  for 
e  discussion  of  several  matters, 
eluding  the  Miners  (Eight  Hours) 
111  ;     but      would     they     promise     a 


day   for  discussing    a    matter   affecting 
the  greatest  industry    of    the  country  ? 
The  question  was — Would  the  Govern- 
ment give   a  day  for   the  discussion  of 
the  condition  of  agriculture — a  question 
affecting  our  greatest  industry,  and  which 
affected  every  man,  woman,  and  child  in 
the  country,  whether  living  in  our  towns 
or    in    the    rural   districts.      The   right 
hon.   Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer   had   said   that   the   country 
would    approve   of    the    action   of    the 
Government  in  shutting  out  all  oppor- 
tunity    of     discussing     that     important 
question,  but  the  Government  displayed 
a    singular     objection    to    testing    the 
opinion   of    the   country   upon    that   or 
upon  any  other  point.     He  wanted  some 
assurance  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
on  that  subject.     He  had  listened  to  the 
attack  that  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  made  upon  private  Members. 
The  hon.  Member  had  tried  his  best  to 
get  out  of  the  category  of  private  Mem- 
bers, but    had   failed  in  doing  so,   and 
perhaps  that  was  the  key  of  the  temper 
he  had  displayed,  and  had  made  him  so 
bitter  in    his   attack    upon   them.     The 
Government  were  having  a  bit  of  elec- 
tioneering   practice    that    evening,    but 
shuffling  their  cards   would  not  change 
their  hand.     If  the  Government  refused 
to    give   a    day  for    the    discussion   of 
the   depressed   condition   of    agriculture 
the  country  would  know  what  value  was 
to  be  attached  to  the  abundant  promises 
which   they   and   their    supporters   had 
made  during  the  last  General  Election. 
He  reiterated  his  request,  which  he  hoped 
would  be  backed  up  by  other  speakers, 
and  as  the  Government  were  practising 
electioneering  tactics  he  suggested  that 
they  might  go  a  step  further  and  give 
the  day  he  asked  for. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  (Lynn 
Regis)  said,  this  was  not  merely  a  ques- 
tion affecting  private  Members,  but  whe- 
ther the  Stau(fing  Orders  of  the  House 
were  to  be  put  aside  without  any  reason 
l>j3ing  assigned.  The  cynical  levity  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  relying 
as  he  did  upon  his  majority  of  24,  and 
the  careless  levity  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  in  dealing  with  so  impor- 
tant a  question,  was  surprising.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
used  lamb-like  language  to  which  they 
were    unaccustomed    from    that  q^uarter 
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with  a  tremendous  majority  of  24.  But 
iiuding  that  if  he  hml  the  majority  of 
votes  he  had  the  minority  of  arguments 
on  his  side,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
turned  round,  and,  like  a  modern  Goliath, 
had  fallen  on  the  unfortunate  Member  for 
Preston.  The  hon.  Me  nbcr  for  t'le  Kirk- 
caldy Div'sion  had  been  pleased  to 
show  a  great  contempt  for  private 
Members,  who  were,  he  said,  a  farce  and 
a  delusion.  They  might  have  expected 
support  from  him  as  the  private  Member 
who  carried  the  famous  Motion  for  giving 
Home  Rule  to  Scotland.  Was  that  a 
farce  and  a  delusion  ?  Perhaps  it  was, 
and  this  was  the  more  to  be  suspected, 
because  having  a  still  more  important 
Motion  for  one  of  these  very  days  now 
in  question,  he  had  now  ran  away  from 
it^  and  had  announced  that  he  Avas  going 
to  vote  with  the  Governmeni.  How- 
ever, private  Members  were  not  a  farce 
and  a  delusion,  whatever  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Kirkcaldy  Division  might  be. 

Mu.  DALZIEL  explained,  that  in 
what  he  had  said  he  was  only  putting 
his  own  interpretation  on  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Metnber's  Leader. 

Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
was  not  a  private  Member.  The  question 
was  whether  they  were  going  to  try  to 
save  any  remnantof  their  Standing  Orders 
and  privileges  from  the  capacious  maw  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He 
had  himself  a  very  important  Motion 
on  the  Paper  for  to-morrow  with  regard 
to  plural ists  which  he  had  already  on 
three  occasions  postponed  at  the  request 
of  the  Government  on  the  very  ground 
that  he  would  be  able  to  bring  it  on  to- 
morrow, which  he  was  now  to  be  pre- 
vented from  doing.  Consequently  he 
had  been  defrauded.  Private  Members 
had  balloted,  and  some  of  them  had  got 
forward  places  for  their  Motions,  ha<l 
prepared  all  their  facts,  and  were  ready 
to  come  down  gravid  with  argument  when 
they  were  thus  summarily  disposed  of. 
His  own  place  was  not  a  very  forward  one, 
but  he  was  not  unmindful  of  tbe  criti- 
cism of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  who  said 
that  the  bores  always  got  the  first  places. 
In  these  circumstances,  it  was  verv  hard 
that  the  GovernnuMit  should  now  snatch 
away  the  opportunities  which  private 
Members  had  thus  secured.  Having  ex- 
amined   all   the  precedents    from    1868 
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down   to  the  present   time,  he  asserted 
that   such    a   pro})osal    had    never   been 
made  except  either  upon  special  groundsi 
for  a  special  purpose,  or  at  the  end  of  tbe 
Session  in  order  to  wind  up  business,  ^'o 
special  ground  had  been  here  put  forward, 
nor    ha«l   any    emergency    been    shown. 
No   Bill   had    been    named    that  it  wa« 
urgent  to  pass.     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  merely  said  that  he  was 
in  charge  of  a  precious   cargo  ;  but  wbf 
did  he  not  bring  up  a  few  bales  and  cases 
of  this  cargo  and   let  them  see  what  it 
was  like  ?     The  right  hon.    Gentleman 
was  fond  of  calling  himself  an  old  sailor. 
He    (Mr.    Bowles)    called    him    an  old 
soldier.     Before    Easter    the   right  bon. 
Gentleman  had  begged   for  the  time  of 
the   House   on   the  ground  of   finaocial 
necessities    and    had    got    it.     Now   he 
turned  round  on   his   benefactors.     Hav- 
ing  like   a  mendicant   begged  them  to 
give    the    Government   more   time,  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  now  came 
forward  with  a  bludgeon  to  rob  them  of 
the  remainder,  like  a  foot-pad.    All  be 
alleged    was   that  this  was  the  9tb  of 
April,  as  though  they  were  well  advanced 
in   the  Session,  whereas  thev  were  onlr 
at    its    fourth    week.     No     obstruction 
was   even   alleged.     It    was    not  their 
fault  that    the    Session    did    not  begin 
until    the    12th     March,    but   tbe  fault 
of  the  right  hon.    Gentleman    and  bis 
Colleagues    in     overloading     the    ship, 
and  the  Government  could  not  complain 
if  the  same  result  followed  again,  for  as 
last  year,  like  Pharaoh's  lean  kine  coming 
up  out  of  the  river,  their  measures  had 
eaten  up  the  Session,  so  they  would  eat 
up  this    Session    too    and  be   none   the 
better  for  it — they  would  still  be  as  lean 
and  ill-favoured  as  ever.     This  proposal 
was  not  made  in  good  faith,  becauiM?  of 
the  necessities  of  the  Government  or  of 
the  situation,  but  it  was  a  last  desjmiring 
attempt  to  cover  previous  failure  and  to 
prepare    for   future    failures.       NoMj 
knew    that  better   than    the   right   hon. 
Gentleman    himself  —  it    was    siniph'  i 
last    despairing    attempt    to   amuse  tbe 
electors,    while     it    would     only    gi^* 
Ministers   and    their   supjwrtcrs   fiirtlif 
time  to  make  further  blunders. 

Question  put. 

The    House    dividetl :  —  Aves  247; 
Noes  2 19.~(Di vision  List,  No!  20.) 
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Mr.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby)} 
said,  that,  although  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  take  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  for  the  rest  of  the  Session,  thej 
had  given  the  House  no  information  as 
to  the  purposes  to  which  they  intended  to 
devote  it.  Last  year,  in  spite  of  the  large 
time  at  the  disposal  of  the  Government, 
the  whole  of  Supply  was  crowded  into 
a  fortnight,  and  did  not  receive  fair 
discussion.  He,  therefore,  moved  the 
addition  of  the  following  proviso  to  the 
Motion  of  the  Government : — 

"Provided  that  in  each  week  during  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session  the  consiileration  of  the 
Estimates  in  Committee  of  Su])ply  shall  be  set 
down  as  the  first  Order  of  the  Day  on  one  night 
on  which  Government  business  has  priority." 

If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  not  undertake  to  give  one  day  a 
week  for  the  purposes  of  Supply,  would 
he  undertake  to  say  that  Supply  should 
be  dealt  with  fairly  and  at  an  early 
period  of  the  Session  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  an  assurance 
to  that  effect  it  might  meet  the  difficulty  ; 
if  not,  he  should  certainly  press  the 
Amendment  to  a  Division. 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the 
Question,  to  add  the  words, 

"  Provide*!  that  in  each  week  <luring  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session  the  consideration  of  the 
Bstimates  in  the  Committee  of  Supply  shall  be 
aet  down  as  the  first  Onler  of  the  Day  on  one 
night  on  which  Government  business  has 
priority." — (.Vr.  Heneage.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  must  say. 

Sir,  that  the  Motion  of  my   right  hon. 

Friend  is  unnecessary,  because  under  the 

Standing  Order  Supply  is  always  set 
down  one  day  in  the  week.  But  I  take 
it  that  that  is  not  the  real  meaning  of 
the  Motion.  What  my  right  hon.  Friend 
meaus,  I  presume,  is  that  the  Government 
should  undertake  that  on  some  day  in 
each  week  effective  Supply  should  be 
taken.  We  have,  however,  shown  that 
we  are  inclined  to  deal  fairly  with  Supply, 
because  in  a  short  time  we  have  had  at 
our  disposal  I  think  we  have  made  as 
much  progress  with  Supply  as  has  ever 
been  made  at  this  time  of  the  year.  No 
Government  has  ever  been  called  upon 
to  fulfil  such  a  condition  as  this  Amend- 
ment would  impose  upon  them,  for  no 


Government  can  undertake  beforehand 
what  may  happen  during  the  Session. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  asks  me  to  give 
an  undertaking  that  Supply  should  be 
fairly  dealt  witli,  and  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  giving  that  undertaking.  I  hope 
my  right  hon.  Friend  will  not  press  the 
Motion,  as  the  House  is  desirous  of  pro- 
ceeding with  the  very  important  business 
involved  in  the  Behriug  Sea  Fisheries 
Bill. 

Mh.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  :  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  met  the 
appeal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  in  a  con- 
ciliatory tone.  The  position,  however, 
is  that  there  will  be  no  opportunity  at  all 
for  an  unofficial  Member  to  bring  forAvard 
any  question  except  by  moving  the 
Adjournment  of  the  House.  At  the 
same  time,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  able  to  carry  out  his  present  intention 
with  regard  to  Supply,  I  think  the 
Amendment  might  be  withdrawn. 

Amendmo!it,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  proposed. 

Colonel  LOCKWOOD  (Essex, 
Epping)  said,  he  would  like  to  ask 
whether  any  opportunity  would  be 
aftorded  by  the  Government  for  dis- 
cussing the  present  position  of  agricul- 
ture, and  he  would  like  to  know  whether 
they  refused  to  give  a  day  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  do  not  deny 
the  importance  of  the  subject  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  referred,  but  if  I 
should  undertake  to  decide  as  to  the  com- 
peting claims  of  different  subjects  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House  I  should  in- 
evitably become  involved  in  complica- 
tions from  which  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  extricate  myself.  I  feel  sure, 
however,  that  in  the  course  of  the 
Session,  and  practically  at  no  very 
distant  date,  an  opportunity  will  present 
itself  for  a  discussion  on  the  subject  of 
that  agricultural  depression  which  we  all 
deplore. 

Mr.  JESSE  COLLINGS  (Birming- 
ham, Bordesley)  said,  he  hoped  an  oppor- 
tunity would  be  given  for  a  discussion  of 
the  depression  in  agriculture,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Government  had 
deprived  an  hon.  Member  of  an  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  a  Motion  on  the  subject 
early  in  May.  Days  had  been  granted 
for  the  eight   hours  for  miners  and  for 
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other  questions,  and  it  was  not  unreason- 
able to  ask  for  a  single  day  to  discuss  the 
agricultural  question,  and  so  to  test  the 
pledges  which  had  been  given  by  so 
many  Members. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  am  asked  to 
give  a  day  in  exchange  for  one  which  I 
am  said  to  be  taking  away,  but  I  must 
question  the  assertion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  because  the  Motion  to  which 
reference  has  been  made  is  the  third  on 
the  Paper. for  Tuesday,  May  1.  The 
first  Motion  refers  to  the  currency  ques- 
tion, and  the  second  to  what  is  called 
"  Peers'  disabilities,"  so  that  the  agricul- 
tural question  has  to  take  its  chance  after 
those  two  engrossing  questions  have  been 
discussed.  I  think,  therefore,  that  the 
demand  made  upon  me  is  not  a  fair  one 
under  the  circumstances. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  (Warwickshire,  Tam- 
worth)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
present  Government  had  failed  altogether 
to  appreciate  the  present  position  of  the 
agricultural  interest,  which  was  in  a  most 
deplorable  condition,  and  he  asked  whe- 
ther the  Government  could  not  give  a 
dav  for  the  discussion  ? 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  249  ;  Noes 
223.— (Division  List,  No.  21.) 

Resolved,  Thfit  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session  Government  Business  do  have  priority 
on  Tuesday.  That  on  Friday  the  House  do 
meet  at  Two  of  the  clock,  and  that  the  pro- 
visions of  Standing  Oixler  .56  be  extended  to 
Tuesday  and  the  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  will,  To-morrow  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  of  Supply." 
— (  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

THE  COURSE  OF  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Does  that 
mean  that  the  Navy  Estimates  will  come 
on  first  to-morrow  ?  Would  it  be  in 
Order  to  ask  a  question  about  the  course 
of  business  for  the  rest  of  the  week  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Yes  ;  our 
intention  is  that  when  the  Navy  Votes 
are  concluded  we  shall  then  go  on  with 
the  Motion  on  the  Scotch  Committee, 
and  immediately  after  that  we  shall 
proceed  with  the  Registration  Bill. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  Budget 
will  be  taken  on  Monday  ? 

Mr,  Jesse  Callings 


Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  Yes. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether 
the  question  of  Uganda  is  to  be  taken  on 
Thursday  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  will  be 
a  statement  made  by  the  Government  on 
the  subject. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL:  Will 
there  be  any  opportunity  for  Debate  ? 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  was  understood 
to  say  not. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


BEHRING  SEA  AWARD  BILL.— (Na  121) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  I. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :    In  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances I  should  not  have  tronbled 
the  House  at  all  with  any  statement  after 
the  discussion  which  took  place  at  some 
length  upon  the  occasion  of  the  Second 
Reding,  but  since  then  certain  questions 
have  been  put  by  hon.  Members  in  the 
House,  and  certain  statements — note! ao 
official  kind — have  appeared  in  the  public 
Press   this    morning,    which    render   it 
necessary  that  I  should  make,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  a   very  brief 
statement.     The  questions  addressed  to 
me  have  been,  amongst  others,  whether 
the  two  Bills — namely,  that  introduced 
in      Congress,      and      that      introduced 
in  this  House,  exactly  correspond.    The 
stAtement  has  been  previously  made  that 
they  substantially  agree  although  they 
do  not  exactly  correspond.     I  will  men- 
tion what  strikes  me  as  the  main  differ- 
ences.    Under  Section  8  of  the  United 
States  Bill    there  is  a  provision,  in  the 
event   of    an   offence   against   the  Act, 
of     absolute     forfeiture     of     the     ship 
and  the   contents  of   the  'Ship.     In  the 
English    Bill    the    ship    and    its    con- 
tents   are     made     liable    to    forfeiture, 
but   the   Court    has   an    alternative   of 
imposing  a  fine  for  the  offence  not  ex- 
ceeding £500.      Again,  in  Section  10  of 
the  American   Bill  there  is  a  provision 
putting  the   onus    of    proof    upon    the 
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accused  party  in  certain  cases  with  which 
I  need  not  trouble  the  Committee.  That 
is  a  matter  of  form  more  than  of  sub- 
stance^  and  it  is  a  form  of  clause  not  very 
usual  in  our  legislation.  It  is  merely  a 
question  of  satisfying  the  Court,  and  the 
only  object  of  the  clause  is  to  put  the 
onus  on  the  accused  party.  We  have 
not  any  such  clause  in  our  Bill.  There 
is  a  clause  in  our  Bill  giving  the  com- 
mander of  an  English  cruiser  seizing  an 
offending  ship  the  power  of  endorsing 
the  certificate  and  directing  the  ship  to  be 
sent  to  a  port  for  trial.  That  has  been 
done  in  order  that  the  cruisers  shall  be 
available  for  the  real  purpose  for  which 
they  are  there — namely,  of  preventing 
offences  against  the  Act,  and  if  a  cruiser 
was  obliged,  having  seized  an  offending 
ship,  to  accompany  that  ship  into  port, 
it  would  detract  from  the  effectiveness 
of  the  cruiser  to  see  that  the  Act 
was  carried  out.  The  only  other 
difference  is  the  clause  which  is  referred 
to  in  the  paragraphs  that  have  appeared 
in  the  papers  this  morning.  I  have  to 
begin  by  stating  that  the  clause — which 
is  Clause  7 — has  been  entirely  misunder- 
stood by  those  who  have  commented  upon 
it  in  the  American  Press 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  :  On  a  point 
of  Order,  Sir,  may  I  ask  is  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  Order  in  referring 
to  Clause  7  when  we  are  only  on 
Clause  1  ? 

The  chairman  :  This  is  a  Mini- 
sterial  statement,  which  is  being  made  by 
the  indulgence  of  the  Committee. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  Sub-section  2  of 
Clause  7  provides  that — 

**WTiere,  on  any  proceeding  against  a  person 
or  ship  in  respect  of  any  offence  under  this  Act, 
it  is  provetl  that  the  ship  sailed  from  its  port  of 
ileparture  before  the  scneduled  pixT^Hfins  were 
published  there,  and  that  such  person  ^*^the 
master  of  the  ship  did  not  after  such  8ailing/^%dL 
before  the  alleged  offence,  receive  notice  of  ^ 
such  provisions,  such  person  shall  be  acquitted , 
imd  the  ship  shall  he  released,  and  not  for- 
feited." 

That  clause  was  designed  to  meet  the 
cases  of  notoriety  which  the  Award  and 
the  discussion  of  the  proposed  legislation 
IAS  obtained,  and  the  clause  is  one  which 
would  have  an  exceedingly  limited  opera- 
'JoD,  if  any  operation  at  all.  The  effect 
vould  be  to  prevent  the  forfeiture  of  the 
ihip  where  that  ship  had  honajide  sailed 
v^ithout  any  notice  of  the  Award,  and  if  it 
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satisfies  the  Court  it  has  bona  fide  sailed 
without  any  intention   of  violating  the 
Act.     In  the  comments  in  the  American 
Press  several  serious  mistakes  have  been 
committed   in  mentioning   the   effect  of 
that  provision.     It  has  been  thought,  for 
instance,  that  it  gives  impunity  to  ships 
that  have  sailed  before  the  Act  came  into 
force.     It   does   nothing    of    the    kind. 
The  only  effect  it  could  have  would  be 
that  if  a  ship  had  sailed  without  notice, 
and   had  committed  what   would  other- 
wise be  an  offence  against  the  Act,  bona 
fide  in  ignorance  of  the  provision  of  the 
Award,  then  as  regards  what  it  had  done 
it  could  not  be  punished.     But  from  that 
moment  it  has  full  and  absolute  notice  of 
the  Act,  and  it   is  debarred   from   any 
further  offences  against  the  Act   under 
penalty   of   seizure.     It  has   been    also 
thought  by  some  of  these  commentators 
that   the  commanders  of  cruisers  would 
be  the  judges  of  whether  or  not  the  ship 
had    had   notice    of   the    provisions   of 
the   Award.     That   is    not   so    at    all. 
Those  who  are  at  all  skilled  in  reading 
these  things  will  see  that  no  option  is 
given  to  the  commander  of  the  cruising 
ship  at  all.     It  is  a  matter  that  has  to  be 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court, 
which  Court  will  deal  with  the  matter, 
and  if  it  is  proved  to  their  satisfaction 
that  what  has  been  done  has  been  done 
in  bona  fide  ignorance,  the  persons  will 
be  acquitted  and  the  ship  released  and 
not  forfeited.      Therefore,  in  a  case  in 
which  a  seizure  is  effected,  the  matter 
will  have  to  be  dealt  with  by  a  compe- 
tent Court,  and  the  section  will  have  no 
operation  whatever   unless   it   shall    be 
affirmatively  proved  that  there  was  that 
state  of  bona  fide  ignorance  to  which  I 
have  adverted.     I  have  some  reason  to 
believe  that  the  explanation  I  have  now 
given  will  be  satisfactory  even  to  those 
who  have  made  the  objections  to  which  I 
have  referred,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I 
am  justified  in  saying  more  than  this  : 
4hat  the  explanation  has  been  given,  and 
tmK   we  have  every  reason   to   believe 
that^at  expls nation  will  be  satisfactory. 
The  clltuse  was  inserted  in  response  to 
the  deinands  of  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment,   "Crho    thought    it     a    reasonable 
clause  to  insert,    and    the    Government 
here,  thinking  it  reasonable,  inserted  it 
accordingly.     I  have  only  one  other  word 
to  say.     It  is  for  the  Imperial  Parliament 
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to  discbarge  this,  which  is  its  Imperial  |  to  introduce  a  clause  in  this  Bill  which 
obligation.  We  desire  loyally  and  fully  to    would  deal  with  ships  or  persons  sailing 


give  effect  to  the  Award,  and  to  secure  by 
this  legislation  adequate  sanctions  for 
enforcing  the  provisions  of  the  Award. 
But  we  are  not  bound  to  follow  verbatim 
et  literatim  the  legislation  of  the  United 
States,  nor  is  the  United  States  bound  to 
follow  verbatim  et  literatim  our  legisla- 
tion. As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  have  never 
yet  seen  the  complete  Bill  of  the  United 
States,  although  I  have  seen  the  original 
draft,  which  was  introduced  by  a  Senator 
or  Member  of  the  Congress.  I  have,  as  I 
have  said,  never  seen  the  Bill  in  its 
completed  form.  There  have  been  un- 
doubtedly some  discussions  between  the 
Representatives  of  the  two  countries,  and 
something  like  approximation  to  general 
agreement  upon  the  main  principles  of 
the  legislation  has  been  arrived  at.  One 
final  word  I  will  say.  It  has  been  stated 
by  one  of  the  Senators,  Senator  Mor- 
gan, a  gentleman  who  was  one  of  the 
Arbitrators,  and  who  did  not  agree  with 
the  rest  of  the  body,  that  this  clause  was 
introduced  in  bad  faith  and  was  not  to  be 
found  in  the  draft  of  the  Bill  submitted 
originally  to  the  Secretary  of  State  at 
Washington.  I  am  informed  that  is  a 
misapprehension  on  the  part  of  that  Sena- 
tor, and  that  this  clause  was  in  the  draft 
as  it  was  originally  submitted  to  the  Go- 
verimientat  Washington.  I  hope  the  House 
will,  therefore,  see  that  the  clause  does 
not  bear  the  erroneous  interpretation  put 
upon  it  on  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic, 
and  that  there  has  been  no  want  of  good 
faith,  and,  as  no  Amendment  is  down,  I 
hope  the  House  will  see  fit  to  pass  this 
Bill  without  amendment  and  give  us  a 
Third  Reading  to-night. 

Sir  G.   BADEN-POWELL    (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  desired  to  point  out  that 
the  Members  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States  saw  some  very  serious   objections 
to  this    clause,  and   he  must   confess  he- 
could  not  quite  understand  the  explana- 
tion   given    by    the    Attorney    General^ 
The   hou.  and    learned   Gentleman  J(^ 
them    that     the      words,    "beforQ./  the 


on  sealing  expeditions  since  last  August. 
There   were  no  sealing  ships  that  left 
anywhere  near  that  period.     In  August 
they   knew   of    the    provisions    of   the 
Award,    and    what     was     the    use   of 
putting    a    clause    now    into     the  Bill 
to  deal  with   vessels  which  would  not 
leave   until    the    following   January  or 
February  at  least  ?     It  seemed  to  bim 
that    the    explanation    was    of  a  very 
curious  kind,  and  there  was  no  doubt  the 
wonls  "  scheduled  provisions  "  would  be 
reail    as    presumably   belonging   to  the 
Bill.     He  hoped   the   hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  amend  the  Bill  so  as  to 
make  it  clear  that  the  words  related  to 
the  Award  and  not  to  the  Bill,  l>ccaus6if 
not   it  was   clear  that   schooners  which 
left  the  ports  after  last  August  would 

have  no  cause  to  complain 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES,  on  a  poiut 
of  Order,  desired  to  know  if  they  could 
discuss  Clause  7  on  a  Motion  which 
related  to  Clause  1  ?  Such  a  course  wm 
highly  inconvenient,  as  there  were  other 
matters  to  be  raised  before  reaching 
Clause  7. 

The  chairman  :  On  the  point  of 
Order,  I  have  to  say  that  we  can  only 
discuss    Amendments    to    Clause   1  on 
Clause  1. 
•Mr.   GIBSON    BOWLES   said,  be 
wished,   on    the    first    clause,   to  ask  i 
question    which   had   been   askeil  twice 
before.    The  Canadian  Government  were, 
of    course,    highly    interested    in    this 
matter,  and  they  had  a  right  to  know- 
had  the  Canadian  Government  agreed  un- 
reservedly to  this  Bill  ?     When  the  con- 
sent of  the  Canadian  Government  wa* 
asked  to  the  modus  vivendi  Act  of  1H91 
they  spGCiHlly  annexed  the  condition  of 
compensation.  Had  they  annexeil  any  such 
I  condition  to  their  consent  to  this  Bill? 
•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :    I  have  heard  of 
no  such   condition  being  annexed,  aud  I 
think,  if   I  may  express  an  opinion,  tbat 


it  would  be  an  impossible  condition. 

beg  to  remind  the  Committee^  as  1  s^i'i 
scheduled  provisions  were  published,"  I  a  few  minutes  ago,  that  though  Canadi 
did  not  mean  the  scheduled  provftr^sions  of  has  been  most  keenly  interested  in  tht 
this  Bill,  but  the  scheduled  prov/isions  of  1  whole  question,  yet  this  is  a  matter  of 
ward.  Now,  the  scheduled  .J'provisions    Imperial  obligation,  and  even  if  CanaJ* 


the  A^ 


of  the  Award  were  publishecj  to  the 
world  last  August,  and  it  seeme^^  to  him, 
therefore,  an  entire  work  of  supere.  rogation    duty  of  the  House  to  see  that  it  hoiie«lj 

Sir  C.  Russell 


were  not  a  consenting  party — as  1  belief 
it   is— to  this  Bill,  it  still  would  l^  the 
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and  loyally  discharged  its  obligations.  I 
do  beg  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  and 
ask  them  on  a  question  of  this  kind  not 
to  protract  the  discussion.  I  may  take 
this  opportunity  of  pointing  out,  in  answer 
to  my  hon.  Friend  opposite,  that  if  he 
will  look  at  Clause  1,  third  line,  he  will 
see  that  the  provisions  of  the  Behring 
Sea  Arbitration  Award  are  thereby 
descril)ed,  and  this  Act  is  referred  to  as 
*'  The  scheduled  provisions."  If,  how- 
ever, there  is  any  doubt  upon  the  point 
it  is  a  matter  which  mav  be  set  riorht. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Chiuse  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3. 


•Mr.  GIBSOX  BOWLES  said,  there 
was  an  important  principle  involveil  in 
this  clause.  There  was  a  provision  that 
Orders  under  this  chiuse  were  to  be  laid 
before  l^arliament,  but  it  did  not 
^nact  what  was  the  usual  corollary  to 
that  provision — namely,  that  the  Order 
should  lay  upon  the  Table  of  both 
Houses  during  the  Session  for  40  days 
before  coming  into  effect.  It  did  seem 
to  him,  if  the  Orders  were  to  be  placed 
before  Parliament,  that  the  minimum 
opportunity  of  40  days  should  be  given 
in  which  to  call  attention  to  the  matter. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  said,  the  question 
was  quite  a  reasonable  one.  There  were, 
however,  precedents  for  inserting  the  pro- 
vision in  the  form  in  which  it  appeared  in 
this  BilL  For  instance, a  similar  provision, 
he  was  informed,  appeared  in  the  Fishery 
CoDventiou  Bill.  Circumstances  might 
ari^e  Avhich  would  involve  a  necessary 
modification  of  this  Bill,  and  it  had  been 
thought  best  to  have  this  power  as  it 
appeared  in  this  form  without  the  40 
davs. 

0 

Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) thought  that  under  Sub-section  3 
of  Clause  3  considerable  friction  might 
arise  unless  the  instructions  tv/  the  officers 
of  cruisers  were  carefully  drawn.  There 
should  be  an  interchange  of  views 
between  the  Naval  Authorities  or  the 
Governments  of  both  countries  to  prevent 
aoy  possible  friction.  If  the  powers  given 
to  the  officers  of  cruisers  of  the  United 
States  were  reciprocal  powers  exercised  by 
both,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  officers  of 
one  Power  should  not  capture  a  vessel  of 


another  Power  if  there  were  a  ship  of 
that  Power  in  sight  at  the  time. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  mentioned  that  point 
to  me  before,  and  I  have  taken  care  that 
attention  shall  be  drawn  to  it  in  the 
proper  (juarter. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  sug- 
gested that  this  clause  ought  to  provide 
for  the  publishing  of  the  scheduled  pro- 
visions. Ho  did  not  find  in  the  Bill  any 
method  specified  by  which  the  provisions 
were  to  be  published. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL:  The  notoriety 
they  have  received. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  4,  5,  and.  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  7. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
second  sub-section  of  this  clause,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  necessary  for  the 
Attorney  Geneml  to  consider  whether  in 
another  "place  that  sub-section  should  not 
receive  some  slight  alteration.  It  pro- 
vided that — 

'♦  Where  on  any  proceeding  ft<,'iiinst  a  person 
or  ship  accuse<l  of  any  offence  under  this  Act 
it  18  proved  that  the  ship  sailed  from  its  jKut  of 
departure  beforc  the  scheiluleil  provisions  were 
published  there,"  &c. 

It  seemed  to  him  that  considerable  doubt 
might  be  raised  as  to  what  "  published 
there"  meant.  There  might  not  be 
publication  in  the  port  itself ;  and  while 
he  quite  agree<l  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  that  it  meant  notoriety,  he  thought 
the  Court  might  think  it  meant  some 
form  of  publication,  and  this  view  was 
rather  strengthened  by  the  succeeding 
words  of  the  sub-section — 

'*  Such  person  or  master  of  a  ship  did  not 
after  such  sailing  .  .  .  receive  notice  of  these 
provisions." 

He  would  suggest  that  the  sub-section 
should  be  made  a  little  clearer,  so  as  to 
provide  for  non-conviction  in  the  absence 
of  notice  as  distinguished  from  form  of 
publication. 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  :  The 
scheduled  provisions  should  in  some  way 
be  defined. 

Sir  R.  WEBSTER  :  They  are  de- 
fined in  Sub-section  I. 

•Sir  C.  RUSSELL  :  There  is  a  pos- 
sible ambiguity,  but  not,  I  think,  a  serious 
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one.     I  will  see  that  both  points  are  cou-        Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 

sidered.  4.^  ^q  leave  out  the  words  "so  long  as 

Clause  aoreed  to.  ^^^  sisheduled  provisions  remain  in  force 

'^  and  no  longer,"  in  order  to  insert  the 

C*»"se8.  ^Q^g   u^ntil    1st  May,    1900."— {i/r. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  that  Gibson  Bowles.) 
by  a  section  of  this  clause  the  Act  would        Question  proposed,  "  That  the  wonls 

remain  in  force  so  long  as  the  scheduled  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

provisions   remained   in    force    and    no  Clause." 

longer.     It  seemed  to  him  that  was  an        Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
inconvenient  way  of  defining  the  dura- 
tion  of   an  Act   of   Parliament,  and  in        Clause  agreed  to. 

accordance  with  precedent  he  would  sug-        it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left 

gest  that  the  Act  should  only  last  as  long  the  Chair  to  make   his   Report  to  the 

as  the  necessities  of  the  Government  re-  House. 

quired  it.    The  stipulation  was  made  that 

these  Regulations  were  to  be  revised  and        Committee  report  Progress. 

possibly  renewed  and  changed  entirely        Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

every   five  years  ;    therefore   he   should  a  Xhat    this    House    will     immediatel/ 

move   to   omit   all  the  words  after  the  resolve    itself    into    Committee  on  the 

word  "force,"  and  to  insert  "until  1st  Bill." — {The  AUomey  General.) 
May,  1900."     This  would  give  them  six        ,,       ^r^^^^r^^^^^    ,^  ^^    n  a 

yeai^,  and  during  this  time  they  could        Mb.   COURTNEY   (Cornwall,  Bad- 

consider  whether  the  Regulations  should  °^»^)  said,  he  thought  the  Motion  of  the 

be  renewed.  Attorney  General  was  a  strong  measure. 

It  meant  that  the  House  could  proceed 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  said,  it  was  pro-  with   a   Bill   in   spite   of  the   Standing 

vided  that  the  Award  should  be  a  final  Order.     It   was  not  fair  to  those  hon. 

settlement  of  all  questions  of  difference  Members  who  were  not  present, 
between   this   country  and   the    United        S^«   W.    HARCOURT  :    This  U  » 

c,  ,  ,  .1      A         1  ^     J  .1  .1  course  which  has  on  more  than  one  occa- 

States,  and  the  A  ward  fixed  these  as  the  ^j^^  ^^^^  ^^       ^^^  ^^  ^^^  1^^^  i^    rtant 

permanent   Rules    uutil   the   parties  by  3.^^^      ^j^j^  .^  ^  gjn  ^^  ^j^j^^  I  think 

agreement   should  alter  them.     Besides  ^^^  reputation  of  the  country  is  at  suke. 

that.   It  suggested--but  this   was  not  a  j^  j^  ^^  question   of  dealing  fairly  with 

mandatory  part  of  the  Award-that  after  ^^^^    ^^^^^     ^^^    ^^^^    ^^,^^d    j^   of 

the  experience  of  five  vears  then  the  two  j^n^ense  importance  not  only  in  itself, 

Powers    should    examine   and    consider  ^^^  j^  ^^^  J^^  1^  ^^ich  it  sets.  There- 

these  Regulations  in  the  light  of   such  ^^^^^  j^  ^^^j^  ^/^  pj^^  ^^^^  ^^ere  should 

experience.  ^^  ^^^  carping  upon  the  Award  when  the 

•Mr.   GIBSON  BOWLES  could  not  United    States     are     dealing     straight- 

agree  that  this  was  not  mandatory.   What  forwardly  with  it.     That  we  should  talk 

was  the  phrase,  it  out  might  set  a  bad  example.      This 

«  The  said  concurrent  Regulations  shall  be  course  has  been  taken  before,  and  I  hope 

submitted  every  live  years  to  a  new  examina-  that  the  Motion   being  in   the  power  of 

tion  "  ?  the  House  the  House  will  assent  to  it, 
Thatwaspartof  tbeAward.  That  was  not        Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  quite 

a  suggestion,  but  it  was  mandatory.  These  sure  that  no  gentleman  on  this  side  of  the 

Regulations   had  to  be  examine*!  every  House  ever  desired  to  carp  at  the  Award 

five   years  ;    consequently,  he  submitted  or  to  interpose  for  a  single  moment  un- 

that  six  years  was  entirely  adequate  for  necessarily  in  the  passage  of  a   Bill  with 

the  necessities  of  the  Governmeut,  whilst  respect  to  which  we  all  feel  the  honour, 

the  Attorney  General  had  made  no  case  not  only  of  the  House,  but  of  the  country, 

for  giving  these  powers  to  a  Government  to  be  concerned.       With   regard  to  the 

in  perpetuity   over   the  high  seas.     He  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 

therefore  moved  that  the  Act  should  only  Bodmin,  we  all  feel,  no  doubt,  that  the 

last  until  the  1st  of  May,  1900.  Twelve   o'Clock  Rule   is   an    important 

Sir  C.  Russell 
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bulwark  of  our  liberties  and  is  not  lightly 
to  be  dispensed  with,  but  I  think  that  if 
ever  the  straining  of  the  Rule  were  justi- 
fied— and  1  do  not  suggest  that  it  is  here 
— it  would  be  justified  on  this  occasion, 
and  I  hope  that  no  objection  will  be  made 
to  the  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  again  considered  in  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Preamble  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Sir  G.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liver- 
pool, Kirkdale)  said,  that  he  deprecated 
the  language  of  the  Leader  of  the  House 
in  accusing  any  one  of  Party  spirit  in 
dealing  with  this  Bill.  All  were  equally 
anxious  to  see  the  Award  carried  out, 
and  carried  out  effectively ;  but  he  re- 
gretted that  the  Government  had  been 
unable  to  place  in  the  hands  of  Members 
before  they  brought  in  the  Bill  informa- 
tion sufficient  to  dispel  the  doubts  sug- 
gested in  the  newspapers  as  to  the 
objections  of  the  United  States  Senate 
and  the  disagreement  of  Canada.  He 
'was  sure,  however,  that  Canada,  equally 
with  England,  would  loyally  carry  out 
the  Award  of  the  Arbitration  Court.  He 
could  only  wish  that  the  Bill  bad  been 
drafted  with  greater  care,  and  that  the 
Government  had  given  more  time  for  its 
consideration. 

•Mr.  GIBSON  BOWLES  said,  he 
could  not  permit  the  suggestion  to  pass 
unchallenged  that  anyone  had  been  carp- 
ing at  the  Award,  or  had  endeavoured  to 
oppose  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  The 
Government  had  given  them  only  a  short 
quarter  of  an  hour  for  dealing  with  the 
matter  at  this  stage,  though  the  question 
was  of  the  utmost  importance.  If  the 
Bill  had  to  be  hurried  through  it  was 
because  the  Government  had  chosen  to 
keep  the  Award  back  for  eight  months,  in- 
stead of  laying  it  before  the  House  and 
having  it  properly  and  leisurely  discussed 
and  passed  in  good  time.  Whatever 
difficulty  had  arisen  was  entirely  due  to 
the  Government.  They  had  kept  the 
Award  in  their  pockets  for  eight  months, 
and  then  flung  it  on  the  Table,  and  asked 
the  House  to  approve  of  it  without  due 
consideration. 

VOL.  XXII.  [fourth  series.] 


Sir  R.  WEBSTER  said,  he  thought 
it  was  unfortunate  that  the  Leader  of  the 
House  should  have  suggested  that  hon. 
Members  were  carping  at  the  Award. 
Feeling  as  he  did  the  immense  import- 
ance of  the  Bill,  he  should  like  it  to  be 
understood  that  the  Regulations  only 
had  been  criticised,  and  rightly  criticised, 
because  they  were  matters  of  great  im- 
portance, and  it  was  not  to  be  expected 
that  a  body  of  men  who  had  not  got  as 
much  as  they  hoped  to  get,  and  who 
thought  their  interests  would  be  inter- 
fered with,  should  refrain  from  pointing 
out,  through  their  Representatives,  where 
the  Regulations  were  unsatisfactory.  No 
one  had  carped  at  the  Award  as  an 
Award.  Having  allowed  the  Bill  to  go 
through  without  opposition,  because  they 
felt  that  the  honour  of  the  countrv  was 
involved,  and  that  the  country  must  show 
its  willingness  to  carry  out  the  arbitra- 
tion, they  were  entitled  to  express  their 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  Regulations 
which  were  matters  of  discretion.  He 
would  only  add  that  the  working  of  the 
Regulations  must  be  carefully  watched, 
and  it  would  be  the  duty  of  any  Govern- 
ment dealing  with  the  subject  in  the 
future  to  see  that  the  Regulations  had 
effected  their  purpose,  and  had  not  unduly 
interfered  with  British  interests. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ; 
read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

SOLICITORS'  EXAMINATION  BILL. 
(No.  112.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

•Sir  a.  ROLLIT  (Islington,  S.)  said, 
the  Bill  was  a  Bill  of  only  three  clauses, 
and  was  promoted  by  the  Incorporated 
Law  Society  to  encourage  University 
education  among  law  students.  It  pro- 
posed to  exempt  solicitors*  articled 
clerks  who  had  taken  a  University  law 
degree  from  the  intermediate  examina- 
tion. It  was  a  question  altogether  of 
internal  regulation  on  the  part  of  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society,  and  he  re- 
spectfully asked  the  House  to  agree  to 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5tr  A.  Rollit.) 
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Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  secoml  time,  and  committed 
(or  Wednesday. 


LOCAL      UOVERNMENT      PB0V18I0NAL 
ORDER    (HOUSING     OF      WORKING 
CLASSES)  BILL.— {No.  3.) 
Read  tbe  tliird  time,  and  passed. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS  BILL.— (No.  1.) 
Read  the  third  time,  and  paaeed. 

NORTH  BERWICK  PROVISIONAL  ORDER 
BILL.— (No.  89.) 
Read  tbe  third  time,  and  passed. 

PREVENTION   OF   CRUBLTIT   TO 
CHILDREN  BILL.— (No.  M.) 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(Id  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1. 


Committee   report    Progress ;    to 
Bgaiii  upon  Thursday. 

COUNTY  COUNCILS  ASSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND)  EXPENSES  BILL.— (No.  97.) 
Read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Wednesday. 

TRDSTEB  ACT  (1893)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(No.  68.) 

Rea<1  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 

Wednesday. 


METROPOLITAN       POLICE       PROVISIONAL 
ORDER   BILL. 

On   HotloQ   of  Mr,  George  Russell,   Bill 
confirm  a  ProviBional  Onler  made  by  one  of  I 
Majeaty's  PrincipRi  Secretaries  of  State,  uni 
"The  Metropolitan  Police  Act,  1886,"  relating 
to  lands  in  the  luuislies  of  St.  Pancras  and  St, 


Giles,  Camberwell,  oidereil  to  be  brought 

Mr.  George  Russell  and  Mr.  Secretary  Ab 

Bill  presented,  anil  read  firat  time.  [Bil 


LOCAL   OOVERNME.VT    PROVISION" 
ORDERS   (no.    i)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  W.  Foster,  Bill  to  o 
certain  Proviaional  Ordcra  of  the  LocnJ  G 
ment  Boanl  relating  to  the  urban  n 
[liatricts  of  Raildon,  Burnley,  Burton 
Trent,  Leicester,  Har^te,  Norwich.and  ' 
and  the  Pott  of  Cardiff,  onlereii  to  be  b 
by  Sir  W.  Foster  and  Mr.  Shaw  LeteTi 
Bill  presented,  anil  read  first  time.  [Bi] 

LOCAL   GOVERNMENT    PKOVISIOJ 
ORDERS    (no.  o)    bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  W,  Foster,  Hill  to  t 
certain  Provisional  On! era  of  the  Lo< 
Temment  Boaril  relating  to  the  urban  a 
districts  of  Bredbury  and  Romilev,  1 
Swadlincote  and  Wilmslow,  and  the 
Sanitary  District  of  the  Wharfolale 
otdered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  W.  Poa 
Mr.  Shaw  Lcfevre. 

Bill  preaenCeil,  and  read  first  time.  [Bi 

PIER   AND   HARBOUR    PROVISIO: 
ORDERS   (no.  1)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mundella,  Bill  to 
certain  Provisional  Onlers  maiic  by  ibi 
of  Trade  under  "The  General  Pier  anrl  I 
Act,  1861,"  relating  to  Bangor,  Dari 
Littlehampton,  and  Seaford,  onlerol 
brought  in  by  Kir.  Mundella  and  Mr.  Bi 

Bill  prcsenteii,  and  read  first  time.  [  Bi 

FiTAL  ACCIDENTS  INQtlBY  (sCOT 
BILL. 
On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate, 
make  provision  for  Public  Inquiry  in  rei 
Fatal  Accidents  occurring  in  industrial  < 
ments  or  occupations  in  Scotland,  orden 
brought  in  by  The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir 
Trevelyan,  and  Tbe  Solicitor  Qenerai  fi 

Bill  prcsenteii.  and  read  first  time.  [Bi 
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THE    UNITED    KINGDOM    OF    GREAT    BRITAIN    AND 

IRELAND. 


58^VICTORLE,  1894. 


Mem. — According  to  the  Usage  of  Parliament^  when  the  House  appoints  a  Select 
Committee^  the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  their 
JUanhj  beginning  with  the  Highest ;  and  sOy  when  the  House  sends  a  Committee 
to  a  Conference  with  the  Commons^  the  Lord  highest  in  Rank  is  called  firsts  and 
the  rest  go  forth  in  like  Order :  But  when  the  Whole  House  is  called  over  for  any 
Purpose  within  the  HousCy  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster 
Hally  or  upon  any  public  Solemnity^  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior 
Baron, 


His  Royal  Highness  The  Prince  of 
Wales. 

His  Royal  Highness  Alfred  Ernest 
Albert  Duke  of  Edinburgh. 

His  Royal  Highness  Arthur  William 
Patrick  Albert  Duke  of  Connaught 
and  Stratheam. 

His  Royal  Highness  George  Frederick 
Ernest  Albert  Duke  of  York. 

Royal  Highness  Leopold  Charles 
Edward  George  Albert  Duke  of 
Albany 


His  Royal  Highness  George  William 
Frederick  Charles  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge. 

Edward  White  Archbishop  of  Canterbury. 

Farrer  Lord  Herschell,  Lord  High  Chan' 

cellor, 
William  Dalrymple  Archbishop  of  York. 
Archibald  Philip  Lord  Rosebery  {Earl  of 

Rosebery),      Lord  President  of  the 

Council,  / 

Edward  Lord  Tweedmouth,  Lord  Privy 

Seal,  f 

i 


Henry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Earl  Marshal 
of  England. 

A4geruou  Percy  Bauks  Duke  of  Somerset. 

Charles  Henry  Duke  of  Richmond. 

Augustus  Charles  Lennox  Duke  of 
Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

William  Araelius  Aubrey  De  Vero  Duke 
of  Saint  Albans. 

George  Godolphiu  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Herbrand  Arthur  Duke  of  Bedford. 

Spencer  Compton   Duke  of  Devonshire. 

Charles  Richard  John  Duke  of  Marl- 
])orough. 

John  James  Ro])ert  Duke  of  Rutland. 

William  Alexander  Louis  Stephen  Duke 
of  Brandon.     (Duke  of  Hamilton,) 

William  John  Arthur  Charles  James 
Duke  of  Portland. 

William  Angus  Drogo  Duke  of  Man- 
chester. 

Henry  Pelham  Archibald  Douglas  Duke 
of  Newcastle. 

Algernon  George  Duke  of  Northumber- 
land. 

His  Royal  Highness  Ernest  Augustus 
William  Adolphus  George  Frederick 
Duke  of  Cumberland  and  Teviotdale. 

Henry  Duke  of  Wellington. 

Cromartie  Duke  of  Sutherland. 

Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminster. 

Alexander  William  George  Duke  of 
Fife. 

George  Douglas  Duke  of  Argyll. 

Gavin  3ftarquess  of  Breadalbaue,   Lord 

^(tcicaid  of  the  Household, 
Augustus  John   Henry  Beaumont  Mar- 
quess of  Winchester. 
Henry  Ciuirles  Keith  Marquess  of  Lans- 

downe. 
John  Villierr   Stuart  Marquess    Towns- 

hend. 
Robert      Arth  "^    Talbot    Marquess     of 

Salisbury.     \ 
John  Alexander    Marquess  of  Bath. 

James  Marquess  o/  Abercorn.   (^Jhike  of 
Abercorn,) 


ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS 

Hugh  de  Grey  Marquess  of  Hertford. 

John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute. 

William  Alleyne  Marquess  of  Exeter. 

William  Marquess  of  Northampton. 

John  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 

Henry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 

George  Henry  Hugh  Marquess  of  Chol- 
mondeley. 

George  William    Thomas    Marquess  of 
Ailesbury. 

Frederick    William   John    Marquess  of 

BristoL 
Archibald  Marquess  of  Ailsa. 
Constantino  Charles  Henry  Marquess  of 

Normanby. 
George   Frederick    Samuel  Marquess  of 

Ripon. 
William  Marquess  of  Abergaveunv. 

Gavin  Marquess  of  Breadalbane.  (/* 
another  Place  as  Lord  Steward  of  the 
Household.) 

Frederick  Temple  Marquess  of  Dniferin 
and  Ava. 

Lawrence  Marquess  of  Zetland. 

Charles  Henry  John  Earl  of  Shrews- 
bury. 

Frederick  Arthur  Earl  of  Derby. 

Warner  Francis  John  Plantagenet  Earl  of 
Huntingdon. 

George  Robert  Charles  Earl  of  Pembroke 
and  Montgomery. 

Henry  Hugh  Earl  of  Devon. 

Henry  Charles  Earl  of  Suffolk  and  Berk- 
shire. 

Rudolph  Robert  Basil  Aloysius  Augustine 
Earl  of  Denbigh. 

Anthony  Mildmay  Julian  Earl  of  West- 
morland. 

Montague  Earl  of  Lindsey. 

William  Earl  of  Stamford. 

Murray  Edward  Gordon  Earl  of  Win- 

chilsea  and  Nottingham. 
Edwyn  Francis  Earl  of  Chesterfield. 
Edward  George  Henry  Earl  of  SandvK^ 

George     Devereux     De    Vere    Eari  ■ 

Essex. 
George  James  Earl  of  Carlisle. 
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■  William  Henry  Walter  Earl  of  Doncaster. 
{Duke  ofBuccleuch  and  Queensherry,) 
Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

Randal     Mowbray     Thomas     Earl     of 
Berkeley. 

'Montagu  Arthur  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

Aldred  Frederick  George  Beresford  Earl 
of  Scarbrough. 

William  Coutts  Earl  of  Albemarle. 

George  William  Earl  of  Coventry. 

Victor  Albert  George  Earl  of  Jersey. 

William  Henry  Earl  Poulett.  # 

John    Francis    Erskiue    Earl    of    Mar. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Sholto  George  Watson  Earl  of  Morton* 

(Elected  for  Scotland,) 
Walter  John  Francis  Earl  of  Mar  and 

Kellie.     {Elected  for  Scotland,) 

George  Earl  of   Haddington.     (Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Frederick   Henry    Earl   of    Lauderdale. 
(Elected  for  Scotland.) 

John  Trotter  Earl  of  Lindsay.  (Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

David  Stanley  William  Earl  of  Airlie. 
(Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Robert  Harris  Carnwath  Earl  of  Carn- 
wath.     (Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Ronald  Ruthven  Earl  of  Leven  and 
Melville.     (Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Oouglas  Mackinnou  Baillie  Hamilton 
Earl  of  Dundouald.  (Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

>ewallis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 

Yilllam  Heneagc  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 

yharles  Earl  of  Tanker vi He. 

*harle8  Wight  wick  Earl  of  Aylesford. 

^rancis  Thomas  de  Grey  Earl  Cowper. 

LTthur  Philip  Earl  Stanhope. 

'homas  Augustus  Wolstenholme  Earl  of 

Macclesfield. 
Douglas  Beresford    Malise  Ronald  Earl 

Graham.     (Duke  of  Montrose.) 
ruiiam  Frederick  Earl  Waldegrave. 
ertram  Earl  of  Ashburnham. 
harles  Augustus  Earl  of  Harrington. 
ewton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 


Francifl  Richard  Charles  Guy  Earl  Brooke 
and  Earl  of  Warwick. 

Sidney  Carr  Earl  of  Buckinghamshire. 
William    Thomas    Spencer    Earl   Fitz- 

william. 
Frederick  George  Earl  of  Guilford. 
Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 
Henry  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchester. 
Reginald  Windsor  Earl  De  La  Warr. 
William  Earl  of  Radnor. 
John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer. 
Seymour  Henry  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Wellington  Trumbull 
Blundell  Earl  of  Hillsborough. 
(Marquess  of  Downshire.) 

Edward  Hyde  Earl  of  Clarendon. 

William  David  Earl  of  Mansfield. 

John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strange. 

(Duke  of  Atholl.) 
William      Henry       Earl       of      Mount 

Edgcumbe. 
Hugh  Earl  Fortescue. 
George     Edward    Stanhope    Molyneuy 

Earl  of  Carnarvon. 

George  Henry  Earl  Cadogan. 

Edward  James  Earl  of  Malmesbury. 

John  Vansittart  Dan  vers  Earl  of  Lanes- 
borough.     (Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry     Ernest     Newcomen     Earl     of 
Kingston.     (Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Dermot  Robert  Wyndham  Earl  of  Mayo. 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Hugh    Earl    Annesley. 

Ireland.) 
George   Earl   of  Lucan. 

Ireland.) 

Somerset    Richard    Earl 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

James  Francis  Earl  of  Bandon.  (Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

James  Earl  of   Caledon.     (Elected  for 

Ireland.) 
James  Francis  Harry  Earl  of  Rosslyn. 

William  George  Robert  Earl  of  Craven. 
William  Hillier  Earl  of  Onslow. 
Charles  Earl  of  Romney. 
Walter  John  Earl  of  Chichester. 


(Elected  for 
(Elected  for 
of     Belmore. 


BOLL  OF  THE  LOEDS 
Seymour  John  Grey  Earl  of  WUton.         I  Charles  William  Francis  Earl  of  Gab- 
George  Charles  Earl  of  Powis. 
^o^atio  Earl  Nelson. 


borough. 
Francis     Charles     Granville    Earl     of 

EUesmere. 
George  Henry  Charles  Earl  of  Strafford. 
Kenelm  Charles  Edward  Earl  of  Cotten- 

ham. 
William  Henry  Earl  Cowley. 
George  Amulph  Earl  of  Winton.    {Earl 


Lawrence  Earl  of  Rosse.     {Elected  for 

Ireland,) 
Sydney  WiUiam  Herbert  Earl  Man  vers. 
Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 
Henry  Earl  Grey. 

Hugh  Cecil  Earl  of  Lonsdale.  |      ^f^Eglintoun.) 

Dudley  Francis  Stuart  Earl  of  Harrowby.  |  ^j^j^  Humble  Earl  of  Dudley. 

jol^  Francis  Stanley  Earl  RusseU. 

John  Earl  of  Kimberley. 

Richard  Earl  of  Dartrey. 

.William  Ernest  Earl  of  Feversham. 

Henry  George  Earl  of  Ravensworth. 

Edward  Montagu  Stuart  Granville  Ewl 
of  Wharncliffe. 

Thomas  George  Earl  of  Northbrook. 

Herbert  John  Earl  Cairns. 


Henry  Ulick  Earl  of  Harewood. 
Gilbert  John  Earl  of  Minto. 
Alan  Frederick  Earl  Cathcart. 
James  Walter  Earl  of  Verulam. 
Adelbert    Wellington    Brownlow    Earl 

Brownlow. 
Henry  Comwallis  Earl  of  St.  Germans. 
Albert  Edmund  Earl  of  Morley. 
Orlando  George  Charles  Earl  of  Brad- 
ford. 
William  Earl  Beauchamp. 
John  Earl  of  Eldon. 
Richard  William  Penn  Earl  Howe. 
George  Edward  John  Mowbray  Earl  of 

Stradbroke. 
William  Stephen  Earl  Temple  of  Stowe. 
Francis     Charles     Earl     of    KUmorey. 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Charles  Stewart  Earl  Vane.     {Marquess 

of  Londonderry,) 
William  Archer  Earl  Amherst. 
John  Frederick  Vaughan  Earl  Cawdor. 
William  George  Earl  of  Munster. 
Robert  Adam  Philips  Haldane  Earl  of 

Camperdown. 
Thomas  Francis  Earl  of  Lichfield. 
John  George  Earl  of  Durham. 
Granville  George  Earl  Granville. 
Henry  Earl  of  Effingham. 
Henry  John  Earl  of  Ducie. 

Charles   Alfred    Worsley   Earl   of  Yar- 

borough. 

Henry    John    Earl    Innes.      {Duke    of 
Roxburghe,) 

Thomas  William  Earl  of  Leicester. 

Ralph  Gordon  Earl  of  Lovelace. 


Victor  Alexander  George  Robert  Earl  of 

Lytton. 
Edward  Earl  of  Lathom. 
George  Watson  Earl  Sondes. 
Roundell  Earl  of  Selbome. 
Walter  Stafford  Earl  of  Iddesleigh. 
Comwallis  Earl  de  Montalt. 

William  Henry  Forester  Earl  of  Londea- 
borough. 

Gathorne  Earl  of  Cranbrook. 

Gilbert  Henry  Earl  of  Ancaster. 

Robert  Viscount  Hereford. 

Henry   Viscount    Bolingbroke    and   St. 

John. 
Evelyn      Edward      Thomas     Viscount 

Falmouth. 
George  Master  Viscount  Torrington. 
Maurice  Viscount  Leinster.      {DmU  of 

Leinster.) 
Francis  Wheler  Viscount  Hood. 
Mervyn  Edward  Viscount  Powerscourt, 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Henry  William  Crosbie  Viscount  Bangot 

{Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Comwallis  Viscount  Hawarden.  {JUtcU^ 

for  Ireland.)    {In  another    Fiact  d 

Earl  de  Montalt.) 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 


Carnegie  Parker  Viscount  St.  Vincent. 
Henrj  Viscount  Melville. 
William  Wells  Viscount  Sidmouth. 

Henrj  Edward  Montagu  Dorington 
Clotworthj  Viscount  Templetown. 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

John  Campbell  Viscount  Gordon* 
(Earl  of  Aberdeen,) 

Edward  Fleetwood  John  Viscount 
Exmouth. 

John  Luke  George  Viscount  Hutchin- 
son.    (Earl  of  Donoughmore,) 

William   Frederick  Viscount  Clancartj. 

(Earl  of  Clancarty,) 
Robert  Wellington  Viscount  Combermere. 
Henry  Charles  Viscount  Canterbury, 
Rowland  Clegg  Viscount  Hill. 
Charles  Stewart  Viscount  Hardinge. 
George  Stephens  Viscount  Gough. 
Charles  Lindley  Viscount  Halifax. 
Alexander  Nelson  Viscount  Bridport. 

William      Henry      Berkeley     Viscount 

Portmau. 
Henry  Robert  Viscount  Hampden. 
Garnet  Joseph  Viscount  Wolseley. 
William  John  Viscount  Oxenbridge. 
Richard  Asshcton  Viscount  Cross. 

Frederick  Bishop  of  London. 
Brooke  Foss  Bishop  of  Durham. 
Anthony  Wilson  Bishop  of  Winchester. 
Charles  John  Bishop  of  Gloucester  and 

Bristol. 
James  Bishop  of  Hereford. 

Arthur    Charles    Bishop    of    Bath   and' 
WeUs. 

Richard  Bishop  of  Chichester. 

William  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

John  Charles  Bishop  of  Liverpool. 

Ernest  Roland  Bishop  of  Newcastle, 

Richard  Bishop  of  LlandafP. 

William  Bishop  of  Oxford. 

Greorge  Bishop  of  Southwell. 

William  Boyd  Bishop  of  Ripon« 

Edward  Bishop  of  Lincoln. 

John  Bishop  of  Salisbury. 


Alwyne  Bishop  of  Ely. 
James  Bishop  of  Manchester. 
William  Walsham  Bishop  of  Wakefield. 
Francis  John  Bishop  of  Cheater. 
Alfred  George  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph. 
Daniel  Lewis  Bishop  of  Bangor. 
John  Wogan  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 
Charles  Robert  Lord  Carrington,  Ltord 

Chamberlain  of  the  Households 
Dudley  Charles  Lord  de  Ros. 
Charles  Botolph  Joseph  Lord  Mowbray* 
George  Manners  Lord  Hastings. 
Edward  Southwell  Lord  de  Clifford. 
Charles  Henry  Rolle  Lord  Clinton. 
Robert    Nathaniel    Cecil    George  Lord 

Zouche  of  Haryngworth. 
Rawdon   George    Grey  Lord   Grey   de 

Ruthyn. 
Charles  Edward  Hastings  Lord  Botreaux. 

(Earl  of  Loudoun,) 
Francis  Robert  Lord  Camoys. 
Miles  Lord  Beaumont. 
Henry  Lord  Willoughby  de  Broke. 
Hubert  George  Charles  Lord  Vaux  of 

Harrowden. 
Ralph  Gordon  Lord  Wentworth.      (In 

another  Place  as  Earl  of  Lovelace,) 

Alfred  Thomas  Townshend  Lord  Braye* 
Robert  George  Lord  Windsor, 
William  Henry  John  Lord  North. 
Beauchamp  Moubray  Lord  St.  John  of 

Bletso. 
Frederick    George     Lord     Howard     de 

Walden. 
Bernard  Henry  Philip  Lord  Petre. 
John  Fiennes  Lord  Saye  and  Sele. 
John  Francis  Lord  Arundell  of  Wardour. 
John    Stuart   Lord   Clifton       (Earl  of 

Darnley,) 

John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dormer. 

Henry     John     Philip      Sidney      Lord 

Teynham. 
Fitz-Osbert  Lord  StafFord. 
George  Frederick  William  Lord  Byron. 
Lewis    Henry   Hugh    Lord  Clifford   of 

Chudleigh, 


Henry  de  Vere  Lord  BarDard. 

Horace  Courtenay  Gammell  Lord  Forbes. 
(^Elected  for  Scotland,) 

Alex&oder  William  Frederick  Lord  Sal- 
toun,     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Cbarlea  William  Lord  Siaclair.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Alexander  Hugh  Lord  Balfour  of  Bur- 
leigh.    (Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Walter  Hugh  Lord  Potwarth.  (Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Bicliard  Edmund  Saiut  Lawrence  Lord 
Boyle.     (Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery.) 

George  Lord  Hay.     (Earl  of  Kinnoul.) 

Digby  Weutwortli  Bayard  Lord  Middle- 


Frederick  George  Braliazon  Lord  Pou- 
eonby.     (Earl  of  Besiborougk.) 

Alfred  Nathaniel  Holden  Lord  Scargdale. 

George  Florance  Lord  Boston. 

Charles  George  Lord  Lovell  and  Hoi- 
land.     (Earl  ofEgmont.) 

George  William  Henry  Lord  Vernon, 

Edward  Henry  Trafalgar  Lord  Digby, 

Uartin  Bladen  Lonl  Hawke. 

Henry  ThomaB  Lord  Foley. 

Arthur  de  Cardonnel  Lord  Dinevor. 

Thomas  Lord  Wnlsingham. 

William  Lord  Bagol. 

Charles  Henry  Lord  Soittliampton. 

John  Richard  Brii)slcy  Lord  Grantlcy. 

George  Bridges  Harley  Dennett  Lord 
Rodney. 

Henry  George  Lord  Lovaine.  (Earl 
Percy.) 

Philip  Reginald  Lord  Somera. 

Richard  Henry  Lord  Berwick, 

Edward  Lennox  Lord  Sherborne. 

John  Henry  De  La  Poer  Lord  Tyrone. 
(Marquess  of  Waterford.) 

Richard  Henry  Lord  Cnrleton.  (Earl  of 
Shatinon.) 

Charles  Lord  Siiffield. 

Dudley  Wilmot  Lord  Dorchester. 

Lloyd  Lord  Kenyon. 

Charles  Comwallis  Lord  Braybrooke. 


ROLL  OF  THE  LORDS 

George  Augustus  HamiltuD  Lord  Fish 

wick.     (MarqueM  of  Donegall.) 
Henry  Charles  Lord  Gage.       (VUeox 

Gage.) 
Thomas  John  Lord  Thurlow. 
William  Morton  Lord  Auckland , 
Charles  George  Lord  Lyttelton. 
Henry  George  Lord  Meudip.     (  VtKOn 

Clifden.) 
George   Lord    Stuart   of  Castle  Stiui 

(Earl  of  Moray.) 
Alan    Plantagenet    Lord     Stewart     i 

Garlies.     (Earl  of  Galloway.) 
James  George  Henry  Lord  Saltereton 

(Earl  of  Courtouin.) 
William     Lord     Brodrick.        ( YUcw 

Midleton.) 
Augustus  Cholmondeley  Lord  Calthorp 
Peter  Robert  Lord  Gwydir. 
Charles   Robert    Lord    Carrington.    (J 

another  Place  a»  Lord   CkanAerlM 

of  the  Household.) 
William  Henry  Lord  Bolton. 
Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilford. 
Thomas  Lord  Ribblesdale. 
John  William  Lord  Dunsany.     (£'«* 

for  Ireland.) 
Edward      Donough      Lord      Inchiqa 

(Elected  for  Ireland.) 
William  Charles  Lord  Carbery.  (Eleci 

for  Ireland.) 
Johu    Thomas    William    Lord    Mas 

(Elected for  Ireland.) 
Hamilton    Matthew    Fitzmaurice    L 

Muskerry.     (Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Francis  William  Lord  Kilmaiue.  (Elei 

for  Ireland.) 
Charles  Mark  Lord  Headley.     (Elei 

for  Ireland.) 
Edward  Henry  Churchill  Lord  Crof 

(Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Hercules      Edward      Lord       Lsngf 

(Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Dayrolles      Blakeney      Lord      Ven 

(Elected  for  Ireland.) 
Henry     O'Callaghan      Lord     Donal 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 


SPIRITUAL  AND   TEMPORAL. 


balloner   Henry    Lord    Clarina. 
ed  for  Ireland^ 

nry  Lord  Loftus.     {Marqueis  of 

Lord    Carysfort.         {Earl    of 
fort.) 

%alph  Lord  Abercromby. 

Towry   Hamilton    Lord  Ellen- 

?h. 

s  Frederick  Arthur  Lord  Sandys. 

orth  Lord  Sheffield.       {Earl  of 
dd.) 

Macuaghten  Lord  Erskine. 
John  Lord  Monteagle.      {Mar- 
of  Sliffo.) 

Arthur  William  Patrick  Hastings 
iranard.     {Earl  of  Granard.) 

Lord  Gardner. 

omas  Lord  Manners. 

drian    Louis    Lord     Hopetoun. 

of  Hopetoun,) 

Lord   Meldnim.      {Marquess  of 

Igerton  Lord  Grinstead.  {Earl  of 
killen.) 

Hale  John  Charles  Lord  Foxford. 
of  Limerick.) 

Albert     Francis   Charles    Lord 
liill. 

lobert  Canning  Lord  Harris. 

Charles    Edward    Lord    Col- 

r. 

rg  Henry  Lord  Ker.    {Marquess 
hian.) 

•"rancis    Lord  Minster.      {Mar- 
Conyiigham.) 

dward  William  Theobald  Lord 

de.     {Marquess  of  Ormonde.) 

Richard  Lord  Wemyss.    {Earl  of 

ss.) 

ange  Lord  Clanbrassill.      {Earl 
few.) 

Lord     Silchester.       {Earl    of 
7rd.) 

ly  John  Eyre  Lord'  Oriel.  (  Vis- 

Massereene.) 

rd  Delamere. 


Orlando  Watkin  Weld  Lord  Forester. 
John  William  Lord  Rayleigh. 
Edric  Frederic  Lord  Gifford. 
Hubert  George  Lord  Somerhill.      {Mar- 
quess of  Clanricarde.) 

James  Ludovic  Lord  Wigan.     {Earl  of 
Crawford.) 

Uchter  John  Mark  Lord  Ranfurly, 
{Earl  of  Ranfurly.) 

John  Byrne  Leicester  Lord  De  Tabley. 
Charles   Stuart  Henrv  Lord  Tenterden. 
William  Conyngham  Lord  Plunket. 
William  Frederick  Lord  Heytesbury. 

Archibald  Philip  Lord  Rosebery.  {Earl 
of  Rosebery.)  {In  another  Place  as 
Lord  President  of  the  Council.) 

Richard  James  Lord  Clanwilliam.  {Earl 
of  Clanwilliam.) 

William  Draper  Mortimer  Lord  Wynford. 
Charles  Gore  Lord  Kilmarnock.  {Earl 
•     of  Erroll.) 

Arthur  James  Francis  Lord  FingalU 
{Earl  of  Fingall.) 

William  Philip  Lord  Sefton.  {Earl  of 
Sefton.) 

Charles  Lord  Clements.  {Earl  of 
Leitrim.) 

Thomas  Lord  Kenlis.  {Marquess  of 
Headfort.) 

Reginald  Lord  Cha worth.  {Earl  of 
Meath.) 

Charles  Adolphus  Lord  Dunmore.  {Earl 
of  Dunmore.) 

Augustus  Frederick  George  Warwick 
Lord  Poltimore. 

Llewelyn  Nevlll  Vaughan  Lord  Mostyn. 

Henry  Spencer  Lord  Templemore. 

Valentine  Frederick  Lord  Cloncurry. 

James  St.  Vincent  Lord  Do  Saumarez. 

Thomas  Lord  Denman. 

James  Yorke  MacGregor  Lord  Abinger. 

Philip  Lord  De  L'Isle  and  Dudley. 

Francis  Denzil  Edward  Lord  Ash- 
burton. 

Edward  George  Percy  Lord  Hathertoa. 


BOLL   OP   THE  LORDS 


Arcbibald      BrabaBon      Spurow     Lord 

Worlingham.  (Earl  of  Goiford.) 
Hallybnrton  George  Lord  Stntheden. 
Geoffrey  Dominick   Augastua  Frederick 

Lord  Oruimore  aod  Browne.  {Elected 

for  Ireland.) 
Simon  Joseph  Lotd  Lovat. 
William  Bateman  Lord  Bateman. 
Algentou     Hawkiug      Tbomoad      Lord 

Kintore,  {Earl  of  Kintore.) 
George  Pouaouby  Lord  Lismore.    (Fi*- 

cownt  Litmore.) 
Derrick    Waruer   William   Lord    Boas- 

Robert   Shaplaod  Geot^e   Julian  Lord 

Carew. 
Cbarlee  Frederick  Asbley  Co«per  Lord 

De  Mauley. 
Arthur  Lord  Wrottealey. 
Cbarlee  Douglas  Richard  Lord  Sudeley, 
Paul  Sanford  Lord  Methueo. 
Hetir;  Edward  John   Lord    Stanley    of 

Alderley. 
William  Heury  Lord  Leigh. 
Beiiby  Lord  Wenlock. 
William  Lord  Lurgan. 
Thomas    Spring     Lord     Mont  eagle     of 

Brandon. 
John  Reginald  Upton  Lord  Seaton. 
John  Manley  Arbutbnot  Lord  Keane. 
John  Lord  Oxenfoord.    {Earl  of  Stair.) 
George  Crcepigny  Brabazoo  Lord  Vivian. 
Heury  William  Lord  Congleton. 
Victor  Alexander  Lord  Elgin.     {Earl  of 

Elgin  and  Kincardine.) 
Thomas  Moiitagiic  Morrison  Lord  Truro, 
Arthur  Lord  De  Freyue, 
Edward       Biirtenshaw       Lord       Saiut 

Leonards. 
George  Fitz-Koy  Henry  Lord  Raglau. 
Valentine     Augustus     Lord      Kenmare. 

{Earl  ofKenmare.) 
H  enry  Lord  Helper. 
Richard  Wogau   Lord  Talbot  de  Mala- 

Robert  Wellesley  Lord  Ebury, 


Charles  ComptOD  William  Lord  Ch 
Frederic  Augustus  Lord  Chelmafo 
John  Lord  Cbureton. 
Henry  Lord  Leconfield. 
Wilbraham  Lord  Egerton. 
Godfrey  Charles  Lord  Tredegar, 
Fitz  Patrick  Henry  Lord  Lyveden 
Henry    Charles    Lord    Broughan 

Vaux. 
Arthur  Fitz-Gerald  Lord  Kinnaini 
Richard  Luttreil  Pilkiugton  Lord 

Francis  William  Fitsfaardinge  Lon 

hardiuge. 
Luke  Lord  Annaly. 
Robert  Offley  Ashburton  Lord  Hon 
John     Gaspard     Le     UarchaDt 

Rom  illy. 
James  Herbert  Gustavus  Meredytl 

Ueredyth.  (Lord  Athlitnmey.) 
Windham    Thomas  Lord  Eenry. 

of  Dunraven  and  Mount-Earl. 
Charles  Stanley  Lord  MoDck.  {Ft 

Monch.) 
John    Major  Lord    Hartiamera. 

Henniker.) 
Hedworlh  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 
George  Shollo  Gordou  Lord  Penri 
Gustavus     Russell     Lord     Brant 

(  Viscount  Boi/ne.) 
John  Henry  Lord  Kesteven. 
Arthur  Lord  Ormathwaite. 
Edward  Lord  O'Neill. 
Robert  William  Lord  Napier. 
Jeuico    William  Joseph    Lord  G< 

Btou.  {Viscount  Gortnanston.) 
Thomas       Kane      Lord      Rathd< 

(Elected  for  Ireland.) 
John  HamOton  Lord  Lawrence. 
James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 
Johu  Lord  Dunning.     (Lord  Boli 
James     Lord      Bali  u  bard.       (£■ 

Soutkesk.) 
William  Lord  Hare.    (Earl  of  Li* 
Francis  Edward  Lord  Howard  ct 

sop. 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAL. 
Bernard  Edward  Bamaby  Lord  Castle-  !  Arthur  Oliver  Villiers  Lord  AmpthilL 


town. 

John  Emerich  Edward  Lord  Acton. 
Thomas  Charles  Lord  Robartes. 
Frederick  Lord  Wolverton, 
Algernon  William  Fulke  Lord  Greville. 
Thomas  Towneley  Lord  O'Hagan. 
William  Lord  Sandhurst. 
Francis  Lord  Ettrick.     {Lord  Napier.) 
James   Charles   Herbert   Welbore  Ellis 

Lord     Somerton.       {Earl    of    Nor- 

manton,) 

Henry  Austin  Lord  Aberdare. 
James  Lord  Moncreiff. 
John  Duke  Lord  Coleridge. 
William  Lord  Emly. 

Chichester  Samuel  Lord  Carlingford. 
{Lord  Clermont.) 

Thomas  Francis  Lord  Cottesloe. 

Herbert  Perrott  Murray  Lord  Hampton. 

Charles  Alexander  Lord  Douglas.  {Earl 
of  Home.) 

Arthur  George  Maule  Lord  Ramsay. 
{Earl  of  Dalhoune,) 

John  Henry  Lord  Fermanagh.  {Earl 
Erne.) 

William  Richard  Lord  Harlech. 

Henry  Gerard  Lord  A  ling  ton. 

Wilbraham  Frederic  Lord  Tollemache. 

William  Cansfield  Lord  Gerard. 

Lionel  Sackville  Lord  Sackville. 

Colin  Lord  Blackburn. 

Charles  Bowyer  Lord  Norton. 

Percy  Lord  Shute.  {Viscount  Barring- 
ton.) 

William  Lord  Watson.  {A  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary.) 

Lawrence  Hesketh  Lord  Haldon. 

Ivor  Bertie  Lord  Wimborne. 

Arthur  Edward  Lortl  Ardilaun. 

Charles  Wallace  Afexander  Napier  Lord 

Laming  ton. 
Charles  Frederick  Lord  Douington, 
Arthur  Edwin  Lord  Trevor. 
Montagu  WUliam  Lord  Rowton. 
Bdward  Lord  Brabourne. 


William  Montagu  Lord  Tweeddale. 
{Marqtiess  of  Tweeddale.) 

William  Ulick  Tristram  Lord  Howth, 
{Earl  of  Howth.) 

Donald  James  Lord  Reay. 

Harcourt  Lord  Derwent. 

Henry  James  Lord  Hothfield. 

Edward  Lord  Tweedmouth.  {In  another 
Place  as  Lord  Privy  Seal.) 

Frederick  Beauchamp  Paget  Lord 
Alcester. 

Hallam  Lord  Tennyson. 

James  Lord  Strathspey.     {Earl  of  Sea» 
field.) 

John  George  Lord  Monk  Bretton. 

Walter  Henry  Lord  Northbourne. 

Arthur  Saunders  William  Charles  Fox 
Lord  Sudley.     {Earl  of  Arran.) 

John  Robert  William  Lord  de  VesoL 
(  Viscount  de  Vesci.) 

Marmaduke  Francis  Lord  Herries. 

Hardinge  Stanley  Lord  Halsbury. 

Mervyu  Edward  Lord  Powerscourt* 
{In  another  Place  as  Viscount  Powert" 
court.) 

Anthony  Henley  Lord  Northington. 
{Lord  Henley.) 

Nathaniel  Mayer  Lord  Rothschild. 

Edward  Charles  Lord  Revelstoke. 

Robert  Lord  Monks  well. 

Arthur  Lord  Hobhouse. 

Ralph  Robert  Wheeler  Lord  Lingen, 

Edward  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Rowland  Lord  Saint  Oswald. 

Robert  James  Lord  Wantage. 

William  Baliol  Lord  Esher. 

Robert  Wilfrid  Lord  Deramore. 

Henry  John  Lord  Montagu  of  Beaulieu, 

Sidney  Herbert  Lord  Elphinstone. 

Charles  John  Lord  Colville  of  Culross. 

Farrer  Lord  Herschell.  {In  another 
Place  as  Lord  High  Chancellor.) 

Charles  Henry  Lord  Hillingdon. 

Samuel  Charles  Lord  Hindlip. 

Edmund  Lord  Grimthorpe. 


LIST     OF     THE     COMMONS. 


THE    NAMES     OF    MEMBERS 


Returned  to  serve  in  the  Twenty-fifth  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  summoned  to  meet  at 
Westminster  the  Fourth  Day  of  August,  One  Thousand  Eight 
Hundred  and  Ninety  Two,  as  by  the  several  Returns  filed  in  thb- 
Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  appears. 
Corrected  to  the  meeting  of  the  Parliament  on  the  Twelfth 
Day  of  March,  One  Thousand  Eight  Hundred  and  Ninety  Four. 


BEDFORD. 

Northern,  or  Biggleswade  Division, 
George  William  Erskine  Russell. 

Southern,  or  Luton  Division, 
Howard  Whitbread. 

BEDFORD  BOROUGH. 
Samuel  Whitbread. 

< 

BERKS. 

Northern,  or  Abingdon  Division, 
Philip  Wroughtoii. 

'    Southern,  or  Newbury  Division, 
William  George  Mount. 

Eastern,  or  Wokingham  Division, 
Sir  George  Russell,  bt. 

READING  BOROUGH. 
GrBorge  William  Palmer. 

WINDSOR  (NEW)  BOROUGH. 
Francis  Tress  Barry. 

BUCKS. 

Northern,  or  Buckingham  Division 
Herbert  Samuel  Leon. 

MiDy  or  Aylesbury  Division, 
Baron  Ferdinand  James  de  Rothschild. 

Southern,  or  Wycombe  Division, 
Viscount  Curzon.  • 


CAMBRIDGE. 

Northern,  or  Wisbech  Division, 
Hod.  Arthur  George  Brand. 

Western,  or  Chesterton  Division, 
Hugh  Edward  Hoare. 

Eastern,  or  Newmarket  Division, 
George  Newnes. 

.  CAMBRIDGJS  UNIVERSITY. 
Ricliard  Claverhouse  Jebb, 
Right  Hon.  Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst. 

CAMBRIDGE  BOROUGH. 
Robert  Uniaeke  Penrose  Fitz Gerald. 

CHESTER. 

WiRRAL  Division, 

Lt.-Colonel  Edward   Thomas  Davenant 
Cottou-Jodrell. 

Eddisbury  Division, 
Henry  James  Tollemache. 

Macclesfield  Division, 
William  Bromley-Davenport. 

Crewe  Division, 
Walter  Stowe  Bright  McLaren. 

NoRTHWicn  Division, 
John  Tomlinsou  Brunner. 

Altrinciiam  Division, 
Coningsby  Ralph  Disraeli. 
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Chester — coni. 

Hyde  Division, 
Joseph  Watson  Sidebotham. 

Knutsford  Division, 
Hod.  Alan  de  Tatton  Egerton. 

BIRKENHEAD  BOROUGH. 
Viscount  Buiy. 

CHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Robert  Armstrong  Yerburgh. 

STOCKPORT  BOROUGH. 
Joseph  Leigh, 
George  Whiteley. 

CORNWALL. 
Western,  or  St,  Ives  Division, 
Thomas  Bedford  Bolitho. 

North-Westbrn,  or  Camborne  Divi- 
sion, 
Charles  Augustus  Yansittart  Conjbeare. 

Truro  Division, 
John  Charles  Williams. 

Mid,  or  St.  Austell  Division, 
William  Alexander  McArthur. 

South-Eastern,  or  Bodmin  Division. 
Rt.  Hon.  Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

North-Eastern,  of  Launceston 
Division. 
Thomas  Owen. 

PENRYN  and  FALMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
William  George  Cavendish  Bentinck. 

CUMBERLAND. 

Northern,  or  Eskdale  Division, 
Robert  Andrew  Allison. 

Mid,  or  Penrith  Division, 
James  William  Lowther. 

Cockermouth  Division, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt. 

Western,  or  Egremont  Division, 
David  Ainsworth. 

CARLISLE  BOROUGH. 
William  Court  Gully. 

WHITEHAVEN  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Shepherd  Little. 


{COMMONS,  1894} 


Members, 
DERBY. 

High  Peak  Division, 
William  Sidebottom. 

North-Eastern  Division, 
Thomas  Dolling  Bolton. 

Chesterfield  Division, 
Thomas  Bajlej. 

Western    Division, 
Victor  Christian  William  Cavendish. 

Mid  Division, 
James  Alfred  Jacobj. 

Ilkeston  Division, 
Sir  Balthazar  Walter  Foster. 

Southern  Division, 
Harrington  Evans  Broad. 

DERBY  BOROUGH. 
Rt.  Hon.  Sir  William  George  Gran^ 

Yenables  Vernon  Harcourt,  kt.. 
Sir  Thomas  Roe,  kt. 

DEVON. 

Eastern,  or  Honiton  Divisioir, 
Sir  John  Henrj  Kennawaj,  hU 

North-Eastern,   or   Tivertok 
Division, 
Colonel  Sir  WiUiam  Hood  Walrond,  I 

Northern,  or  South  Molton  Divisi 
George  Lambert. 

North-Western,  or  Barnstapli 
Division, 
Alfred  Billson. 

Western,  or  Tavistock  Dmsioi 
Hugh  Courtenay  Fownes  Luttrell, 

Southern,  or  Totnes  Divisiok, 
Francis  Bingham  Mildmaj. 

Torquay  Division, 
Richard  Mallock. 

Mid,  or  Ashburton  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Seale-Hajne. 

DEVONPORT  BOROUGH. 
Hudson  E.  Eearlej, 
Edward  J.  C.  Morton* 


L%$i  of 
r — cant, 

BXRTER  BOROUGH. 
lit  Henry  Stafford  Northcote,  bt., 


Memberi. 


PLYMOUTH   BOROUGH. 
Iward  George  Clarke,  kt. 

illiam  George  Pearce,  bt. 


DORSET. 

Northern  Division, 
Kenelm  Digby  Wingfield-Digby. 

Eastern  Division, 
Elamphrey  Napier  Sturt. 

Southern  Division, 
m  Ernest  Brymer. 

Western  Division, 
'  Richard  Farquharson. 

DURHAM. 

Jarrow  Division, 
barles  Mark  Palmer,  bt. 

oughton-le-Spring  Division, 
in  Henry  Thomas  Fenwick. 

hester-le-Street  Division, 
imes  Joicey,  bt. 

North-Western  Division, 
jllyn  Archer  Atherley- Jones. 

Mid  Division, 
Wilson. 

South-Eastern  Division, 
h  Richardson. 

hsHOP  Auckland  Division, 
3  Mellor  Paulton. 

Barnard  Castle  Division, 
>seph  Whitwell  Pease,  bt. 

DARLINGTON  BOROUGH, 
heodore  Fry,  bt. 

DURHAM  BOROUGH, 
lew  A.  Fowler. 

GATESHEAD  BOROUGH, 
im  Allan. 

A.RTLEP00L8  (THE)  BOROUGH, 
topher  Furness. 
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SOUTH  SHIELDS  BOROUGH. 
James  Cochran  Stevenson. 

STOCKTON  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Wrightson. 

SUNDERLAND  BOROUGH. 
Samuel  Storey, 
Edward  Temperley  Gourley. 


South-Western,  or  Walthamstow 

Division, 
Edmund  Widdrington  Byrne. 

Southern,  or  Romford  Division, 
James  Theobald. 

Western,  or  Epping  Division, 
Lt.-Col.  Amelius  RichardMark  Lockwood. 

Northern,  or  Saffron  Walden 
Division, 
Herbert  Colstoun  Gardner.  - 

North-Eastern,  or  Harwich  Division, 
James  Round. 

Eastern,  or  Maldon  Division, 
Cyril  Joseph  Settle  Dodd. 

Mid,  or  Chelmsford  Division, 
Thomas  Usborne. 

South-Eastern  Division, 
Major  Frederic  Came  Rasch. 

COLCHESTER    BOROUGH. 
Captain  Herbert  S.  Naylor  Leyland. 

WEST    HAM    BOROUGH. 
North  DividoTiy 
Thomas  Newcomen  Archibald  Grove. 

South  Division^ 
James  Keir-Hardie. 


GLOUCESTER. 

Mid,  or  Stroud  Division, 
David  Brynmor  Jones. 

Northern,  or  Tewkesbury  Division, 
Sir  John  Edward  Dorington,  bt. 
Eastern,  or  Cirencester  Division, 

Harry  Lawson  Webster  Lawson. 


Littof 
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Gloccest  er — eotU, 

FoKEST  OF  Dean  Division, 
Rt.     Hon.      Sir     Charles      Wentwortli 
Dilke,  bt. 

SOUTHEKS,  orTltDRSBLRV  DIVISION, 

Charles    Edward     Hungerford      Atbole 
ColstoD. 

BRISTOL    BOROUGH. 
fFext  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Sir    Michael  Edward   Hicks- 
Beach,  bt. 

NorlA  Divititm. 
Charles  Townsend. 

Eatl  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Dodge  Weston,  kt. 

South  Division, 
Colonel  Sir  Edward  Stock  Hill,  K.C.B. 

CHELTENHAM    BORODOH. 
James  Tyutc  Agg-Gardoer. 

QLGUCKSTER    BORODGH. 
Thomas  Robinsou. 


HANTS. 
Northern,  or  Basingstoke  Division. 
Arthur  Frederick  Jeffreys. 

Western,  or  Andoveb  Division, 
William  Wither  Bramston  Beach. 
Eastern,  or  Petersfield  Division, 
WiUiam  Wickham. 

SorTiiEH.v,  or  Fareiiah  Division, 
Gctieral  Sir  Frolerick  Wellington  John 
FitzWygraro,  bt. 

New  Forest  Division, 
Hon.    John    Walter    Edward    Douglas 
Scotl-Huutagu. 

CHBISTCHURCH    BORdCGH. 
Abel  Henry  Smith. 

I'ORTHMOCTH   BOROUGH. 
John  Baker, 
Waller  Owen  Clough. 

.^OUTHAMI'TON   BOROUGH. 
Tanker ville  Chainberlayne, 
Sir  Francis  Henry  Evans,  K.C.M.G. 
WINCHESTER  BOROUGH.     ' 
William  Henry  Myers.  i 


HEREFORD. 

Northern,  or  Leominster  Di 
James  Rankin. 

Southern,  or  Ross  Diviitio 
Michael  Biddulph. 

HEREFORD   BOROUGH. 
Charles  Wallwyn  Rstl.'lifTe  Cook< 

HERTFORD. 
Northern,  or  Hitchin  Divii 
George  Bickersteth  Hudson. 

Eastern,  or  Hert^'ord  Divh 
Abel  Smith. 

Mid,  or  St.  Albax's  Divisi 
Vicary  Gibbs. 

Western,  or  Watford  Divi; 
Thomas  Frederick  Halsey. 


HUNTINGDON. 
SoiTTHERS,  or  Hdstingdon  Di 
Arthur  Hugh  Smith-Barry. 

Northern,  or  Racket  Divh 
Hon.  Ailwyn  Edwanl  Fellowee. 


ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Sir  Richard  Everard  Webster,  k( 


KENT. 
Western,  or  Sevenoaks  Div 
Henry  William  Forsler. 

Nortii-Westehn,  or  Darti 
Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyk 
Solth-Western.  or  Tinbr 
Division, 
Arthur  S.  T.  Griffith-Boscawen, 
Mid.  or  Mei.wav  Divisi. 
Lt.-Col.  Charles  Edward  Wanle, 
Nouth-Eastern,  or  FaVER: 
Division, 
Hon.     Herbert      Thomas      Km 
Hugessen. 

Southern,  or  Ashkokd  Div 
Laurence  Hardy. 
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TERN,  or  St.  Augustine's  Division, 
Hon.  Aretas  Akers-Douglas.- 

IsLE  OP  Thanet  Division, 
Hon.  James  Lowther. 

CANTERBURY  BOROUGH. 
iQ  Henniker  Heaton. 

CHATHAM  BOROUGH. 
3nel  Lewis  Vivian  Loyd. 

DBPTFORD  BOROUGH, 
krles  John  Darling. 

DOVER  BOROUGH. 
)rge  Wyndham. 

GRAVESEND  BOROUGH, 
(les  Dampier  Palmer. 

GREENWICH  BOROUGH. 
3mas  William  Boord. 

HYTHB  BOROUGH. 
Edward  William  Watkin,  bt. 

LEWISHAM  BOROUGH, 
in  Penn. 

MAIDSTONE  BOROUGH, 
incis  Stanley  Wykeham  Cornwallis. 

ROCHESTER  BOROUGH, 
icouut  Cranborne. 

WOOLWICH  BOROUGH, 
louel  Edwin  Hughes. 

LANCASTER. 
North  Lancashire. 

NOKTII    LO-VSDALE    DlVISIOX, 

illiam  Smith. 

LA^'CASTER  Division, 
mes  Williamson. 

Blackpool  Division, 
.  Hon.  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  bt. 

CuoRLEY  Division, 
BUt.-Geueral  Handle  Joseph  Feilden, 
C.M.G. 

H <Nrih-Eait  Lanoaahire. 
Darwen  Division, 
laries  Philip -Huntington. 
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Lancaster — cont. 

Clitheroe  Division, 
Rt.    Hon.    Sir    Ughtred    James    Kay- 
Shuttleworth,  ht. 

AccRiNGTON  Division, 
Joseph  Francis  Leese. 

Rossendale  Division, 
John  Henry  Maden. 

Soufh-East  Lancashire 

Westhoughton  Division, 

Lord  Edward  George  Villiers  Stanley. 

Hetwood  Division, 
Thomas  Snape. 

Middleton  Division, 
Charles  Henry  Hopwood. 

Radcliffe-cum-Farnworth  Division, 
Robert  Leake. 

Ecoles  Division, 
Henry  John  Roby. 

Stretford  Division, 
John  William  Macliirc. 

Gorton  Division, 
William  Mather. 

Prestwich  Division, 
Robert  Gray  Cornish  Mowbray. 

8onfh-West  Lancashire. 

SouTHPORT  Division, 

Hon.  George  Nathaniel  Curzon. 

ORMaKiRK  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Arthur  Bower  Forwood, 

BOOTLE  DivisipN, 
Lieut.-Colonel  Thomas  Myles  Sandys. 

WiDNES  Division, 
John  Saunders  Gilliat. 

Newton  Division, 
Hon.  Thomas  Wodehouse  Legh. 

Ince  Division, 
Samuel  Woods. 

Leigh  Division, 
Caleb  Wright. 

A8HT0N-UNDBR.LYNE  BOROUGH. 
John  Edmund  Wentworth  Addison. 


i.itof 
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Lancastkb — cont. 

BAREOW-IN-FnaMESS  BOBOUQH. 
Charlei  WUliun  Cayxer. 

BLACEBUBN  BOBODQH. 
William  Heniy  Hornby, 
William  Coddington. 

BOLTON  BOBOUQH. 
HerWt  Shepherd-CroBs, 
Colonel  Hon.  Francis  Charles   Bridge* 
man. 

BUBNLBT  BOBODQH. 
Hon.  Philip  James  Stanhope. 
BDBY  BOBOUQH. 
Bt.  Hon.  Sir  Henry  James,  kt. 
LIVERPOOL  BOBOUQH. 
KirkdaU  Divititm, 
Sir     George      Smytb      Baden-Powell, 
K.C.M.G. 

fValton  DiviMton, 
James  Henry  Stock. 

Everlon  Divinon, 
John  Archibald  Willox. 

Weat  Derby  Division, 
Walter  Hume  Long. 

Scotland  Division, 
Thomas  Power  O'Connor. 

Exchange  Dininon, 
Ralph  Neville. 

Abercrotfiby  Division, 
William  Frederick  Lawrence. 

East  Toxteth  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

fFeit  Toxteth  Division, 
Robert  Patereon  Houaton. 

MANCHK8TBB  BOROUGH. 
North-  If'est  Division, 
Sir  William  Henry  Houldsworth,  bt. 

JVorth  Division, 
Charles  Ernest  Schwann. 

Nurlh-Eatt  Division, 
Kt.    Hon.     Sir    .Tames    Fergusson,    ht., 
G.C.S.I. 


Lancastbb — eont. 

East  Division, 
Rt.  Hon,  Arthur  James  Balfonr. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Enfield  Boacoe,  kt. 

Sotak-ffeit  Division, 
Jacob  Bright. 

OLDHAH  BOBOUQH. 
Joshua  Milne  Cheetbam. 
Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Tomlinsoo 
K.C.B. 

PEBSTON  BOROUGH. 
Robert  William  Haubury, 
William  Edward  Murray  Tomlii 
BOCHDALB  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

SALFORD  BOBODQH. 
North  Division, 
William  Henry  Holland. 

West  Division, 
Lees  Knowles. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Hoyle  Howortb,  E.C, 
BT.  HELENS  BOBODQH. 
Henry  Seton-Karr. 

8TALTBRIDOE  BORODOB 
Tom  Harrop  Sidebottom. 

WARRINGTON  BORODOH 
Robert  Fierpoint. 

WIGAN  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Francis  Sharp  Powell,  bt. 


LEICESTER. 
Eastern,  or  Meltom  Divis 
Marquess  of  Granby. 

Mid,  or  Loughborouuh  Div 

Jabez  Edward  Johuaoo-Fergusoi 

Westerx,  or  BoswoRTH  Div 

Charles  Benjamin  Bright  McLar 

SOCTQERK,  or   HAKBOROUflH    D 

John  William  Logan. 

LEICESTER  BORODQB. 
James  Allaoson  Picton, 
Sir  James  Whitehead,  bt. 


List  of 

LINCOLN. 

West    Lindsey,   or   Gainsboro' 
Division, 

Joseph  Beunett. 

North  Linpset,  or  Brigq  Division, 
Samuel  Danks  Waddj. 

East  Lindsey,  or  Louth  Division, 
Robert  William  Perks. 

South  Lindsey,  or  Horncastle 
Division, 

Lord  Willoughby  d*£resbj. 

North  Kesteven,  or    Sleaford 
Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 

South  Kesteven,  or  Stamford 
Division, 
Henry  John  Cokayne  Cast. 

Holland,  or  Spalding  Division, 
Halley  Stewart. 

BOSTON  borough. 
Sir  William  James  Ingram,  bt. 

GRANTHAM  BOROUGH. 
Henry  Yarde  Bailer  Lopes. 

GREAT   GRIMSBY    BOROUGH. 
Rt.  Hon.  Edward  Heneage. 

LINCOLN  BOROUGH. 
William  Crosfield. 

MIDDLESEX. 

Enfield  Division, 

Captain  Henry  Ferryman  Bowles. 

Tottenham  Division, 
Joseph  Howard. 

HoRNSET  Division, 
Henry  Charles  Stephens. 

Harrow  Division, 
William  Ambrose. 

Ealing  Division, 
Kt.  Hon.  Lord  George  Francis  Hamilton. 

Brentford  Division, 
James  Bigwood. 

UxBRiDOE  Division, 
Sir  Frederick  Dixon  Dizoo-Hartland,  bt. 
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Middlesex— ron/. 

BBTHNAL  GRBBN  BOROUGH. 
Norih*Ea9i  Divtnon^ 
George  Howell. 

South'  West  Division^ 
Edward  Hare  PickersgUL 

CHELSEA  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Algernon  Whitmore. 

FINSBURY  BOROUGH. 
Holhorn  Division^ 
Sir  Charles  Hall,  K.C.M.G. 

Central  Division^ 
Dadabhai  Xaoroji. 

East  DivisioUy 
James  Rowlands. 

FULHAM  BOROUGH. 
William  Hayes  Fisher. 

HACKNEY  BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
William  Robert  Bousfield. 

Central  Division^ 
Sir  Andrew  Richard  Scoble,  K.C.S.I. 

South  Division^ 
Sir  Charles  Russell,  kt. 

HAMMERSMITH   BOROUGH. 

Major-General  Walter  Tuckfield  Golds- 
worthy. 

HAMPSTEAD   BOROUGH. 
Edward  Brodie  Hoare. 

ISLINGTON   BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
George  Christopher  Trout  Hartley. 

West  Division^ 
Thomas  Lough. 

East  Division^ 
Benjamin  Louis  Cohen. 

South  Division^ 
Sir  Albert  Kaye  Rollit,  kt. 

KENSINGTON  BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
Frederick  Charlwood  Frye. 
[e2] 
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Membert. 


Middlesex — Kensington  Boto' — ci 

South  Divition, 
Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  bt. 

LONDON    DNIVBB8ITT. 
Bt.  Hon.  Sir  Joha  Lubbock,  bt. 

UARTLEBONE  BORODQH. 
Eatt  Diviiion, 
Bdmnnd  Boulnois. 

We»t  Divition, 
Sir  Frederick  Sosger  Hunt,  bt. 

PADDINOTON   BOBOnOH. 
North  Division, 
John  Aird. 

South  DiviiioTt, 
Bt.  Hon,  Lord  Randolph  Henry  Spencer 
Churchill. 

ST.  OEORQE'S.  HANOVEB  SQUARE. 
Bt.  Hon.  George  Joachim  Goscheu. 
ST.  PANCRA8  BORODQH. 
North  Division, 
Thomas  Henry  Bolton. 

East  Divition, 
Robert  Grant  Webater. 

fVest  Division, 
Hemy  Robert  Graham. 

South  Division, 
.Sir  Julian  Goldamid,  bt. 

SHORE  DITCH  BOROUGH. 
Hoxton  Division, 
James  Stuart. 

Haggerston  Division, 
William  Randal  Cremer. 

STRAND    BOBOUOH. 

Hon.  William  Frederick  Danvera  Smith. 

TOWER  HAMLETS  BOBOUGH. 

Whitechapel  Division, 

Samuel  Montagu. 

St.  George's  Division, 
■John  Williams  Benn. 

Limekouse  Division, 
John  Stewart  Wallace. 

Mile  End  Division, 
Spencer  Cbarrington. 


Middlesex — Tower    HwnleU   Boro'- 
eont. 

Stepney  Division, 
Frederick  Wootton  Isaacson. 

Bow  and  Bromley  Division, 
John  Archibald  Murray  MacdonaJd. 

Poplar  Division, 
Sydney  Charles  Buxton. 

WESTMINSTER    BOROUGH. 
William     Lehmann      Ashmead-Binle 
Burdett-Coutts. 

LONDON    CITY. 
Sir  Reginald  Hanson,  bt., 
Alban  George  Henry  Gibbs. 


MONMOUTH. 

NORTHBRIf   DlTISION, 

Thomas  Phillips  Price. 

WeSTSKX     DlViSlOM, 

Cornelius  Marshall  Warmington. 

SouTHEBS  Division, 
Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay  Morgan, 

ttONMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Albert  Spicer. 


NORFOLK. 

North-Westekx  Division, 
Joseph  Arch. 

South-western  Division, 
Thomas  Leigh  Hare. 

Northern  Division, 
Herbert  Hardy  Cozens-Hardy. 
Eastern  Divisiox, 
Robert  John  Price. 

Mid  Division, 
Clement  Higgins. 

Southern  Divisio.v, 
Francis  Taylor. 

GREAT  YARMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
James  Marshall  Moorsom. 

KING'S  LYNN  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Gibson  Bowles. 

NORWICH  BOROUGH. 
Samuel  Hoare, 
Jeremiah  JBOoee  Colman. 
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NORTHAMPTON. 
Northern  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Burghlej. 

Eastern  Division, 
Francis  Allston  ChanniDg. 

Mid  Division, 
Hon.  Charles  Robert  Spencer. 

Southern  Division, 
David  Cliarles  Guthrie. 

NORTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 
Henry  Labouchere, 
Moses  Philip  Manfield. 

PETERBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Alphens  Cleophas  Morton. 

NORTHUMBERLAND. 

Wansbeck  Division, 
Charles  Fen  wick. 

Tyneside  Division, 
Joseph  Albert  Pease. 

Hexham  Division, 

Miles  Maclnnes. 

Berwick-upon-Tweed  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Grey,  bt. 

MORPETH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Burt. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Frederick  Hamond, 
Rt.  Hon.  John  Morley. 

TYNEMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Richard  Sim  Donkin. 

NOTTINGHAM. 

Bassetlaw  Division, 
Sir  Frederick  George  Milner,  bt. 

Newark  Division, 
Viscount  Newark. 

RusHCLiFFE  Division, 
John  Edward  Ellis. 

Mansfield  Division, 
John  Carvell  Williams. 

NOTTINGHAM  BOROUGH. 
We»t  Division^ 
Colonel  Charles  Seely. 

Ea$i  Division^ 
Bt.  Hon*  Arnold  Morley. 

South  DivisioHy 
Henry  Smith  Wright. 


Mttkbers, 

OXFORD. 

Northern,  or  Banbury  Division, 
Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson,  bt. 

Mid,  or  Woodstock  Division, 
Godfrey  Rathbone  Benson. 

Southern,  or  Henley  Division, 
Hon.  Francis  Parker. 

OXFORD  uiJIVERSlTY. 
Rt.   Hon.    Sir  John   Robert   Mowbray, 

bt.,  D.C.L. 
John  Gilbert  Talbot,  D.C.L. 

OXFORD  BOROUGH. 
General  Sir  George  Tomkyns  Chesney, 
K.C/.B.,  C/.o.l.,  C/.I.xLi.,  R.ili. 
RUTLAND. 
George  Henry  Finch. 

SALOP. 

Western,  or  Oswestry  Division, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

Northern,  or  Newport  Division, 
*Col.  William  Slauey  Kenyon-Slaney. 
Mid,  or  Wellington  Division, 
Alexander  Hargreaves  Brown. 

Southern,  or  Ludlow  Division,. 
Robert  Jasper  More. 

SHREWSBURY  BOROUGH. 
Henry  David  Greene. 

SOMERSET. 
Northern  Division, 
Thomas  Courtenay  Theydon  Warner. 

Wells  Division, 
Colonel  Sir  Richard  Horner  Paget,  bt. 

Frome  Division, 
John  Emmott  Barlow. 

Eastern  Division, 
Henry  Hobhouse. 

Southern  Division, 
Edward  Strachey. 

Bridgewatbr   Division, 

Edward  James  Stanley. 

Western,  or  Wellington  Division, 
Capt.  Sir  A.  F.  Acland-Hood,  bt. 


i 


.i 
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BATH  BOROUGH. 
Colonel  Charles  Wjndham  Murraj, 
Edmond  Bobert  Wodehoiue. 

TAUNTON  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Alfred  Percj  Allaopp. 

STAFFORD. 

Lebk  Divisioir, 
Charles  Bill. 

Burton  Division, 
Sjdnej  Evershed. 

Western  Division, 
Hamar  Alfred  Bass. 

North-Western  Division, 
James  Heath. 

Lichfield  Division, 
Major  Leonard  Darwin. 

KiNGSWINFORD   DIVISION, 

Rt.  Hod.  Alexander  Staveley  Hill. 

Handsworth  Division, 

Sir  Henry  Mejsey  Meysej-Thompson^ 
bt. 

HANLEY  BOROUGH. 
William  Woodall. 

NKWCASTLE-UNDER-LYME  BOROUGH. 
William  Allen. 

STAFFORD  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Edward  Shaw. 

STOKE-U  PON-TRENT  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  George  Granville  Lereson-Gower. 

WALSALL  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Arthur  Divett  Hayter,  bt. 

WEDNESBURY  BOROUGH. 
Wilson  Lloyd. 

WEST  BROMWICH  BOROUGH. 
Ernest  Spencer. 

WOLVERHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

fVest  Division^ 
Sir  Alfred  Hickman,  kt. 

East  Division^ 
Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Hartley  Fowler. 

South  Division^ 
Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Pelham  Villiers.' 
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SUFFOLK. 

NORTHBBMV     or   LOWXSTOFT     DiVISIOK 

Harry  Seymour  Foster. 

North-Eastern,  or  Ete  Division, 
Francis  Seymour  Stevenson. 

North-Westbrn,  or  Stowm arket 
Division, 

Sydney  James  Stem. 

S0UTH9  or  Sudbury    Division, 

William  Cuthbert  Quilter. 

South-Eastbrk,    or  Woodbripgx 

Division, 

Robert  Lacey  Everett. 

BURY  ST.  EDMUNDS  BOROUOH. 
Viscount  Chelsea. 

IPSWICH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  bt.. 
Lord  Elcho. 

SURREY. 

North-Western,    or    Chertset 
Division, 

Charles  Harvey  Combe. 

South-Western,  or  Guildford 
Division, 
Hon.     William     St.     John      Fremant 
Brodrick. 

South-Eastern,  or  Reigate  Divisioi 
Hon.  Henry  Cubitt. 

Mid,  or  Epsom  Division, 
Thomas  Townsend  Bucknill. 

Kingston  Division, 
Sir  Richard  Temple,  bt.,  G.C.S.I. 

North-Eastern,  or  Wimbledon 
Division, 

Henry  Cosmo  Orme  Bonsor. 
BATTER8EA    and  CLAPHAM   BOROUGH. 

Battersea  Division^  ' 
John  Bums. 

Clapham  Division^ 

Percy  Melville  Thornton. 

CAMBERWELL  BOROUGH. 
North  Divisiofij 
Edward  Hodson  Bay  ley. 


LUfbf 
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jDtvtHon, 
Frederick  George  Banbury. 

Dulwick  Division^ 
Sir  John  Blnndell  Maple,  kt. 

CROYDON  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

LAMBETH  BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
Francis  Moses  Coldwells. 

Kennington  DivisUmy 
Mark  Hanburj  Beanfoj. 

Brixton  Divisionj 
Marquess  of  Carmartfaeu. 

Norwood  Division^ 
Charles  Ernest  Tritton. 

NEWINGTON  BOROUGH. 
fFest  Division^ 
Captain  Cecil  William  Norton. 

Walworth  Division^ 
William  Saunders. 

SOUTH  WARK  BOROUGH. 

West  Divisiofiy 

Richard  Knight  Causton. 

Rotherhithe  Divisiorij 
John  Gumming  Macdona. 

Bermondsey  Divisiony 
Reuben  Vincent  Barrow. 

WANDSWORTH  BOROUGH. 
Henry  Kimber. 

SUSSEX. 

NoRTH-WEdTERNjOr  Horsham  Division, 
John  Hey  wood  Johnstone. 

SoUTH-WEdTERX,  or  ChICUESTER 

Division, 

Rt.   Hon.  Lord  Walter  Charles  Gordon 
Lennox. 

.    NoRTH£RN,or EastGrinste adDivision, 

Hon,  Alfred  Erskine  Gathorue-Hardy. 


Sussex— con/. 

Mid,  or  Lewes  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Eastbourne  Division, 
Admiral  Edward  Field. 

Eastern,  or  Bye  Division, 
Arthur  Montagu  Brookfield. 

BRIGHTON    BOROITGH. 
Grerald  Walter  Erskine  Loder, 
Bruce  Canning  Vernon- Wentworth. 

HASTINGS  BOROUGH. 
Wilson  Noble. 

WARWICK. 
Northern,  or  Tamworth  Division, 
Philip  Albert  Muntz. 

North-Eastern,  or  Nuneaton  Divi- 
sion, 

Francis  Alexander  Newdigate. 

South-Western,  or  Stratford-on- 
AvoN  Division, 

Algernon  Bertram  Freeman-Mitford. 

South-Eastern,  or  Rugby  Division, 
Henry  Peyton  Cobb. 

ASTON  MANOR  BOROUGH. 

Captain  George  William  Grico-Hutchin- 
son. 

BIRMINGHAM   BOROUGH. 
Edghaston    Divisiony 
George  Dixon. 

fFest  DivisioTiy 
Rt.  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 

Central   Divisiony 
John  Albert  Bright. 

North  Divutiony 
William  Kenrick. 

East  DivisioHy 
Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Matthews. 

Bordesleg  Divisiony 
Rt.  Hon.  Jesse  Coliings. 

South  Divisiony 
Joseph  Powell- Williams. 


Littnf 
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Warwick — e&nl. 

COVENTRY  BOROUGH. 
William  Henry  Walter  Balbntine. 
WARWICK  k   LEAMIKGTON    BORODQH. 
Rt.  Hon.  Arthur  Wellesle;  Peel. 


WESTMORELAND. 

NORTHEBN,  or  APl'LEBT  DlViaiOR, 

Sir  Joseph  Savory,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Eexdal  Divisiok, 
Captain  Josceline  FitzRoy  Bagot. 


WILTS. 
Northern,  or  Cricklade  Division, 
John  Hniband. 

North-Western,  or  Chippenham 

Division, 

Sir  John  Poyuder  DIckBon-Poynder,  bt. 

Western,  or  Wkstbiri-  Division, 
George  Fargiter  Fuller, 

Eastern,  or  Devizes  Division, 
Charles  Edward  Henry  Hobhouse. 

Southern,  or  Wilton  Division, 
Viscount  Folkestone. 

SALISBURY   BOBODGH. 
Edward  Henry  Hiilse. 


WORCESTER. 
Western,  or  Bewkley  Division, 
Alfred  Baldwin. 

SOCTHERX,  or  EVEflHAM    DIVISION, 

Sir    Edmund    Anthony    Harley    Lech 
mere,  bt. 

Mid,  or  Dr(iitwicii  Division, 
Richard  Biddulph  Martin. 

Northern,  or  Oldburt  Division, 
Sir  Benjamin  Hingley,  bt. 

Eastern  Division, 
Joseph  Austen  Chamberlain. 

DUDLEi'   BOROUGH. 
Brooke  Robinson. 

KIDDERMINSTER  BOROUGH. 
Augustus  Frederick  Godson. 

WORCESTER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  George  Higginsou  All«opp. 


YORK. 
Vorth  Biding. 
Thirsk  and  Malton  Divisiot 
John  Grant  Lawson. 

RiCHXOND  Division, 
Sir  George  William  Elliot,  bt. 
Cleveland  Division, 
Henry  Fell  Pease. 

Whitbit  Division, 
Ernest  William  Beckett. 

But  Biding. 
Holderness  Division, 
Commander  George  Richard  Betbe 

BccKROSB  Division, 
Angus  Holden. 

Ho  WD  EN  SHIRE    DIVISION, 

William  Henry  Wilson-Todd. 

Weit  Biding,  Northern  Put 
Skipton  Division, 
Charles  Savile  Roundell. 

Eeigolev  Division, 
Sir  Isa&c  Holden,  bt. 

Shipley  Division, 
William  PolUrd  Byles. 

Sower  BY  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  John  William  Mellon 

Elland  Division, 
Thomas  Way  man. 

TMt  Biding,  Soathem  Ptrt 
MoKLEY  Division, 
Alfred  Eddison  Hulton. 

NoRMANTON  Division, 
Benjamin  Pickard. 

CoLNE  Valley  Division, 
Sir  James  Kitson,  bt. 

HoLiiFiRTH  Division, 
Henry  Joseph  Wilsou. 

Barnalev  Division, 
Earl  Compton, 

Hallamshire  Division, 
Sir  Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin,  bt.' 


Zw/d/ 
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KOTHEBHAM   DIVISION, 

Arthur  Herbert  D  jke  Acland, 

D0NCA8TER  Division, 
James  Fleming. 

'est  Riding,  Baatern  Part 

RiPON  Division, 
>yd  Wharton. 

Otlet  Division, 
rran. 

iRKSTON  Ash  Division, 
Elobert  Gonter. 

)sooLDCROss  Division. 
8  tin. 

PuDSEY  Division, 
•riestley. 

PEN  Valley  Division, 
Palmer  Whittaker. 

BRADFORD  BOROUGH. 

West  Division. 
llingworth. 

Central  Divisiony 
Greorge  Shaw-Lefevre. 

East  Division^ 
Sproston  Caine. 

DEWSBURY  BOROUGH, 
iroyd. 

HALIFAX  BOROUGH. 
Rawson  Shaw. 
James  Stansfeld. 

FDDERSFIELD  BOROUGH. 
)h  Crosland,  kt. 

iTON-UPON-HULL  BOROUGH. 

East  Division^ 
Smith. 

Central  Divisiony 
y  Seymour  King,  K.C.S.I* 

West  Divisiony 
3enry  Wilson. 

LEEDS  BOROUGH. 
North  Divisiony 
William  Lawies  Jaokson. 


York — coni. 

Central  Divisioriy 
Gerald  William  Balfour. 

East  Divisiony 
Lawrence  Gane* 

West  Divisiony 

Vacant,  on  the  Rt.  Hon.  Herbert  John 
Gladstone  being  appointed  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works. 

South  Divisiony 
John  Lawson  Walton. 

MIDDLESBROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Joseph  Havelock  Wilson. 

PONTBFRACT  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Willans  Nussey. 

SCARBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  George  Reresby  Sitwell,  bt. 

SHEFFIELD  BOROUGH. 

Attercliffe  Divisiony 

Hon.  Bernard  John  Seymour  Coleridge. 

Brightside  Division^ 
Rt.  Hon.  Anthony  John  Mundella. 

Central  Division, 

Col.  Charles  Edward  Howard  Vincent, 

C.B. 

Hallam  Divisiony 

Charles  Beilby  Stuart- Wortley. 

Ecclesall  Divisiony 
Sir  Ellis  Ashmead-Bartlett,  kt. 

WAKEFIELD   BOROUGH. 
Col.  Albany  Hawkes  Charles  worth. 

YORK  BOROUGH. 
John  George  Butcher, 

Frank  Lockwood. 

WALES. 

ANGLESEY. 
Thomas  Lewis. 

BRECKNOCK. 

William  Fuller  Mp*tland. 

CARDIGAN. 

William  Boweu  lowlands.  


...Millf 
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'flftMfar*. 


CARMARTHEN. 
Gastikit  DiTistoir, 
Abel  ThoiuM. 

WxsTiRir  Division, 
John  Llojd  HorgaD.     . 

CARKABTHBN   BOBOUOH. 
Hajor  Evan  Rowtaod  Jones. 
CARNARVON. 

SODTHERN,  or  ElFIOK   DlVtSlOH, 

John  Bryn  RobertB. 

NoBTHXKN,  or  Abfon  DiriBiON, 
Williiun  Rathbone. 

OARNABVON  BOBOUaH. 
David  Llojd-George, 

DENBIGH. 
E&sTEKN  Dinaios, 
Rt.  Hon.  Geoi^e  Osborne  Morgan. 

Westebx  Division, 
John  Herbert  Roberts. 

DENBIGH    BOROUGH. 
Hon.  George  Thomai  Kenjon. 

FLINT. 
Samuel  Smith. 

FLINT  BOROUQH. 
John  Herbert  Lewie. 

GLAMORGAN. 

Eastern  DiviaioK, 
Alfred  Tboma». 

Rhondda  Division, 
William  Abraham. 

Western,  or  Gower  Division, 
David  RaTi^ell. 

Mid  Division, 
Samuel  Tbom^i  Evans. 

SoDTHERN  Division, 
Arthur  John  W^liams. 

cardifV  BOROOQH. 
Sir  Edward  James'«eod,  K.C.B. 

UKBTHYR  TYDFIL   BOROUGH. 
David  Alfred  Thomasl 
William  Pritchard  Morgan. 


SWANSEA  BOROUGH 

Svaniea,  Ttncn," 
Robert  John  Dickson  Bnmie. 
Swtnma,  Dittriet, 
William  Williama. 

MERIONETH. 

Thomas  Edward  Ellis. 

MONTGOMERY. 
Stuart  Rendel. 

HONTQOHERY     BOBOBOI 
Sir  Pryoe  Pryce-Jones,  kt. 

PEMBROKE. 
William  Rees  Da  vies. 
PSMBROKB    AND    HAVEBFOBI 
BOROUQH. 
Charles  Francis  Egerton  Alien, 

RADNOR. 
Frank  Edwards. 


SCOTUHS. 

ABERDEEN. 
Eastern  Division, 
Thomas  Ryburo  BucbanaD. 

Western  Division, 
Dr.  Robert  Farquharson. 

ABERDEEN     BURGH. 
AortA  Division, 
William  Alexander  Hunter. 
tSouth  Divition, 
Rt.  Hon.  James  Bryce. 

ARGYLL. 
Sir  Donald  Home  Macfarlane, 
AYR. 
NoHTHERX  Division, 
Hon.    Thomas    Horatio    Arthu 
Cochrane. 

ISovTHEBN  Division, 
Eugene  Waeon. 

AVB    DISTRICT     OF     BL'RI 
William  Birkmyre. 
KILMARNOCK   DISTRICT  OF  E 
Stephen  Williamson. 


Lmtof 

BANFF. 

"iiliam  Wedderbnrn,  bt. 

BERWICK. 

It,  on  the  Right  Hod.  Edward  Mar- 
banks  succeeding  to  the  Peerage. 

BUTE. 

>w  Graham  Murraj. 

CAITHNESS, 
aviu  Brown  Clark. 
V^ICK  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 

>hn  Pender,  G.C.M.G. 

3KMANNAN  AND   KINROSS, 
on.  John  Blair  Balfour. 

DUMBARTON. 

In  John  Sinclair. 

DUMFRIES, 
km  Jardine  Maxwell. 

MFRIES  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS, 
t  Thresh ie  Reid. 

HNBURGH  (Mid-Lothian). 
on.  William  Ewart  Gladstone. 
EBINBURGH  BURGH. 
East  Division^ 
t  Wallace. 

fFest  Division, 
unt  Wolmer. 

Central  Division, 
jn  M'Ewan. 

South  Division, 
)rt  Woodfield  Paul. 

BURGH    AND  ST.  ANDREWS     UNI- 
VERSITIES. 

on.  Sir  Charles  John  Pearson,  kt. 

lEITH  DISTRICT  OF  HjURGHS. 
.ty   on    Ronald    CrawfuM   Munro- 
guson  being  appointed  a  .Lord  of 
Treasury.  \ 

ELGIN  AND  NAIRN. 
Sejmour  Keaj. 

LOIN  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Oder  Asher. 
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Memkdrs. 
FIFE.  >i 

EaBTBRK   DfVISION, 

Bt.  Hon.  Herbert  Henry  Asquith. 

W«8TBRif  Division,  "       •»» 
Augustine  Birrell. 

KIRKCALDY  DISTRICT  OF  BtfttOtiSr 
James  Henry  Daleiel. 

ST.  ANDREWS  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Henry  Torrens  Anstruther. 

FORFAR. 
Sir  John  Rigby,  kt. 

DUNDEE  BURGH. 
Sir  John  Long,  kt. 
Edmund  Robertson. 

MONTROSE  DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
John  Shiress  Will. 

HADDINGTON. 
Richard  Burden  Haldane. 

INVERNESS. 
Dr.  Donald  Macgregor. 

INVERNESS   DISTRICT  OF  BURGHS. 
Gilbert  Beith. 

KINCARDINE. 

John  William  Crombie. 

KIRKCUDBRIGHT. 
Sir  Mark  John  Stewart,  bt. 

LANARK. 
GovAN  Division, 
John  Wilson. 

Partick  Divisioh, 
James  Parker  Smith. 

North-Western  Division, 
Graeme  Alexander  Loekhart  Whitelaw* 

North-Eastern  Division, 
Donald  Crawford. 

Mid  Division, 
John  Wynford  Philipps. 

Southern  Division, 
James  Henrj  Cecil  Hozier. 


Lanark — eont, 

0LA800W  BOKODQB. 

Bridgeton  Divinon, 
Bt.  Hon.  Sir  George  Otto  Trarelfui,  bt. 

Camlaehie  Divinon, 
Alexander  Crow. 

Si.  Rollox  Diviiion, 
Sir  JameB  Moree  Cvmichael,  bt> 

Central  Diviiion, 
John  George  Alexander  Baird, 

College  Divition, 
Sir  CharloB  Cameron,  kt. 

Tradetton  Division, 
Archibald  Cameron  Corbett. 
Blackfriart  a  ndHuicheiontownDivitio  n, 
Andrew  Dry  burgh  ProTand. 


Jamea  Alexander  Campbell. 
LINLITHGOW. 
Captain  Thomas  Hope. 

ORKNEY  AND  SHETLAND. 

Sir  Leonard  Lyell,  bt. 

PEEBLES  AND  SELKIRK. 
Walter  Thorbura. 

PERTH. 
Hastekn  D1TI8IOM, 
Sir  John  George  Smyth  Kinloch,  bt. 

Westebv  Division, 
Sir  Donald  Currie,  K.C.M.G. 

PEBTH  BURQH. 
William  Whitelaw. 

RENFREW. 
Eastern  Division, 
Michael  Hugh  Shaw-Stewart. 
Western  Division, 
Charlei  Bine  Renehaw, 

GBBBKOCE   BURGH. 
Sir  ThoiDa«  Sutherland,  K.C.M.6. 
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ROSS  AND  CROMART 
James  Galloway  Weir. 

ROXBURGH. 

Hon.  Mark  Francis  Napier. 

HAWICK  DIBTBICT  OF  BDl 
Thomas  Shaw. 


PAISLEY  BDBOH. 
I  Dunn. 


STIRLING. 

William  Jacks.  . 

FALKIBE  DIBTBICT  OF  BD 
Harry  Smith. 

STIBLIlfG  DIBTBICT  OF  BD 
Rt.   Hon.  Henry  Campbell-Bi 

SUTHERLAND. 
Angus  Sutherland. 

WIGTON. 
Sir  Herbert  Eustace  Maxwell,  I 


IRELAVB. 


f 


ANTRIM. 

NOKTH    A^ITRIX    DiVISK 

Charles  Cunningham  Connor. 

Mid  Antbiu  Division 
Hon.  Robert  Torreos  O'Neill. 

East  Antrim  Division 

Captain  James  Marti u  M'CaloK 

South  Antriu  Divisto 

William  Grey  Ellison  Mscartne 

BELFAST  BOBODOE 

North  Bei/ait  Divine* 

Sir  Edward  James  HaHand,  bt 

Eatt  Belfatt  Dipitioiiy 

Gustf.v  Wilhelm  Wolff. 

South  Bel/att  DimuM 
Villiam  Johnston. 

Weit  Belfast  DivisiM, 
Hugh  Oakeley  Amold-Forstsr. 


r 


si  of 
A.RMA6H. 

Armagh  Division, 
d  James  Saunderson. 


.liMAGH  Division, 
et  Barton. 

Armagh  Division, 
igh. 

CARLOW. 

id. 

CAVAN. 

Cavan  Division, 
cis  Vesej  Knox. 

Cavan  Division, 


^ 


CLARE. 

Clare  Division, 
'  Kearney  Redmond. 

'  Clare  Division, 
rt  Maguire. 

CORK. 

H  Cork  Division, 
)pher  Flynn. 

i^AST  Cork  Division, 
bam. 

►  Cork  Division, 
[earns  Deane  Tanner. 

r  Cork  Division, 

ony  John  Charles  Donelan. 

r  Cork  Division, 
.ly. 

'H  Cork  Division, 

y- 

Sast  Cork  Division, 
Diins. 

CORK  CITY, 
•ien,  V 
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DONEGAL. 

North  Donegal  Division, 
John  Mains. 

Webt  DoJiEGAL  Division, 
Timothy  Daniel  Sullivan. 

East  Donegal  Division, 
Arthur  O'Connor. 

South  Donegal  Division^ 
John  Gordon  Swift  Mac  Neill. 

DOWN. 
North  Down  Division, 
Colonel  Thomas  Waring. 

East  Down  Division, 
James  Alexander  Rentoul. 

West  Down  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Arthur  William  Hill. 

South  Down  Division, 
Michael  M'Cartan. 

NEWRY  BOROUGH. 
Patrick  George  Hamilton  C&rvill. 

DUBLIN. 

North  Dublin  Division, 
John  Joseph  Clancy. 

South  Dublin  Division, 
Hon.  Horace  Curzon  Plunkett. 

DUBLIN  crry. 

College  Green  Division^ 
Dr.  Joseph  Edward  Kenny. 

Harbour  Division^ 

Timothy  Charles  Harrington. 

Si.  Siephen^s  Green  Division^ 
William  Kenny. 

Si»  PairicK's  Division^ 
William  Field. 

DUBLIN   UNIVERSITY. 
Rt.  Hon.  David  Robert  Plunket. 
Edward  Carson. 

FERMANAGH. 

North  Fermanagh  Division, 
Richard  Martin  Dane. 

South  Fermanagh  Division, 
Patrick  M'Gilligan. 


i 


LiHof 
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GALWAT. 
CoKKXHABA  Dirieiow, 
Patrick  James  Foley. 

NOBTH   GaLWAT   DlTlBIOM, 

ColoDel  John  Philip  Nolan. 

Eabt  Galway  Division, 
Jobo  Roche. 

South  Galway  Division, 
David  Sbeehy. 

GALWAT  TOWN. 
JohD  Pinkerton. 

KERRY. 
North  Kerry  Dtvisioif, 
Thomas  Sexton. 

West  Kbrrv  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Henry  Gnttau  Esmonde,  bt. 

SoDTB  Kerry  Division, 
Denis  Kilbride. 

£a^t  Kerry  Division, 
Jeremiah  Daniel  Sbeehan. 
KILDARE. 
North  Kildabe  Division, 
Patrick  James  Kennedy. 

South  Kildare  Division, 
Uattbew  J.  Minch. 

KILKENNY. 
North  Kilkenny  Division, 
Patrick  McDermott. 

South  Kilkenny  Division, 
Patrick  Alexander  Chance. 

KILKBKNY   CITY. 
Thomas  Bartholomew  Curran. 

KING'S  COUNTY. 
Birr  Division, 
Bernard  Charles  Uolloy. 

Tcllauore  Division, 
Dr,  Joseph  Francis  Fox. 
LEITRIM. 
North  Leitrih  Division, 
Patrick  AloysiuB  M'Hugh. 

South  Leitrim  Division, 
Jasper  Tuily. 


UMEBICK. 

Wist  Liherick  Division, 
Michael  Austin. 

East  Liherick  Division, 
Jofin  Finucane. 

LIHERICK  CITY. 

Francis  Arthur  O'Keefie. 

LONDONDERRY. 
North  Derry  Division, 
Henry  Lyie  Uulbotland. 

South  Derry  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Lea,  bt. 

LONDONDEBHY    OITT. 
John  Robs. 

LONGFORD. 

North  Lonoford  Divisio: 
Justin  McCarthy. 

South  Lonopord  Ditibioi 
Edwani  BUke. 

LOUTH. 

North  Louth  Division, 
Timothy  Michael  Heoly. 

South  Louth  Division, 
Dr.  Daniel  Ambrose. 

MAYO. 
North  Mayo  Division, 
Daniel  Crilly. 

West  Mayo  Division, 
Robert  Ambrose. 

East  Mayo  Division, 
John  Dillon. 

South  Mayo  Division, 
James  Francis  Xavier  O'Brien. 

MEATH. 

North  Meath  Division, 
James  Gibney. 

South  Meath  Division, 
Jeremiah  Jordan. 


LUt  of 

M0NA6HAN, 

North  Mokaohan  Division, 
Charles  Diamond. 

South  Mokaohan  Division, 
lorence  O'Driscoll. 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 

OssoRT  Division, 
ugene  Crean. 

Leix  Division, 
r.  3iark  AntoDj  MacDonnell. 

ROSCOMMON. 

North  Roscommon  Division, 
atthias  McDoonell  Bodkin. 

South  Roscommon  Division, 
ike  Patrick  Hajden. 

SLIGO. 

North  Sligo  Division, 
imard  CoUerj. 

South  Sligo  Division, 
lomas  Curran. 

TIPPERARY. 

North  Tipperary  Division, 
trick  Joseph  O'Brien. 

Mid  Tipperart  Division, 
mefi  Francis  Hogan. 

South  Tipperary  Division, 
ancis  Mandeville. 

East  Tipperary  Division, 
lomas  Joseph  Condon. 

TYRONE. 

North  Tyrone  Division, 
rd  Frederick  Spencer  Hamilton. 


{COMMONS,  1894}  Members. 

Tyrone — coni. 

Mid  Tyrone  Division, 
Matthew  Joseph  Kennj. 

East  Tyrone  Division, 
William  James  Reynolds. 

South  Tyrone  Division, 
Thomas  Wallace  Russell. 

WATERFORD. 

West  Waterford  Division, 
Alfred  Webb. 

East  Waterford  Division, 
Patrick  Joseph  Power. 

WATERFORD  CITY. 
John  Edward  Redmond. 

WESTMEATH. 

North  Westmeath  Division, 
James  Tuite. 

South  Westmeath  Division, 
Donal  Sullivan. 

WEXFORD. 

North  Wexford  Division, 
Thomas  Joseph  Healj. 

South  Wexford  Division, 
Peter  Ffrench. 

WICKLOW. 

West  Wicklow  Division, 
James  0*Connor. 

East  Wicklow  Division, 
John  Sweetman. 
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APPENDIX  I. 


MEMORANDUM  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  STATE 


RELATING  TO 


THE  AEMY  ESTIMATES,  1894-95. 


Presented  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament  by  Command  of  Her  Majesty^ 

March,  1894. 


The  Estimates  for  the  year  1893-94,  with  the  Ordnance  Factories  Vote, 
Qounted  to  £17,802,900  ;  those  for  the  year  1894-95  stand  at  £18,081,000,  the 
crease  being  £278, 100. 

With  reference  to  the  statement  inr  the  Memorandum  presented  with  last  year's 
stimates,  that  measures  had  been  adopted  to  equalise  the  number  of  battalions  at 
)me  and  abroad,  I  regret  to  say  that  circumstances  hare  not  yet  admitted  of  a 
duction  of  the  force  in  Egypt  sufficient  to  effect  this  most  desirable  result. 

I  have  again  to  report  most  satisfactory  progress  in  recruiting  for  the  Army, 
he  Establishments  were  so  full  at  the  commencement  of  the  year  1893  that  it 
as  found  possible  for  a  time  to  dispense  with  the  enlistment  of  ^'  specials,**  and 
te  standard  for  enlistment  in  the  Foot  Guards  was  raised  to  5  feet  9  inches. 

The  total  number  of  Effectives  (including  India)  on  1st  January,  1894,  was 
19,400,  being  2,301  in  excess  of  Establishment. 

Vote  1  shows  an  increase  of  £104,937.     This  is  mainly  due  to — 

1.  Certain  small  increases  of  Establishment,  including  93  additional  men 
to  the  Royal  Engineers  for  Ordnance  Survey  work,  and  the  additional 
large  dep6ts  required  for  four  regiments  having  both  battalions  abroad. 
This,  including  the  additional  provision  required  for  the  increased  number 
of  Effectives,  accounts  for  about  £30,000  in  this  Vote. 

2.  The  growth  of  the  1st  Class  Army  Reserve,  which  stood  at  80,349  on  the 
Ist  January,  1894,  as  against  76,595  on  1st  January,  1893.  The  sum 
taken  in  the  Estimates  for  the  current  year  has  fallen  short  of  the 
expenditure  by  about  £16,000.  The  additional  sum  provided  for  1894-95 
amounts  to  £57,260. 
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3.  Increased  provision  for  wages.  This  is  mainly  for  the  pay  of  Barra 
Wardens,  who,  under  a  recent  scheme,  will  be  selected  from  do 
commissioned  officers  in  receipt  of  pension.  As  they  will  receive  a  ra 
of  pay  including  their  pension  this  increased  charge  will  be  partially  m 
by  a  saving  under  the  Non-Effect ive  Votes. 

Provision  has  been  made  to  enable  a  larger  number  of  men  than  usual  of  tl 
Ist  Class  Army  Reserve  to  carry  out  a  limited  period  of  drill  in  1894-95.  It 
proposed  to  call  out  for  a  period  of  three  days'  training,  or  12  drills,  all  men  wl 
will  enter  on  the  10th  year  of  their  army  service  between  the  1st  April,  1894,  ao 
the  31st  March,  1895,  with  a  view  to  their  instruction  in  the  use  of  the  magaziii 
rifle.  The  drills  will  be  arranged  so  as  to  preclude  as  far  as  possible  interfereDC 
with  the  men's  civil  employment. 

The  recruiting  for  the  Militia  has  been  brisker  than  was  anticipated  when  tb 
current  year's  Estimates  were  framed.  This  has  caused  a  deficiency  on  this  rear' 
Votes,  and  an  increased  sum  of  £40,000  will  be  required  for  1894-95. 

As  regards  the  Volunteers,  the  number  of  efficients  is  still  growing,  and  tbL 
fact,  coupled  with  a  largely  increased  attendance  at  Brigade  Camps,  requires  a 
further  provision  of  £18,000.  New  Regulations  as  regards  musketry  requirement! 
for  the  Volunteers  have  been  approved,  which. will  come  into  operation  on  the  Isl 
November  next ;  it  is  hoped  that  as  a  result  the  shooting  throughout  the  whole  force 
will  be  improved. 

The  Vote  for  Supplies  shows  the  large  increase  of  £109,800.  This  is  maiolj 
due  to  the  great  rise  in  the  price  of  hay  on  account  of  the  long  drought  of  last 
summer  ;  coal  also  has  gone  up  in  price,  and  fuller  provision  has  to  be  made  for  the 
rations  of  the  Regular  Forces  and  the  Militia  on  account  of  the  Establishments 
being  so  full. 

The  Clothing  Vote  stands  at  almost  the  same  figure  as  last  year.     This  Vote 
I  includes  provision  for  the  initial  cost  of  the  new  scheme  by  which  the  soldier  will 

be  allowed  to  retain  his  part-worn  clothing,  and  to  receive  compensation  with  fewer 
restrictions  than  before.  Beneficial  results  are  anticipated  from  the  change,  and  in 
a  few  years,  when  the  new  system  is  in  full  force,  there  will  be  no  increased 
expenditure  over  that  entailed  under  the  old  Regulations. 

The  Vote  for  Warlike  Stores  shows  a  decrease  of  £20,400.  Large  supplic- 
of  magazine  rifles  for  the  Infantry  have  been  received.  At  the  factories  the  wori 
of  the  year  will  be  mainly  devoted  to  arming  the  forces  which  carry  the  carbine 
though  considerable  deliveries  of  the  Infantry  arm  will  continue  to  be  mad< 
throughout  the  year  by  the  contractors.  On  the  other  hand,  owing  to  the  extensivi 
building  under  the  Barracks  Act  of  1890,  it  has  been  found  necessary  to  make  larg< 
increased  provision  for  barrack  and  other  stores  for  properly  fitting  out  the  i:ei 
barracks. 

! 

The  increase  of  £43,000  on  the  Works  Vote  is  solely  due  to  the  annuity  thai 
has   to  be  provided   in  repayment  of  the  sums  borrowed  during   1893  under  the 

!  Barracks  Act  of  1890.     These  annuities  will  necessarily  increase  until  the  jeai 

1910,  by  which  date  the  liability  has  to  be  discharged.     There  remains  to  be  raised 

,  a  sum  of  about  £2,300,000. 

i  I  am  glad  to   say  that    the   expenditure   on   the   Non-Effective    Votes  as  a 

whole  shows  a  net  reduction  of  £30,000  as  compared  with  1893-94.  As  the 
sum  taken  provides  for  concessions  made  to  the  old  campaigners,  and  to 
the  men  living  abroad  who  desire  to  commute  their  pensions,  and  al50 
to  civil  employes  in  the  factories  and  other  departments,  it  may  be  hoped 
that  the  high- water  mark  has  now  been  passed  in  regard  to  this  class  of 
expenditure. 

H.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN. 

12^//  March,  1894. 
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STATEMENT  OF  FIRST  LORD  OF  THE  ADMIRALTY 


EXPLANATORY   OF 


THE  NAVy  ESTIMATES,  1894-95. 


Presented   to  both  Houses  of  Parliament   by   Commnnd   oj   Her   Majesty, 


The  Navy  Estimates  for  1894-95  amount  to  a  net  total  of  £17,366,100,  or 
£3,126,000  more  than  the  sum  voted  for  1893-94. 

This  large  increase  is  due  chiefly  to  Shipbuilding,  Armaments,  Manning, 
Victualling,  New  Works,  and  Royal  Naval  Reserves. 

In  1893-94  the  net  estimate  of  the  numbers  of  Offioors,  Seamen,  Boys,  Coast- 
guard, and  Royal  Marines  was  76,700.  A  force  of  83,403  is  proposed  for  1894-95, 
being  an  increase  of  6,700.  Fart  of  this  increase  (about  1,600)  is  automatic,  and 
arises  as  the  boys  from  the  training  ships  (3,700  of  whom  are  entered  annually)  are 
drafted  into  the  Service. 

We  propose  to  enter  800  Seamen  direct  from  the  Mercantile  Marine  and  other 
sources  in  order  to  meet  present  wants,  and  to  meet  the  objections,  in  case  of  war, 
of  having  to  fall  back  on  too  large  a  number  of  our  Reserves.  The  proportion 
which  the  number  of  men  on  the  permanent  list  should  bear  to  the  number  of 
Keserve  men  available  has  been  carefully  settled,  and  it  is  in  order  to  secure  the 
proper  number  of  more  experienced  men  that  we  make  the  present  proposals. 

It  is  essential  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Fleet  that  the  number  of  the  Engine- 
room  Artificers  should  be  increased,  and  it  is  proposed  to  add  350  to  the  numbers  of 
this  class.  The  increase  desired  in  the  number  of  Stokers  amounts  to  2,450. 
During  the  present  financial  year  we  shall  have  entered  the  full  number  provided 
for  in  the  Estimates  of  1893-94.  The  men  seem  likely  to  be  an  extremely  satis- 
factory and  valuable  addition  to  the  crews  of  our  ships. 

It  is  proposed  to  repeat  the  increase  of  500  made  last  year  in  the  Royal 
Marines,  which  will  bring  up  the  total  to  15,500 — a  number  necessary  for  the 
requirements  of  our  present  Fleet,  and  the  efficiency  of  the  Corps. 

The  number  of  ships  in  commission  has  not  been  largely  increased.  The 
Mediterranean  Fleet  has  received  an  addition  of  two  cruisers  and  a  torpedo 
gunboat. 
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The  increased  Dumber  of  firat-clus  battleships  and  large  cmisers  now  n 
tained  in  cammissioa  afloat  leads  to  greater  demanda  than  previously  upon 
supply  of  seameu,  while  for  ships  in  the  Fleet  Reserve  skeleton  crews  are  ne 
to  render  them  ready  foi  service  within  a  few  hours  of  mobilisation.  This  all 
but  important  condition  of  service  involves  the  necessity  of  having  a  larger  nui 
of  men  of  various  classes  immediately  available.  The  new  torpedo-boat  desin 
now  being  built  will  aleo  involve  a  considerable  increase,  particularly  in  the  en( 
room  ratings. 

NEW  CONSTRUCTION. 

Shipbl'ildino  ukder  Naval  Dbfence  Act,  1893-91. 

The  progress  made  in  the  advancement  and  completion  of  ships  building  ni 
the  Naval  Defence  Act  has  fully  realised  the  anticipations  of  mj  Statement 
year. 

Of  the  ten  first-claes  battleships,  seven  will  be  in  commiesioQ,  and  the  Hi 
Oak,  Repulse,  and  Revenge  wilt  be  ready  for  service  in  April,  1894. 

Of  the  42  cruisers,  only  five  of  the  Aitraa,  or  second-class,  which  are 
advanced,  will  remain  unfinished.     Ten  will  l>e  in  commission. 

Of  torpedo  gunboats  of  the  Halcyon  class,  three  or  four  only  remain  to 
completed. 

It  is  estimated  that  moat  of  the  vessels  not  yet  finished  will  be  ready  i 
available  for  service  early  in  the  next  financial  year.  In  one  or  two  cases,  to  mc 
continuity  of  employment  for  the  workmen  in  tfae  Dockyards,  there  will  be  a  log 
period  siven  for  completion.  The  estimated  expenditure  to  complete  the  abips  b 
under  the  Naval  Defence  Act  will  he  about  £292,000. 

In  order  to  complete  so  many  battleships  and  cniisera  witfain  a  limited  per 
great  exertions  have  had  to  be  made,  but  the  difficulties  involved  have  bees  o' 
come  by  the  energy  and  ability  of  thoae  employed  in  the  Royal  Dockyards,  part 
iarly  at  Portsmouth. 

Other  Shipbuildiko  in  1893-94. 
Battleihipi. 
The  battleship  Renown,  laid  down  at  Pembroke  in   1892-93,  has  been  i 
siderably  advanced. 

The  first-class  bnttleships  Majestic  and  Magnificent  were  begun  Ju: 
1893-94  at  Portsmoulh  uud  Cliatham  respectively.  Owing  to  the  expedienc 
postponing  their  commencemeDt  until  all  the  circumstances  connected  with  the 
of  the  Victoria  had  iwen  thoroughly  considered  by  the  Admiralty,  definite  or 
to  commence  tbe  construction  of  these  two  veesels  were  not  given  to  the  Doclcy 
until  late  iu  1893  ;  it  became,  therefore,  imposaible  to  expend  upon  them  during 
financial  year  tbe  full  amounts  for  labour  which  had  been  inserted  in  the 
gramme.     Both  vci^selx  are,  however,  now  being  rapidly  advanced. 

Cruisers,  SfC. 

The  first-class  criiiserM,  Pcutrful  and  Terrible,  were  commenced  by  con' 
at  the  Naval  Construction  Co.'s  works  at  Barrow,  and  at  Messrs.  Tlionipi 
works  on  the  Clyde.  The  preparation  of  the  design  of  these  vessels  has  invo 
many  new  prol>lem9  in  regard  to  armament,  protection,  and  propelling  macbii 
They  have  been  solved  in  a  manner  which  increases  the  fighting  efficiency  of  I 
ships  ;  but,  owing  to  the  time  necessarily  taken  to  decide  these  preliminarii 
was  not  possilile  to  give  orders  for  either  ship  until  a  later  period  in  the  finsi 
year  than  Imd  been  hoped.  The  orders  were  given  at  tbe  end  of  Decembn, 
the  work  of  construction  is  now  being  pushed  forward. 

Three  sucoud-class  cruisers,  tlie  Eclipse,  Minerva,  and  Talhot  (sister  ah 
were  laid  down  at  Portsmouth,  Chatham,  and  Devonport  respectively,  and  a  li 
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sum  was  allotted  for  expenditure  on  these  vessels  when  it  was  perceived  that  there 
must  be  unavoidable  delaj  in  commencing  the  battleships. 

Two  sloops,  the  Torch  and  Alerty  were  also  begun  during  the  year  at 
Sheerness. 

The  principal  particulars  of  the  designs  of  the  Talbot  class  and  of  the  sloops 
were  given  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Estimates  for  1893-94.  Corresponding  infor- 
mation relating  to  the  Majestic  and  Magnificent  and  the  first-class  cruisers  Power' 
ful  and  Terrible  was  given  in  Papers  presented  to  Parliament  in  August,  1893. 

In  a  few  particulars  the  dimensions  given  in  these  Parliamentary  Papers 
have  been  slightly  modified  in  the  completed  designs.  The  actual  dimensions 
appear  in  the  Appendix  to  the  Navy  Estimates  for  1894-95. 

Torpedo-boat  Destroyers. 

The  development  of  this  important  class  of  ve.ssel  has  received  special  atten- 
tion daring  the  year,  and  statements  have  been  given  to  Parliament  of  the  action 
taken  by  the  Admiralty.  , 

The  original  intentions  have  been  greatly  exceeded.  The  first  vessel  of  the 
class  completed,  the  ffavock,  built  by  Messrs.  Yarrow,  has  been  tried  with  very 
satisfactory  results.  The  vessels  first  begun  by  Messrs.  Thomycroft  and  Messrs. 
Laird  are  now  making  their  preliminary  steam  trials. 

Forty-two  vessels  of  this  class  have  been  ordered  by  contract,  of  which  six 
will  be  completed  by  the  31st  March. 

Leading  firms  of  builders  on  the  Thames,  Clyde,  Tyne,  Wear,  Mersey,  at  Hull, 
Barrow-in-Furness,  and  Cowes,  are  occupied  in  building  these  vessels. 

It  has  been  made  a  condition  in  these  contracts  that  the  vessels  shall  be  com- 
pleted in  the  coming  financial  year. 

NEW    PROGRAMME,    1894-95. 

In  the  coming  financial  year  it  is  proposed  to  commence  seven  battleships  of  the 
first-class,  six  cruisers  of  the  second-class,  and  two  sloops. 

Battleships. 

The  main  features  of  the  new  battleships  will  follow  generally  the  designs  pf 
the  Majestic  and  Magnificent. 

It  is  proposed  to  build  fiwe  of  the  battleships  in  Dockyards,  two  at  Ports- 
mouth, two  at  Chatham,  and  one  at  Pembroke. 

On  the  first  of  the  vessels  to  be  built  at  Portsmouth  and  Chatham  and  on  the 
battleship  at  Pembroke  it  is  proposed  to  make  substantial  progress  during  the 
year  ;  on  the  second  vessels  to  be  built  at  Portsmouth  ajid  Chatham  it  is  proposed 
to  incur  only  a  moderate  expenditure,  sufficient  to  open  out  the  work  so  that  in  the 
following  year  the  vessels  may  be  rapidly  advanced. 

Two  of  the  battleships  will  be  built  by  contract. 

CruiserSy  SfC, 

The  six  second-class  cruisers  will  be  of  the  Talbot  type,  and  will  be  built  by 
contract. 

It  is  proposed  to  build  at  Devonport  two  twin-screw  sloops.  These  vessels  are 
specially  adapted  for  service  on  the  China  station,  and  will  take  the  place  of  gun- 
boats like  the  Swift  and  fAnnet.  Their  machinery  and  boilers  will  be  made  at 
Devonport. 
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Summary. 
It  will  thus  be  seen  that  independeQtly  of  the  vessels  completing  ander 
Naval  Defence  Act,  and  of  sis  torpedo-boat  destroyers  which  are  almost  or  q 
complete,  we  shall  have  building  ; — 
In  the  Dockyards — 

Eight  first-class  battleships. 
Til  roe  secoad-class  cruisers. 
Four  sloops. 
In  private  yards — 

Two  first-cUsa  battleships. 
Two  first-claaB  cruisers. 
Six  second-claas  cruisers. 
36  torpedo-boat  destroyers. 
The  new  scheme  of  construction  for  1894-95  forms  part  of  a  complete  1 
gramme  which  has  been  arranged  for  a  term  of  five  years.     This  Programme 
been  settled  after  a  careful  review,  not  only  of  the  present  relative  strength  of 
Navy  as  compared  with  that  of  other  Powers,  but  also  of  the  number  and  clasi 
ships  of  wnr  which  are  now  being  built  abroad. 

The  distribution  of  the  shipbuilding  work  contemplated  has  been  made  to 
the  convenience  of  buildiug  in  Dockyards  and  by  private  firms,  and  embr 
various  types  of  cruisers  as  well  as  battleships.  As  battleships  require  loi 
periods  for  construction  than  cruisers  they  must  be  laid  down  in  the  earlier  yc 
while  cruisers  of  various  types  will  be  built  in  the  later  years  of  the  p« 
covered  by  the  Programme. 

Reconstruction  and  Repairs. 

The  repair  and  refit  of  the  Wanpile,  Agineourt,  RanAler,  Crviier, 
Pylades  will  bnve  been  completed,  and  that  of  the  JVor/Aum^r/anf/ will  be 
advanced  by  the  cud  of  rlie  year. 

The  repair  of  the  Howe  is  a  remarkable  work,  both  on  accoui)!  of  the  diffici 
connected  with  it,  and  the  rapidity  with  which  it  was  carried  out,  and  refli 
great  credit  on  all  those  who  were  uoucenied  iu  it. 

The  Howe  grouudeil  off  Ferrol  on  the  2ud  November  last.  A  Swedish  saki 
firm  contracted  lo  mivc  her,  and  after  overcoming  extraordinary  dilficultie!<  il 
succeeded  in  tto:itiiig  her  w\  tlic  30th  March.  She  was  then  docked  at  Fer 
where  the  Spauiali  Authorities  gave  the  readiest  assistance  to  the  Admi 
Officers,  and  Dockyard  oHiciaU  iu  charge  of  her.  She  was  at  once  tempora 
repaired,  and  safely  reacbeil  the  Kore  on  the  22od  and  Chatham  on  the  26tl 

The  serious  ditmagcs  which  she  bad  sustained  were  energetically  taken  iu  b 
there,  and  in  four  nionlhs,  at  a  cost  of  £45,000,  she  was  repaired,  aod  was  re-c 
missioned  on  thc3Ut  October,  and  ia  now  one  of  the  Medilerrauean  Fleet, 

The  reconstructiou  of  the  Deeaslalion  has  been  completed  du 
1893-94.     The  Momirc/,  « ill  !«  completed  in  1894-95,  and  the  Sullaii  in  I89a 

The  repair  of  tlic  Drcidnouyht,  Impcrieuse,  Phaton,  Cordelia,  and  Co 
will  he  commenced  and  completed  in  189-1-95,  and  that  of  the  Ifarrior,  Conq' 
and  Cari/sforl  iiA\nnt:<ii\  iludiifi  the  year. 

DoCKYAItO  Adiu.s'istration. 

During  last  year  imponant  modificattutis  have  been  made  iu  the  jiay  of  n 
men  employed  in  the  Dockyards,  Certain  changes  made  iu  1891  bad  caused 
satisfaction,  the  cuiises  of  which  demanded  careful  investigation, 

luquiriea  were  conducted  at  the  Yards  by  the  Finaucial  Secretary  and  the' 
Lord,  and  were  followed  by  the  cousideration  of  the  more  important questious 


Statement — ^Navy  Estimates,  1894-5. 


Departmental  Committee.  The  final  decisions  of  the  Admiralty  have  been  em- 
bodied in  two  Returns,  which  have  been  laid  before  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the 
second  of  which  will  be  shortly  published.  These  Returns  show  the  various  cjianges 
made,  which  include  the  raising  of  the  wages  of  unskilled  labourers  and  of  various 
other  trades,  and  the  abolition  of  the  system  of  **  classification'*  in  the  case  of  ship- 
wrights and  dve  other  trades  for  whom  it  had  been  introduced  in  1891. 

Boilers  and   Machinery. 

During  the  year  1893-94  a  large  number  of  ships  have  passed  satisfactorily 
through  their  contract  steam  trials.  They  included  eight  battleships,  six  first-class 
cruisers,  three  second-class  cruisers,  eight  torpedo  gunboats,  and  the  torpedo-boat 
destroyer  "  Ilavock" 

The  Devastation  has  been  re-eugined  and  fitted  with  boilers  of  the  common 
combustion  chamber  type.  The  tubes  being  fitted  with  the  Admiralty  cap  ferrules 
enabled  the  trials  to  be  accomplished  satisfactorily.  The  fitting  of  these  ferrules 
has  been  extended  in  the  boilers  of  H.M.  ships  with  satisfactory  results. 

In  connection  with  the  propelling  apparatus  of  the  Pawerful  and  Terrible  it 
became  necessary  to  decide  whether,  in  view  of  the  very  high  sea  speed  for  which 
the  vessels  are  designed,  and  the  great  power  required  for  the  attainment  of  that 
speed,  a  naw  departure  should  not  be  made,  and  boilers  on  the  "water-tube" 
principle  adopted. 

After  full  inquiry  into  the  experience  gained  in  recent  wars  with  water-tube 
boilers  fitted  in  sea-going  ships,  it  was  decided  to  adopt  a  type  which  has  proved 
successful  on  a  large  scale  and  over  long  voyages. 

These  boilers  will  be  made  in  this  country,  and  the  orders  for  the  machinery 
have  been  placed  with  two  of  the  most  eminent  private  firms,  whose  competency  for 
the  task  they  have  undertaken  is  undoubted. 

The  Speedy  is  the  first  ship  in  the  Navy  fitted  with  a  group  of  water-tube 
boilers.  They  are  of  the  Thornycroft  type  and  with  engines  by  Messrs.  Thorny- 
croft  and  Co.     She  accomplished  over  4,700  I.H.P.,  the  contract  being  4,500. 

Water-tube  boilers,  of  English  design  and  manufacture,  have  been  or  are  being 
fitted  in  a  number  of  torpedo-boat  destroyers  now  in  course  of  construction,  and 
those  that  have  been  tested  have  given  the  most  promising  results. 

The  torpedo-boat  destroyer  Hornet^  engined  by  Messrs.  Yarrow  and  Co.,  is 
fitted  with  a  set  of  the  Yarrow  patent  water-tube  boilers,  and  her  preliminary  trials 
have  given  very  promising  results,  her  speed  having  exceeded  that  of  the  sister 
vessel,  the  Havock^  the  first  of  her  class,  which  is  fitted  with  locomotive  boilers. 


Armour  Plate  Experiments. 

The  past  year  has  been  remarkable  for  the  results  obtained  from  experiments 
conducted  with  steel  armour  treated  by  the  "  Harvey  "  process. 

Armour  plates  supplied  by  four  firms  have  been  tested,  by  and  for  the 
Admiralty.  The  investigation  has  been  most  thorough  and  extensive,  and,  as  a 
result,  orders  have  been  given  for  Harveyed  steel  armour  for  the  Renown^  Majestic^ 
and  Magnijicent, 

In  the  course  of  the  experiments  the  use  of  nickel  as  an  alloy  of  steel  for  the 
purposes  of  armour-plates  has  been  fully  tested. 

It  has  been  established  that  Harveyed  plates  without  nickel  in  the  steel 
show  resistance  to  modern  projectiles  as  great  as  any  hitherto  obtained  when 
uickel  was  combined  with  steel  in  plates  also  treated  by  the  Harvey  process.  The 
consequence  of  adopting  this  new  system  will  be  a  great  saving  in  cost  for  a  given 
defence. 

By    means    of   these   improvements    the   power   of    defence  obtainable  with 
certain  thicknesses  and  weights  of  armour  lias  been  very  greatly  increased,  and  this 
circumstance  must  considerably  affect  the  designs  of  battleships  to  be  laid  dow-cv  va. 
the  future. 


8  Statement — Navy  Estimates,  1894-5. 


Naval  Ordnance. 

The  progress  of  gun  manufacture  has  been  very  satisf actor j  this  year,  and 
the  guns  are  ready  for  all  the  ships  arming  or  about  to  be  armed  under  the  Naval 
Defence  Act ;  298  guns  have  been  completed,  varying  from  16'2o-inch  to  4*7-inch, 
the  greater  number  being  of  the  6-inch  quick-firing  type,  of  which  169  are  ready, 
and  most  of  them  mounted. 

The  gunnery  trials  of  the  Centurion^  with  a  new  description  of  high-angle  fire 
mountings  fitted  with  complete  hand-worked  arrangements,  were  re<;ently  carried  out, 
and  were  very  satisfactory.  In  her  sister  ship,  the  Barfleur^  electricity  will  be 
tried  for  the  first  time  for  facilitating  the  working  of  the  guns. 

The  first  of  the  new  12-inch  steel  and  wire  guns  alluded  to  in  my  Statement 
for  1893-94  has  been  completed  and  proved  ;  it  has  fully  realised  the  expectations 
of  its  designers  (the  Royal  Gun  Factory,  Woolwich),  and  it  is  now  with  the 
Ordnance  Committee  for  experiment  to  ascertain  the  best  form  of  chamber  and  rifling 
to  be  used  with  cordite.  Five  more  of  these  guns  are  in  an  advanced  stage  of 
construction. 

The  new  4-inch  quick-firing  gun  has  been  completed,  and  it  has  been  vary 
favourably  reported  on  by  the  Ordnance  Committee,  and  the  design  is  now  sealed 
for  future  manufacture.  The  same  may  be  said  of  the  12-pr.  qaick-firiDg 
ship  gun,  of  which  a  large  number  have  been  ordered  for  the  torpedo-bott 
destroyers. 

Cordite  has  been  approved  and  adopted  as  a  Service  store,  and  for  the  qoick- 
firing  guns  of  6  inches  and  below  may  no  longer  be  considered  as  experimental.  For 
guns  of  this  class  it  is  being  issued  as  fast  as  manufactured.  For  the  heavier  goiu 
it  is  still  under  experiment. 

The  re-arming  of  the  Fleet  with  the  magazine  rifle  will  commence  during  the 
financial  year  1894-95. 

NEW  WORKS,  &c. 

Of  the  large  works  in  progress,  the  construction  of  the  two  new  docks  at  Ports- 
mouth is  proceeding  by  contract,  and  is  well  advanced. 

The  extension  of  the  Admiralty  mole  at  Gibraltar  was  commenced  last  year* 
and  this  portion  of  the  work,  when  completed,  will  increase  the  length  of  the  mole 
to  2,100  feet. 

At  Portland  Harbour  the  now  coaling  station  will  be  finished  in  1894-9o,  as 
well  as  works  which  were  undertaken  subsequently  to  the  preparation  of  the 
Estimates  of  1893-94  for  protecting  the  eastern  side  of  the  harbour. 

The  Naval  Depot  which  the  New  South  Wales  Government  is  constructing  on 
Garden  Island,  Sydney,  for  the  Admiralty,  in  exchange  for  the  depot  on  the  main- 
land, is  expected  to  be  completed  and  handed  over  next  year. 

For  1894-95  it  is  proposed  to  obtain  the  sanction  of  Parliament  to  the  com- 
mencement of  several  large  works,  which  not  only  increase  the  year's  Estimates  br 
£270,000  over  the  Estimates  of  1893-4,  but  will  involve  heavy  future  liabilities. 

The  increase  of  our  ships  iu  size  and  number  necessitates  an  increase  of  dock 
accommodation,  and  the  development  of  modern  naval  warfare  makes  it  necessary  to 
find  additional  anchorage  for  our  fleets,  where  they  will  not  be  exposed  to  the  danger 
of  torpedo  attack. 

With  this  iu  view,  works  have  been  begun,  and  are  advanced,  for  protecting 
Portsmouth  and  Portland  harbours,  and  preparations  are  l>eing  made  for  similtf 
works  at  Devonport  and  Southampton  Water. 

The  necessity  for  protection  from  torpedo  attack,  and  for  increasing  the  facilities 
for  coaling  our  men-of-war,  have  made  the  Admiralty  propose  the  further  elougmtioB 
of  the  mole  at  Gibraltar,  which,  when  completed,  will  be  3,700  feet  iu  length. 


\ 
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It  is  proposed  to  commence  at  once  a  graving  dock  at  Gibraltar  ;  this  work 
has  long  been  considered  necessary  for  our  Mediterranean  Fleet,  and  the  Channel 
Squadron,  which  frequently  goes  to  Gibraltar. 

For  the  speedy  mobilisation  of  the  Fleet  it  is  most  desirable  to  increase 
the  basin  accommodation  at  Keyham  and  to  have  greater  facilities  for  coaling. 
It  is  also  indispensable  to  have  in  the  same  port  more  docks.  At  the  present  time 
only  one  first-class  battleship  can  be  docked  there,  and  the  entrance  to  that  dock  is 
extremely  inconvenient  at  certain  times.  To  effect  these  objects  provision  has  been 
made  in  the  Estimates  for  a  basin  area  of  41  acres,  for  three  new  docks,  and  a 
coaling  jetty. 

It  is  proposed  to  deepen,  by  dredging,  the  harbours  of  Portsmouth  and  Devon- 
port,  and  to  widen  the  channel  of  the  River  Med  way,  so  that  sufficient  depth  of 
water  may  be  obtained  for  mooring  ships  and  for  facilitating  their  passage  to  and 
from  the  important  Dockyard  of  Chatham. 

The  inconvenience  of  putting  seamen  in  hulks  when  not  on  board  commissionjdd 
ships  has  been  dealt  with  at  Keyham,  where  some  years  ago  a  barrack  was  erected. 
The  same  arrangement  has  been  made  for  the  men  training  in  the  Excellent  at 
Portsmouth. 

Admirable  results  upon  the  health,  conduct,  and  comfort  of  the  men  .have 
followed  the  adoption  of  this  system,  and  it  is  most  desirable  to  extend  it. 

The  need  is  now  most  pressing  at  Chatham,  and  it  is  proposed  to  commence 
the  building  of  a  naval  barrack  for  3,500  officers  and  men  at  that  place.  When 
this  building  is  completed  the  hulks,  which  now  occupy  valuable  space  in  the 
basins,  will  be  removed. 

The  increase  in  the  Royal  Marines  has  made  it  difficult  to  carry  out  thoroughly 
«t  Walmer  the  training  of  all  recruits,  which  has  hitherto  been  extremely  successful ; 
it  is  proposed  to  extend  these  barracks  so  as  to  give  accommodation  for  the  training 
of  2,000  recruits  annually. 

The  extension  of  the  Engineer  Students*  College  at  Keyham  is  most  necessary, 
as  the  present  accommodation  is  insufficient  for  the  number  of  these  important 
officers,  who  are  trained  in  this  institution  for  the  Navy. 

Important  works  are  also  contemplated  for  the  storage  of  ammunition  at 
Gibraltar  and  Malta. 

MOBILISATION. 

The  united  crews  of  the  ships,  &c.,  specially  put  in  commission  for  the  partial 
mobilisation  of  1893  amounted  to  9,425,  as  compared  with  8,937  in  1892. 

In  the  course  of  the  year  the  number  of  signal  ratings  had  largely  increased,  so 
that  instead  of  there  being  any  deficiencies  in  the  signal  department  when  the  partial 
mobilisation  was  effected,  84  surplus  signal  ratings  were  distributed  amongst  the 
several  manoeuvre  fleets  and  squadrons. 

During  the  year  preparations  have  been  made  for  definitely  appropriating  Petty 
Officers  and  men  of  all  ratings  to  the  three  home  ports,  in  order  that  each  port  may 
be  self-supporting  and  capable  of  m.anning  and  providing  for  the  care  and  main- 
tenance of  all  ships  attached  to  it.  A  complete  establishment  for  each  port  has 
been  drawn  up,  and  the  numbers  voted  have  been  divided  between  them  in  propor- 
tion to  their  requirements.  New  entries  from  the  shore,  and  boys  on  completion  of 
their  training,  will  be  appropriated  to  a  port,  according  to  the  numbers  required  to 
complete  the  respective  port  establishments. 

It  is  boped  that  the  establishment  of  these  port  divisions  will  eventually  provide 
for  the  actual  needs  of  each  port,  facilitate  mobilisation,  and  enable  recruiting  to  bo 
{Placed  on  a  continuous  and  satisfactory  system. 

The  changes  in  tbe  constitution  of  the  coastguard  and  port  guardships  pre- 
viously instituted,  have  been  further  developed  diu'ing  the  past  year.  The  coast- 
guard ships  now  consist  for  the  most  part  of  fast  cruisers  of  modern  type,  while 
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iho  old  type  vessels  previously  stationed  at  the  naval  ports  have  been  rej 
by  secoad-class  battletbips  and  at  Queenstown  by  an  armed  cruiser.  It  ha 
been  decided  to  replace  the  present  old  type  gunboats  att«ched  as  tenders 
coastguard  ships  by  torpedo  gunboats  of  high  speed,  and  this  is  now  being  do 

ROYAL    MARINES. 

The  increase  of  niunbers  voted  to  the  Establishment  in  April  last,  added 
ordinary  waste,  rendered  it  uecessary  to  recruit  about  S.OuO  men.  Without  rec 
the  standard  of  hciglit,  1,964  recruits  have  been  obtained  since  April  Ist.  Tc 
the  increased  competitiou  for  the  beat  men,  it  is  proposed  to  hold  out 
additional  inducements  to  men  to  join  the  Royal  Marines.  Provision  has  been 
in  the  Estimates  for  estra  payment  to  men  of  the  Corps  while  acting  aa  Nod 
missioned  Officers,  as  well  as  allowances  for  the  gratiiitoas  issue  of  certain  addi 
articles  of  clothing. 

Hitherto  it  has  been  possible  to  impart  instruction  iu  swimming  to  re 
from  the  open  beach  to  only  comparatively  few  of  the  men,  the  number  ti 
depending  more  on  the  length  of  the  summer  season,  but  the  new  swimming 
DOW  erected  at  the  Training  Depot  at  Waimer  will  enable  instruction  to  be 
daily,  and  it  is  hoped  that  tliie  essential  art  will,  be  acquired  by  every  Marine  1 
he  proceeds  to  sea. 

During  the  summer  a  battalion  of  Marines  wus  associated  with  the  tro 
the  various  arms  of  the  Service  at  Aldershot,  and  tlie  experience  gained  w 
of  considerable  value.  It  is  inteuded  to  attach  a  similar  battalion  of  Royal  H: 
to  Aldershot  annually. 

It  is  proposed  to  add  500  men  to  the  Corps  during  the  year  1894-93. 


ROYAL    NAVAL    RESERVE. 

The  numtter  of  officers  who  have  made  themselves  efficient  by  ts 
periods  of  service  in  the  Fleet  is  2-iS,  us  couiiwred  with  192  at  the  e 
last  year. 

The  lists  are  now  practically  full,  and  for  that  reasou  as  many  a 
candidates  liave  been  refused  during  the  past  year.  It  is,  however,  propa 
iucrease  the  Lieutenant)^  aud  Sub-Lleuteuuuls'  List  by  50  euch,  ivhicl 
enable  Borne  of  the  most  eligible  of  these  candidates  to  be  odroilloil. 

The  uumbcr  of  Officers  to  be  entered  for  12  mouths*  training  ou 
Ships  of  tlie  Fleet  hiis  been  raised  from  50  to  70.  Provisiou  has  al»c 
made  for  giving  six  months'  training  to  700  men  of  the  R.N.H.,  in  ships  < 
Fleet. 

The  First  and  Second  Class  Reserve  Men  arc  nearly  up  to  the  full  uu 
voted,  anil  the  class  of  Firemen,  attracted  by  the  new  regulations,  whicli 
referred  to  in  my  Siarciiieni  of  last  your,  have  preacnied  themselves  so  i 
for  entry  (hat  it  has  been  necessary  to  check  teuipnrurily  iheir  enrolment 
it  is  proposed  to  make  provision  in  the  Estimates  for  an  addiliuu  of  ■ 
the  List,  ^vhich  will  bring  the  total  number  up  lo  1,600. 

It  was  not  possible  nntil  February  of  this  vear  to  bring  into  fon-c  thi 
Regulations  for  embarking  Second  Class  men  iu  the  coastguard  ships 
working  days'  training,  but  the  seheme  is  now  in  operation,  and  ihe  ■ 
eeulres  of  Stornoway  and  Lerwick,  where  there  arc  a  very  large  number  i 
of  the  Second  Class,  have  been  visited  by  H.4I.  ships  A'wpcrA  aud  (ialafra  ) 
lively,  for  the  purpose  of  embarking  this  Class  of  the  Reserve.  The 
coastguard  ships  will  receive  the  mou  at  their  headquarters. 

A  marked  advantage  lias  lieen  gained  bv  the  Gunnery  Lieutenants 
coastguard  ships  visiting  the  R.N.R.  halleri«i  to  afford  a  few  davs"  iustr 
and  most  satisfactory  rejiorts  are  received  of  the  effieieucy  of  the  men  an 
fitness  to  take  their  place  as  jmrt  of  the  crew  of  a  man-of-war. 
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There  is  every  cause  for  satisfaction  at  the  condition  of  the  force,  both  as 
^ards  officers  and  men. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL. 

In  accordance  with  the  recommendation  of  the  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
Commons  in  1892,  the  grant  of  £16,000  per  annum  formerly  paid  out  of  the 
>n8olidated  Fund  in  aid  of  the  funds  of  Greenwich  Hospital,  has  been  restored 
from  the  Ist  October,  1893,  for  the  benefit  of  men  who  entered  the  Service 
fore  the  29th  June,  1878.  This  money  has  been  applied  to  increasing  by  2,000 
B  number  of  Age  Pensions  awarded  to  Naval  and  Marine  Pensioners  of  55  years 
age  and  upwards. 

The  total  number  of  Age  Pensions  existing  at  the  present  time  is  about 
►,100. 

In  accordance  with  another  of  the  recommendations  of  the  Committee,  a  rent 
£5,000  a  year  has  been  paid  since  Ist  April,  1892,  to  Greenwich  Hospital  funds 

r  ihe  use,  for  the  purposes  of  the  Royal  Naval  College,  of  the  Hospital  buildings 
Greenwich.     By  this  means,  funds  for  600  additional  Age  Pensions  have  been 

ovided. 

In  the  case  of  the  Victoria  disaster  every  effort  was  made  to  provide  promptly 
r  the  widows  and  children  of  the  men  who  perished.  The  ship  was  lost  on  the 
ird  of  June,  and  by  the  15th  of  August  following  the  greater  number  of  the 
ses  had  been  investigated  and  the  widows*  pensions,  and  the  allowances  to  the 
lildren,  paid. 

In  all,  pensions  have  l)een  awarded  to  77  widows  and  allowances  to  124 
lildren  of  these  seamen,  while  four  cases  from  Malta,  lately  reported,  are  now 
ider  investigation.  The  charge  thus  entailed  upon  the  funds  of  Greenwich 
ospital  amounts  to  nearly  £1,500  a  year. 


NAVAL  DEFENCE  ACT. 

I  stated  last  year  that  a  Bill  would  b^  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  amending 
e  Naval  Defence  Act  of  1889.  This  was  done,  and  the  Amending  Act  of  1893 
is  subsequently  passed. 

The  Act  authorised  the  expenditure  of  a  larger  sum  upon  the  ships  built  in 
e  Dockyards  than  was  originally  contemplated,  and  extended  the  time  within 
bich  the  vessels  should  be  completed  for  sea.  It  also  gave  the  Admiralty  greater 
titude  with  regard  to  the  use  of  savings  of  previous  years. 

• 

According  to  the  latest  information,  the  total  expenditure  upon  the  ships  built 
the  Dockyards  will  amount  to  £12,222,000— namely,  £9,814,000  for  hulls,  &e.,  and 
?,408,000  for  armaments,  or,  in  round  numbers,  an  excess  of  £722,000  over  the 
iginal  Estimate. 

It  is  anticipated  that  the  whole  of  the  expenditure  on  the  ships  built  by 
utract  will  be  met  out  of  the  £10,000,000  charged  under  the  Act  to  the 
>nsolidated  Fund. 

We  do  not  propose  to  extend  to  the  new  Programme  of  shipbuilding  financial 
Ekchinery  like  that  of  the  Naval  Defence  Act.  Apart  from  financial  policy  and 
her  considerations  connected  with  it,  the  accounts  rendered  necessary  by  the  Act 
•ve  proved  difficult  and  complicated  in  their  working,  and  I  trust  that  by  careful 
[d  energetic  management  the  funds  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Admiralty  in  the 
nnual  Votes  will  secure  the  rapid  and  economical  prosecution  of  shipbuilding 
>rk  for  the  Navy. 

SPENCER. 

lOth  March,  1894. 
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Third  Time. 
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Board  op  Agriculture 
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Civil  Service 
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ACLA  ND,  Right  Hon.  A.  H.  D.  (Vice 
President  of  the  Council  on  Edu- 
cation), york,  fV.R.j  Rotherham 

Camberwell  School  Accommodation,  562 
Charities  of  St.  Mary  the  Virgin,  Oxford,  1587 
Charity  Commission  and  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1002 
Charity  Commissioners — Mr.  Austie,  903 
Christ's  Hospital,  1430 
Eastbourne  School  Accommodation,  337 
Flitwick  School  Board,  661 
Highbury  Vale  School,  1592 
Inspectors,  ElementarySchool  Teachers  as,  330 
Intemperance,  Illustrated  Lessons  on,  1005 
Liscard  (Cheshire)  School,  310 
Matlock  British  School,  309 
Non-Board  School  Improvements,  Res.,  961 
Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1372 
Public  Elementary  School  Return,  311 
Secondary  Education  Commission.  1563 
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ACLAND,  Right  Hon.  A.  H.  D.-;-^(mt, 

Supply 
Elementary  Education — Requ  irements  *of 

the  Education  Department,  381, 385, 386, 

390 
Public  Education — Circulars    Asking    for 

Subscriptions  in  Lieu  of  Fees,  380 
South  Kensington  Museum,  1078 
Training  Colleges,  390 
Voluntary  Schools,  &c.,  801,  802,  806,  809, 

821,  829 

Teachers,  Scarcity  of,  692 

Thrift  in  Elementary  Schools,  1508 

Voluntary  Schools 
Finances,  692 
Grants  Withheld,  693 

Wales — School  Inspectors,  1505 
"Warned"  Schools,  146,  346 
Worcestershire — Cotteridge  School,  ii& 
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AcLAND-HooD,  Captaiu  Sir  A.,  Somer- 
set, Weliington 

DiEChai^ed  and  Rcsetro  Soldiers,    Employ- 
ment for,  Bes.,  BU 
Foreign  and  Colonial  Meat  Bilt,  Intro,,  453 
Sei^eant    loBtructors     of    Volunteers    and 
Railway  Fares.  586 

Admiralty  (see  Navy) 

Afqhanistan 
Sir  M.  Dttrand'i    Million — Paperi,  Q.  Mr. 
Curzon  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Mar  16,  336 


African    Companiet    (References  to,  in  De- 
bate on  Supply,  Mar  15,  391)   , 
Aiiglo-PoTtvgvete  Treaty,  Q.  Sir  A.  Rollit ;  A. 

Sic  E.  Grey  3Iar  20,  696 
Bfehvanaland —  Cimeeirioiu  Cnmiaiiiipn,    (J, 

Mr.  A. O'Connor;  A.MrS.BuitonjVarlS, 

317 
Biehuanaland,  MaihoHaland,  and  MataMe- 

land    (References  tu,  in   Debate  on  Sup- 

pl^.MarU,  «5) 
iMlafoii  Bag  ItaUvaytQ.Hr.ii.'HeataD;  A. 

SirE.Orey  April  6,  H61 
Kereikareu'i     Ea^dititm,   Q.    Commander 

Betiiell ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  April  9,  1576 
Ladii— Congo  Free  State  Smpeilitimi,  J-t.,  Q. 

Commander    Bcthell ;      A.    Sir    S.    Orey 

.Var  20,  S»9 
Xaili,  SiiHth  Afrkan,  Q.  Mr.  Conybear^;  A. 

Mr.  A.  Morley  April  5,1461 
MaHirn  I'lntran  norf  the  Portigueie,  Q.  Mr. 

J.  W.  Lowther;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Mar  19, 


Mar 


,U7 


;  A.  I 


Pondi'Ia«d,  Amieration  of,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buiton  Mar  20,  G89  ; 
Q.  Mr.  Whitelcy ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  April  6, 
H37;  Q.  Commnnder  Bethel  1 :  A.  Mr.  S. 
Buxton  April  n,  1.177 
Sierra  Le.me 

Co«Hift  betK-ern  Frenfh  and  Britilh 
Foreei,  Qs.  Cnptain  BiiRot,  Sir  E.  ABh- 
m-;iwi-Bartlett ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  Mar  20, 


AFBICA— ruii(. 
Vmtali 
Arreit  of  Mr.  Taylor,   Q.   Mr.   ] 
Morlou  ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Bn-xion  Mar 
Qiiee«   Chikaxga't  Cimtort.  Q.  Ml 
A.  Mr.  S.  Buiton  Mar  19,  563 
Umlaita'i  Country — Magiitratei,  Q 
-J.  C.  Morton  ;  A.   Mr.   S.   Buxton 
700 
Uayoro  and  Colonel  ColvUle,  Qs.  Coi 
Bethell,  Sir  0.  Baden-Powell  ;  A 
Grey  Mar  20,  700 
Zambeii — Caltiiivn   with  Portuguen 
Qi.  Mr.  J.  Lowther,  Sir  A.  BolUt 
E.  Grey-Wnr  19,583 
ZtLlvland—Priioneri,     .(c.    Q.     Coi 

Bethell ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  April  < 

Agricultural  Depreuion 

Amendt.  lo  Address  in   Answer   to 
Speech  (Colonel  H.  Vincent)  Xer 

AgricnltoT&l  Education  in  Elen 
SohoolBBill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Jesse  Collings ;  Bead  1° 


AOSICXTLTimE,  BOA&D  OF 

Presidenl^Mr.  H.  Gabdnkb 
Anthrax,  Q.  Mr.  Fellowes;  A.  Mr. 

April  3,  1260 
Canadian   Cattle   Trade,  Q.  Sir  J.  K 
A.   Mr.   S.   Bttiton   Mar   16,  308 
Farqnharson ;  A.  Mr.  Gardner  Mai 
Leafieti,  Copy  pres.  -Wiir  12,  127 
MargariHf  Art,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Plunketl ; 
Gardner -Va;- 16,  4*1 
,  Buxton        Meat,   Foreign,   Q.   Mr.  Bnclinnati ; 
Qanlner  Mar  13,141  ;  Qs.  Dr.  Fan) 
Sir  W.  Wedderbum,  Mr.   Buchan 
Mr.  Gardner  -War  20, 694;  Qs.  Sir 
well,  Mr.  8.  Keay;  As.  Mr.  Gardner 
1254 ;  Q.  Mr.  S.  Keay  ;    A.   Mr. 
April  9,  1568 
Tiibem(luii4  Report.  Q.   Mr,  1*09  G 
A.  Mr.  Shaw-T,efeyre  Mar  13,  l.i3 
Field  ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevrc  Mar 
Veterinary  Drpartaieiit,  CupT  pres. 
127 


Expi-ilili 


u ;  A.  Mr.  K.  Buxloii  Mar  13.  114 
Sa-u:iland,    Cruhm    of.    Q.    Barou    H.   de 

Woniis  ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxlon  Mar  13,  14t! 
Trlr-graim  (Refereiit'cs     to,    in    Dotete    on 

.••B7-/,?y..VnM5,  362) 
Traiifcaal—ThraKhinq  the  Bhieht,  y.  Mr.  H. 

Smith  ;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  Mar  'H'i  6H3 
rgmda—Sir  O.  PortnVt  ItrjHirt  St.,  Q,  Sir 
J.  FcrgusEon:  A.SirE.Grcy,»fflrl3,14l  ; 
Q.  Sir  G.  Bailen-Powell ;  A.  riir  E,  Grey 
Mar  15.  343:  Qs.  Sir  G.  l'*W-Powill. 
Sir  J.  Keniiawav  :  As.  Sir  E.  Grev 
April  a,  IRIU  ;  Qs.  Sir  G.  Bwlen-Powell, 
Mr.  Crnwr..ril  ;  As.  Sir  E.  Grey  April  9, 
16SI 
(HcfoK'ncs  lr>,  in  Debate  on  Supply, 
Mar  15,3111) 


AiRD,  Mr.  J.,  Piiddingloti,  .V. 
I      Buyal  Parke,  Band.s  in.  12r.l 


Aliens   (see   Emif/rutio) 


Allan,  Mr.  W.,  Gateshead 
Navy  Eatimates — Men  and  Hoys. 
"  Victoria  "  Disaster,  724,  72r> 


Alles,  Mr.  C.  F.  Egerton,  Pe 

Savy — Doekyard   Labour  and   Waj 
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Allen,     Mr.     W.,     Newcastle  -  under- 

Lyme 

Navy — Dockyard  Labour  and  Wages,  Res., 

646,  647 
Queen's  Speech  ^Hoose  of  Lords,  202 

Allsopp,  Hon.  G.  H.,   Worcester 

Burial  Acts,  1450 

Ambrose,  Dr.  D.,  Louth,  S, 
Ireland — Veterinary  Inspectors,  559 

America — United  States 

Derelicts  in  the  Atlantic  (see  title  Atlantic) 
Madagascar — United  States  Consul,  Q.  Sir  C. 
Dilke ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Mar  15,  315 

Mail  Route 
Distances  bettveen  Ports,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  April  6,  1605 
Queenstown  and  Moville,  Qs.  Sir  J.  Leng, 

Captain  Donelan ;    As.  Mr.  A.    Morley 

April  6, 1506 
Return  ordered  April  4,  1380 

Anstruther,  Mr.  H.  T.,  St,  Andrews, 

SfC, 

Business  of  the  House — Scottish  Legislation, 

327 
Civil  Service— Second  Division  Clerks,  684 
Shops,  Hours  of  Labour  in,  684 

Anthrax  (see  under  Agriculture) 

Appropriations  in  Aid 

Q.    Mr.    G.    Bowles ;    A.    Sir  W.   Harcourt 
Mar  13,  152  ;  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  Mar  15,  307 
(References   to,   in    Debate    on     Sujtply^ 
Mar  15,  376) 


ABHY 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  Campbell-Ban- 
nerman 

Under  Secretary  of    State — Lord    Sand- 
hurst 

Financial  Secretary — Mr.  Woodall 

Africa  —  Sierra  Leone — Conflict  between 
French  and  English  Forces,  Qs.  Captain 
Bagot,  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  As.  Sir  E. 
Grey  Mar  20,  694 

Appropriations  in  Aid,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ; 
A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Mar  13,  152  ;  Q.  Mr. 
G.  Bowles  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 
Mar  16,  307 
(References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply, 
Mar  15,  376) 

Barracks,  Bradfttrd,  Q.  Mr.  Cainc  ;  A.  Mr. 
Woodall  Mar  19,  564 

BiUetting 

Pontefract^  Q.  Mr.  Nussey ;  A.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman Mar  15,  304 
Wakefield,  Q.  Mr.  Nussey ;  A.  Mr,  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman April  2, 1099 

Chnteens,  Temperance,  Q.  Mr.  A.  Grove ;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  9, 1591 

\eontn 
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Ceylon 
Defences  of  Colombo,  Q.  Mr.  Schwann ;  A. 

Mr.    Campbell-Bannerman     April    15, 

1443 
Rifle  Mange,  Q.   Mr.    Schwann;    A.    Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  Aprii  5,  1444 
RifU'if—lloyal    Warwich  shire     Regiment, 

Q.  Mr.  Weir ;   A.  Mr.  Woodall   AprU  9, 

1579 

Contracts 
Armour-Piercing  Projectiles,  Q.  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;    A.    Sir   U.    Kay-Shuttleworth ; 
April  6,  1510  ;  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  A.  Mr. 
Woodall  AprU  9, 1577 

Cordite  Dixpute  (References  to,  in  Debate  on 

Supply,  Mar  15,  366) 
Defences,  Res.  (Sir  C.  Dilke)  Mar  16,  462 
Discharged  and  Reserre  Soldiers,    Employ- 
ment far,  Res.  (Major  Rasch)  Mar  16,  507 

Factories 
Copy  pres.  Mar  12,  126 
Eight  Hours  Day,  Q.  Mr.   Hanbury  ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Mar  13,  151 
Enfield  atid  Sparkbrook,   Qs.    Mr.  A.    C. 

Morton,    Mr.   Bonn ;    As.   Mr.   Woodall 

April    5,    1437;     Qs.    Mr.    Weir,     Mr. 

Barran,  Mr.  J.  Collings  ;  As.  Mr.  Woodall 

April  9,  1579 
Woolwich    Arsenal   Injury   Pay,  Return 

pres.  Mar  12, 128 

Forage  (References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply, 
Mar  15,  430) 

India 
Dum-Dum  Murder — Private   0*I[ara,   Q. 

Mr.  Caine ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

AprU  5,  1438 
Madras  and  Bombay  Commatuls,  Q.    Sir 

C.  Dilke ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Mar  13, 

140 
Staf  Corps— Promotion,  Q.  Mr.   Talbot ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  April  2,  1099 

Ireland 
Bantry   Bay    Military    Works,    Q.    Mn 

Gilhoolv  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

Mar  20,  685 
Curragh    Buildings-^K^iltatoe    Slates,    Qi 

Captain    Donelan ;    A.    Mr.   Campbell- 
Bannerman  April  2,  1108 
Soldiers'  Institutes  in  Dublin,   Q.   Mr.   A. 

O'Connor ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman 

AprU  2,  1113 
Soldiers  Unloading  Coal  at  Spike  Island, 

Q.  Captain  Donelan  ;  A.   Mr.  Campl>ell- 

Bannerman  April  5,  1450 
Taffe,  Edward,  Case  of  Q.  Mr.  Bodkin  ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  April  9,  1572 

Leo-Metford  Rifle  Range    (see   sub-heading 
Rifie  Ranges) 

Medical  Department 

Hospital  Corps,  Q.  Mr.  Arnold-Forstcr ;  A. 
Mr.  Campbell-Bannemian  Mar  15,  325 

*•* Professional  Assistant^'  to  the  Director 
General,  Q.  Captain  Norton ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman  April  2,  1111 

Surgeon-Major  Hamilton  G.  Gardner,  Q. 
Mr.  Webster  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Banner- 
man April  6,  1514 

Mobilisation^  Obs.  Colonel  Lockwood  Jlav  X^^ 
519 
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ABMT—coat. 

Xnthetry—Examinalum  Paperi.  Q.  Ur. 
Ltoyd-Horgan ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-Bsnner- 
rasji  Mar  16,  445 

ArtiUery   .Vajori.   Q.  Colonel  Nolan;  A. 

Ur.  Caatpben-Uannennan  Mar  15,  3S3 
Staff  Offieer,'    Pay  at  tlir  Maiururret.  Q. 
Colonel  Loclcwood ;    A.   Mr.   Campbell- 
Bannerman  .Var  lU,  580 
Patriotie    Fund    Committioiieri—Balaelara 
Fund.  Q.  CBpfaiQ  Najlor-Leyland  ;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell- Ban  Hernial  I  Mur  19,  5B9 
PfMhat 

I'rimfaiiasd  Ixdien  MtUiay  PeH»io»t't,  Q. 
SirJ.  l.^g;  A.  Mr.  Woodall  Mar  16, 
435 
J*"  Peniianrrt  aHd  Public  Ilotitei,  Q«.  Mr.  J. 
Bumi",  Mr.  Jeffreja,  Mr.  Hartley ;  Aa.  Mr. 
Asquith,  Mr.  6)>eaker,  Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannermaii  April  6,  1452 
liirh.    r,>U.nH,  «.  Sir  Q.  Chesney  ;  A.  Sir 

J.  T.  Hibbert  Mar  2U,  665 
Soldiert'  P/ntium,  Copy  prea.  Mar  29,  999 
PoHt^mH  J/illiitiag  (aec   lub-hewiing  Bil- 

UttiHgi 
Pontefraet—darriitnii  Military  SegtUatiatui, 
Q.  Ur.  Nnssey  :  A.  Mr.  Campbell-BaDner- 
mtui  Mar  16,  302 
Rijtc:  Magaiine  (ReferencEB  to,  on  CuMiTii- 

iattd  Fu«d  (.Vo.  :)  Bill,  Mar  24,  896) 
Bifir  Baiigct—Ler-Metford  ItiJIe.  Q.  Sir  H. 
Fletcher:    A.    Mr.    Caoipbell-BanDerman 
AprU  2,  109H 
ScaUand — Jfamilton  Brigade  DepSt,  Q.  Mr. 
Holier :     A.     Mr.     Campbell-Bannerman 
Mar  13,  142 
Siirw.,  Be«-rre,  Q.  Sir  S.  Northcot«  ;  A.  Mr. 

Caiupbell-Baniiermati  Mar  19,  S8u 
Strait!  Setllemraf^Mililar;/  Ctmtrihutioii*. 
Q.  SirJ.  Gomt;  A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  Mar  I'J, 
673 
Trmpthipt  (see  umier  (itle  Navy) 
VelKJiterrt 
Deiuiratium,  <i.  Mr.  H.  S.  Wright;  A.  Mr. 
Campbell-llnnncnnaii   Mar   l.'i,  315  :  Q. 
Viscount    Wolmer;    A.    Mr.   Campbell- 
Bannermaii    April     5,    1448;     Q.    Ur. 
Webster  ;   A.  Ur.  Cnmp bell- Ban nermau 
April  6,  IRIG 
Offieert— Military    iHttmrtien,    Q.    Mr. 
GrilBtli-B<«can-en ;    A.    Ur.    Campbell' 
Banuennaii  Mar  29,  !KJ4 
Strgnmr  lattrartort  and  Hailu-ay  F.irr; 
g.SirA.Acln(Hj-H«Kl;A.  Mr.Camii-   " 
linnnermnn  Mar  in,  566 


Mr.  Ciimpbcll-Hannerman  Mar  ^3,  ISi 

Army  (Animal)  Bill 

r.  Oriitrcil ;  Rcnil  !•  Mar  21,  851 
Kea<l  2".V»r22,  804 

Armff  (Annual)  liUl 

Obs.  Sir.  U.  Bwlts,  Mr.  A.  C.  Mo.lon,  Mi 

Cnmpbgll-llnni.ermnji,    Hir    W.     Hnrcourl 

Sir    A.    Rollil.    Sir    B.   Temple   Mar  21 

M4  ;  (J.  Mr.  G.  Bowles;  A.  Mr.   Cinipbcil 


Army  (^AHniuil)  BUI — eont. 

Bannerman  Mar  22,  869  ;  Qa.  Hr.  B 
Mr.  HanbuTj  ;  Ai.  Ht.  Campbell- 
man  .Var  29.  906;  Q.  Mr.  Hanb 
Mr.  Campbell- Bannerman  Apr^  2 

Army  E$timaUi,  1894-5 
Copy  pre»..  Mar  12,  126 
MemnraHdniK    of    Eitimala,     Cop 

Mar  12,  126 
Ordnaiuv    Faftariei  (Smpptrineiitai 

mate;  ISBS-f),  Copy  pres.  Mar  12, 
Stipplemmtary  Eitimatf,  1893-4,  Co] 

Mar  12,  1^6 
<19S,000  —  Supplemental?,  Additio 

penditure  on  Army  Serrice,  Com. 

43U  ;  Report  Mar  16,  5GG 
£100 — Ordoanee  Factories  (Suppl em 

Com.  Mar  15.  43]  :  Report  Mar  It 
Land  Forces   (155,347)   of  all   Rani 

Mar  16,  621  ;  Report  Mar  19,  675 
£5,981.000— Pay,  &c.,  of  the  Army  ( 

Staff,    Regiments,    Reserve.   aiM 

nenla).  Com.  Mar  16, 549  ;  Bepoit 

676 
£100— Onlnanee    Factoriea,   Com.   . 

G60;RepoH  .Var  19,675 
£100— Onfnanre  Factories— BxceM, 

Com.  Mar  20,  784  ;  Report  Mar  21 

Arsoik-Forster,  Mr.  H,  0.,  J 
fF. 

Army  and   Navy  —  Defensive  Prepi 
Res..  476 

Army  Hospital  Corps,  S2S 

Ireland 
Belfast  and  Newcastle  Pott  Office, 
Clare  Countr.  Crime  in,  336 
Cork— Sunday  Disturbances,  1588 

Personal  Explanation,  905 

VicWtia  Tower.  National  Flag  on,  7< 

Ashuead-Bartlett,  Sir  E.,  Si 

Eccietall 
Braiilian  dvil  War,  331 

Low  of  British  Offioen,  667 
Franco- Siamese  Quction,  Papers  on, 
Kiang  Hung— Cession  to  China,  I09( 
NaTy 

El  (lend  it  are,  781 

Gibraltar,  Construction  of  Dock  at 
Sierra  I,eone~CoiiHict  between  Frt 

Knglieh  Forces.  fi95 


ASQUlTH.BioHT  Hos.  H.  H. 
tarv  o[  ISlnte  fur  tlic  Home 
n,™i),  Fifi.  E. 

Bakehouses  in  I.onilun,  1106 

Bolls  Match  GirlB'  Strike— Cafo  U 

Meaii,  580 
Building  Kodcties  Acta,  1595 
Burial  Acts,  1460 
Busineiv  of  the  Houbc,  Res.,  1631 
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Abquith,  Right  Hon.  H.  H,-^coHt. 

Children,  Imprisonment     of,    in    Holloway 

Prison,  150,  151 
Charch  of  England  Marriage  Laws,  702,  1109 
Convictions,  Records  of,  1001 
Dundee  Tailoring  Trade,  678 
Factory  Acta,  Breach  of,  at  Preston,  447 
Featherstone  Riots — Compensation,  577 
Oresham  University— Draft  Charter,  867 
Habitual  Inebriates  Committee's  Report,  332 
Labour     Commission  —  Assistant     Commis- 
sioners' Reports,  339 
Licence  Fees— Home  Office,  1446 
Licences,  Occasional,  1245 
Liverpool,  Houses  of  Ill-Repute  in,  858 
London  Building  Bye-Laws — County  Council 

Bill,  1107 
Lunacy  Laws — **  Commissioners  in  Lunacy  r. 

Sherrard,"  584 
Metropolitan  Police— C  Division,  690 
Metropolitan  Police  Court  Clerks,  343 

Mines 
Explosions  in  Coal  Mines,  314 
Inspectors'  Reports,  1574 

Mining  Royalties — Rents  and  Wayleaves,  Res., 

1547 
Nottingham  Execution— Walter  Smith,  1112, 

1510 
Police  Stations — Aldershot  and  Farnborough, 

1446 
"  Pridham  r.  Jennings,"  567,  861 

Prisons 

Kirkdale  Site,  316 
Warders,  1005 

Publicans  and  Military  Pensioners,  1452 
Queen's  Speech — Dynamite  Prisoners,  231 
Revolvers  and   Pistols—  Accidents,  Res.,  1040 
Shops,  Hours  of  Labour  in,  684 

Supply 

Dangerous  Trades,  360,  361 
Home  Office,  361 

House  of  Commons  Offices,  Commission  on, 
354 

Tithe  Collection  in  Wales,  1246 

Vaccination — Legislation,  683 

Wild  Birds  in  Yorkshire— Close  Time,  149 

Atlantic^  Derelicts  in 

Q.  Mr.  Macdona ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Mar  16, 
444;  Obs.  Mr.  Macdona  Mar  30,  1059; 
Qs.  Sir  J.  Leng,  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  As.  Sir  U. 
Kay-Shuttleworth  AprU  2,1100;  Q.  Mr. 
Macdona  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  30,  1004, 
1007 


Attorney  General — Sir  C.  Russell 

Austin,  Mr.  M.,  Limerick,  fV. 

Cork— Outdoor  Sunday  Preaching,  1518 

Baden  -  Powell,    Sir    G.,    Liverpooly 

Kirkdale 
Army   and    Navy — Defensive    Preparations, 

Res.,  503 
Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,  1457,  1574  ;  2R., 

1469,  1481  ;  Com.,  1679,  1682,  1685 
Kirkdale  Prison  Site,  315 
Nayy — Reserves,  668,  669 


Baden-Powell,  Sir  G.^carU. 

Newfoundland  Ministerial  Crisis,  1581 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Finan- 
cial Business,  270 

Pondoland,  Annexation  of,  689 

Samoa,  British  Ships  at,  1097 

Uganda— Sir  G.  Portal's  Report,  &c.,  343, 
1516,  1581,  1676 

Unyoro,  Affairs  of,  700 

Bagot,   Captain  J.  F.,  Westmoreland, 

Kendal 

Discharged  and  Reserve  Soldiers,  Employ- 
ment for,  Res.,  512 

Sierra  Leone — Conflict  between  French  and 
English  Forces,  694 

Baird,     Mr.     J.     G.      A.,     Glasgaw, 
Central 

Mining  Accidents  (Scotland)  Bill,  Intro., 
457 

Bakehouses  in  the  Metropolis  (see  under 
Metropolis) 

Baker,  Mr.  J.,  Portsmouth 

Dockyard  Labour  and  Wages,  Res.,  630 
Indian  Troopships,  1507 

Balfour,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Leeds,  Central 

Building  Societies  Acts,  1594 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1151 

Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.,  Manchester, 

E. 

Army 

Army  and  Navy — Defensive  Preparations, 
Res.,  490 

Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  Explo- 
sion Inquiry,  155 

Behring  Sea  Award   Bill,  1595 ;  2R.,  1468  ; 

Com.,  1684 
Ireland — Land  Acts,  Select  Com.  on,  1455 

Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  156,  267,  271,  587, 
1460, 1520, 1675  ;  Res.,  1603,  1607,  1648 

Introduction  of  and  Ballotting  for  Bills, 
132,  133,  135.  159,  160,  161 

Privilege — Lonl  Rosebery's  Speech  at  Edin- 
burgh, Res.,  598 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1127, 
1502 

Standing  Orders,  Obs.,  608 

Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to,  48,  70,  253,  254 
Administration  of  Ireland,  245,  246 
Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. — Retirement 

from  Office,  49 
House  of  Lords  Offices,  245,  261 

Scotland— Home  Rule,  Res.,  1311..  1315 

BALFOUR,  Right  Hon.  J.  B.  (Lord 
Advocate),  Clackmannan,  SfC, 

Fatal    Accidents    Inquiry    (Scotland)    Bill. 

Intro.,  1688 
North  Berwick  Provisional  Otdet  ft\.VV.,BsA.> 

675 
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Balfoub,  Right  Hon.  J.  B. — eoiU. 

Prevention  of  Crueltj  to  Cbildren  Bill,  2It., 

1377 
Scotland 
County  Councils— Statutory  Meetings,  336 
Day  'lYespass  Act,  i'roeecutioD  Quder,  133 
Dingwall  Poncbing  ProEecutioDS,  8S9, 1262, 

1570 
Procurator  Fiscal  of  LoehmBddy,  862 
Saddell  Tenancy  Dispute,  8B7 
Trawling,  145,833 

'    e  Committee  (ScotUnd),  Res.,  1199 


Ballantine,  Mr.  W.  H,  W,,   Coventry 

Nottingham  Execution— Walter  Smith,  1112, 
1610 

Banbubt,  Mr.  F.  G,,  Camberwell,  Pech- 
ham 

Building  Societies  Bill,  Intro.,  433 

East  Ixjndon  Water  Bill,  2B.,  H02,  1404, 1405 

Supply— HoueeR  of  Parliament,  933 

Bamlead  Common 

Q.  Lord   a.  Hamilton ;    A.    Sir    C.   BusBell 
AprU  9,  1GB2 

Barker  and  Co.,  Failure  of  (see  under 
Trorfe,  Board  of) 

Barbow,  Mr.  R.  V.,  SovtAicark,  Ber- 
mond$ey 

Bakehouses  in  London,  1106,  1B07 
Enfield  and  Bparkbrooli  Factories,  1680 
Lo(al     Govern  men  t     Act — London     Vestiy 
Elections,  335 

Bakhy,  Mr.  E.,  Cork,  S. 

Ireland — Skibbereen  Custom  Hoiite,  1572 

Bartlev,  Mr.  G.  C.  T.,  lalinglon,  K. 

Church  Patronage  Bill,  Intro.,  460 
"Corkage"  at  Temperance  Hotels,  1114 
Eastbourne  School  Accommodation,  338 
Income  Tax,  1U09,  1043,  1051,  ro.i2 
Ireland — Church  Fund,  681 
Lightsbi)>s~Ttc  Smalls,  314 
Milit«ry  Pensioners — Payment  of   Pensions, 

1463 
Occu])ying   Tenants'   Eufranchii^enicnt   Bill, 

Res.,  787 
Old  Age  Provident   Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1324, 

1349,1353,  1354,1371 
Outdoor  Provident  Relief  Bill.  Res.,  787 
Parliament 

Business  of  ibe  House.  270 ;  Res,,  16-SS 

"  Parlianienlary  Uebates"  Indcs,  1444 

Private  Members'  Days,  164 
Supply 

British  Museum,  1066,  1067 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  1089, 
1090 

Extension   of  Admimlly   Buildingf,   il88 ; 
Res.,  991,  998 

Houses  of  Parliament,  982 

Metro])olitaii  Police  Courts,  996 

.South    Kensington  Museum,   1070;    Res., 
1074,  1079 


Barton,  Mr.  D.  P.,  Armagh,  Mid 

Cork— Sunday  Outdoor  Preaching,  IE 
Land  Acts.  Select.  Com.  on,  11G6 

Bati-et,  Mr.  E.  H.,  CamherweH,  I 

Camberwoll  School  Accommodation,  B6 

Beach,  Right  Hon.  Sir  M.H.,  Britlo 
Bishopric  of  Bristol  Act  (18S4)  Amenc 
Bill,  Intro.,  461 

Beaumarit  Scheme 
Q.  Lord   Stanley  of  Aldertey  ;   A.  Ei 

Rosebery  A^rit  9,  1666 

Beer  Adnlteration  Bill 

c.  Ijitro.,  Mr.  Bound ;  Bead  1*  Har  16, 46! 

Behriag  Sea  Award  Bill 

c  Intro.,  Sir   C.    Russell:   Read    1°  Jfti 


Con.  ii 

Bekring  Sea  Atoard  Bill 

Qs.  Sir  G,  Baden-Powell,  Mr.  O.  Bowta 
Mr.  B.  Buxton  AprU  6,  1467;  Q*.  8 
Baden- Powell,  Sir  A.  Eollit,  Ur.  J.  C 
berlain,  Mr.  Bartluy;  As.  Mr.  8.  Bn 
Sir  E.  Grey,  Sir  C.  BosseU  April  S,  1 
Q.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour ;  A.  Sir  W.  Hir 
AprU  9,  1695 

Benn,    Mr.     J.    W..    Tojeer    Ha» 
St.  George's 
Ea«t   London    Water   Bill,  28,  1(04, 

1419 
Entield  and  Sparkbrook  Factories,  14S7 
Loudon,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Ba 
Fares.  1249 

Bethell,    Conimasder  G.     R.,     1 
E.R.,  Holdemett 

Kcrckhoven's  Expedition,  1676 
Lailo— Congo  Free  State  Exhibition 


Pondoland,  Annexation  of,  1677 
Unyoro  and  Colonel  Colville,  700 
Zulu  PriBonets,  1576 

Navy— Reserves.  6fi0 

Supply- Hoanl  Scbools,  iic,  827,  828 

Bethnal  Green  Museum 

(Reference*  to,  in  Debate  on  Shji/iIi),  .V 


BiLtaON,  Mr.  A,,  Derou,  Barnslap 

Ground  Game  Act  (1880)  AmendmeD 
Intro.,  453 
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Biiboprie  of  Briatol  Act  0884)  Am«nd- 
josaX  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Sir  M.  Hickg-Beach  ;  ReaH  I'.VarI6, 


Board  of  Agriculture  {tea  Agriculture) 
Board  of  Trade  (see  Trade) 
Boarda  of  Conciliation  Bill 

e.   Intro.,  Sir  J.  Lnbbock  ;  Read    1°  AprU  3, 

Bodkin,  Mr.  M.  M.,  Botcommon,  N, 

MoQitora,  Examination  for,  U34 
School  Books,  1434,  1578 
Taffe,  E<lwor1,  Case  of,  1572 


BoacAW^N,   Mr.  A,  S.  T.   Griffith-, 
ITent,  Tunbridge 
'.      Mining   Roynlties  —  Kent*  and   Wayleaves, 
■Res.,  I53fi 
Titbe  Collection  in  Wales,  1245 
Volunteer  Officers,  Militair  InBtmction  for, 


BoULSDis,  Mr.  E.,  Maryltbone,  E. 

Bast  London  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1390 
Police  (Metropolis)  Bill,  2R.,  1379 

Bonxi'iELD,  Mr.  W,  R.,  Hackney,  E. 
QMAgi  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1372 
Snpplj — Dangerous  Twides,  S61 

Boin-ES,  Mr.  T,  G.,  Lynn  Regis 
AiftiTtltinBtions  in  Aid.  162,  307 
Army  (Annual)  Bill,  854,  H55,  gA9 ;  IR.  851  ; 
'2R,  895 
.JhDaatic,  Derelicts  in,  1101 
Bearing  Sea  Award   Bill.   14.ia  ;   2R.,  1478, 

1490;  Com.,  1877,  lB7fl,  IflSO,  IfiSl,  1«83, 

168S 
Danuhc,  Hauths  of,  341 
Declaration  of  Pads.  ^i& 
Dorer  Pier  Dues,  678 
l^w  Office™  at  the  Crown,  Res..  flSl 
licence  Fees— Home  Office,  Ut-'i 
Mercantile  Marine  Expenditure.  13!) 
Merchant  Shipping  (Li fe-Suvinp  Appliancesl 

Act— Buard  of  Trade  Rules,  1252 
NaT? 

Ctiastgunril  Stations  —  I,ife-SiiTing  Appa- 


Bowi.ES,  Mr.  T.  G.— ««. 

Parliament 
Buainess  of  the  il.  .u--  ITi  ;  Res.,  1870, 1671; 

M.Xii.ll  fnt   SH(V..,   C..I.I.1231 

IntroductiinofandBallottingfor  Bills,  162 
Pni-ile^a'  —  Lorii    Rosebery's    Speecli    at 
Edinbiirgh.Ros.,  605 

Quarantine,  955,  957 

Si,pph- 

Appropiintinns  in  Aid.  ;i7ii 

Art  and  Sdcnoe  RiiildingB,  lOfiS,  li)T6 

fhokTa  l>rei'jiutifin.«.  365,  366 

rounty  fourln.  ;i7.'}.  374 

Diplomatic  ami  Consular  Buildings,  1086, 

10S9.  loaO,  1091 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  SorTiccB,  834 
Extension  of  Admiralty  Buildings.  981 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  ComoiiMion  on, 
357 


Royal  Palaces,  967,  969,  970 

Royal  Parks  and   Pleasure  Gardens,  971, 

975.  976 
Vote  on  Account.  349,  805 

BraxUian  Civil  War 

Ereroii-m-Loi  of  BrUUk  Offlrert—C'-m- 
i"«*i;f"iii.  ij.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A. 
sirK.  Grov  -!/«'■  22,867 

Sui-rr.„lrr  .'/  Admi'-al  dt  Gama,  Qs.  Sir  E, 
•i3liiiit.id-llim1i'li.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Sir 
A.  RoIlK,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  As.  Sir  B.  Grey 
Mar  1.5,  331 

Britith  Columbia,  Bank  of 
Copy  pre*.  Mar  12,  127 

British  Museum 
(References  to,  in  Debate  on  SnjJpiy,  .Wnr  21, 


Brodhick,  Hon.  W.  St.  John,  Surrey, 
Guildford 
Army    and    Savy— Defensive   Proi>aralioDS, 

Res.,  fiOl 
Army  (Annual)  Bill.  906 

Army  Estimates 

Forace,  431 

Land  Forces,  537 

Ordnance  factories,  555 
Dlschargeil  and    RoscrTe  Soldiers,  Employ. 

mentfor,  Rcs..316 
Peers  Disabililios  Removal  Bill,  Intro.,  4.i9 

Brookkieli>,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Sussex,  Bye 

Ho|>  Substitutes  Bill,  Res.,  999 

Brunner,  Mr.  J.  T.,   Cheshire,  Norlh- 
German  Prison- Made  Goods,  llOS 
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BRTCE,    Right     Hon.    J.     (Chan- 
cellor of   tbe  Duchy  of  Lancaster), 
Aberdeen,  S.' 
Usgistratea — Alleged    Camipt    Practice    by 
Ht.  Johusan,  of  Wigan,  43S 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  AOerdeeiuhire,  E. 
BosinesB  of  the  House— Scottish  Legislation, 

!IS6  I 

Indiau  Tariff  Bill.  440 
Meat,  Foreign,  141,694 
RuBsia,  BritiBh  Herrings  in,  1576 
Trawling  off  StromneM,  143 

BucKKitL,  Mr.  T.  T.,    Surrey,  Ep$otn 
Burgh  Heath — Tcl^raphic    CnmmunicatioD. 

1678 

Budget  (see   under  Way*  and  Means) 

Building  Socieliet  Aelt 
Q.  Mr.  Q.  Balfout ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  April  9, 
IB95 

Bvildm^  Societiei  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Mr,  Banbury  ;  Read  !•  Mar  16,  462 

Burial  Aett 
Q.  Mr.  a.  Alla&pp  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  April  5, 


BuRNiE,  Mr.  R.  J.  D.,  Swansea  Towu 

Mining    lto;altii»~Itciit8    and    Wavleaves, 
Rci„  1531 

BuBXS,  Mr.  John,  Balterxea 

Bakehouses  in  Ixindon.  loOH  ' 

EaaCLondonWatiT  Bill,  2R.,  1416 
jr   Navy— Doctfanl   Laiiour  and  Wages,  Res., 

S31,634,  617  < 

Publicans  and  MiliMry  Pensioners,  I4u2 
Supply— Science   anil    Art   Buildings,  lOfiH,  ' 

1074,  1091  i 

BCRT,  Mr.  T.  (Seercfary  to  tlie  Board 
of  Trade),  Morpeth 
Notice  ot  Accidents  Bill,  Intro.,  1,>(H 

I 
BrrcHEH,  Mr.  J.  fl.,  York 

Metropolilnn     Countermen    and    Telegraph  i 

Clerics,  15S9  I 

Trade  Disputes  (Arbitration)  Bill,  Intro.,  4.=iS  ' 

BUXTON,  Mr.  S.  C.  (Under  Secretary 
of  Slate  for  the  Colonies),  Toicer 
Hamlets,  Poplar  \ 

Becbuaiialand  —  Ciini.'essions   Com  mission, 

317 
Matabelelau.l  Affairs.  Papers  Relnliiig  to, 

Pondoland,  Annexation  of,  68!',  14,18,  i"iT7 


Buxton,  Mr.  S.  C.—cont. 
Africa — cont. 

Sierra    Leone  —  Bxpedition    ^[aiDi 
Sofaa,  144 

Swaziland,  Cession  of,  147 

T ran STaal— Thrashing  tbe  Blacks.  6 

Umtali— Arrest  of  Mr,  Taylor,  701 
Queen  Chikanga's  Consort,  6S1 

Umtassa's  Country — Magistrates,  TC 

Zulnland — Prisoners,  &e.,  IG76 
Behring  Sea  A^anl  Bill,  1467,  1574 
Canada 

Cattle  Trade,  308 

Election  Disputes,  1454 
CypniB— Dr.  Grigsby,  1347 
East   London   Water  Bill,   2B.,    1410 

1413 
Emigrants'  Information  Office,  S87 
Newtoundlaod  Hiniaterial  Crisis,  IGSl 
Straits  Sett  lements— Military   Ckintrib 

574 

BechuanalaDd,HaBhonalBnd,andM« 

land,  410,  420,  423 
Colonial  Office— South  African  Tcle| 

363,  3i;g 
High   Commissioner  of  tlie  Cape  Q 

mcnt,  40.i 
Venemela — Diplomatic  Relations,  1691 


Caine,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Bradford,  E. 
Bradfoni  Barracks,  5fi4 
East   London   Water   Bill.  2R.,  1409. 

1414 
In<ba 

BaladhuD  Munler  Case,  1094 

Councils  Act.  Return,  1093 

Duni-Dum  Munler,  14S8 

Riots- Instruction  as  to  Blank  an 
Cartridges,  I0!I3 
Weighing  Machine!',  Stamping  of,  14S< 

Camehos,  Sir  C,  Glasgow,  Collet 

Crofters'  Holdings  (SeotUnd)  Acts  I 

ment  (County  of  Bute)  Hill,  Intro.,  1 

Parliament — Introduction  of  and  Bal 

for  BilLs.  163 
Public- Houses  (Hours  ot  Closing)  (Set 

Bill.  Intro-,  8r)3 
Road  SubTenlion  Almlition  (.Scotland 

Intro.,  K53 
Sale   of    Food  and    Dnigs  Act    C'i*^" 

Amendment  Bill,  Intro.,  1379 
Scotland — Day    Trespass    Act,    Prosr 


Standing  Coa 


In:  (Kcotlauii).  Res, 


CAMl'BKLL-BAKNERMAN,  I 
Hon.  H.  (Secretarj-  of  Slat 
War),  Stirling,  SfC. 

A|)pra)>riations  in    Aid- War   OfBc 
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Oampbell-Bannebman,  Right  Hon.  H. — cont. 
Army — cotU. 

Army  and  Navy — Defensive  Preparations, 
Res.,  495 

Billetting 

Pontefract,  304 
Wakefield,  1099 

Canteens,  Temperance,  1591 

Ceylon 

Defences  of  Colombo,  1443 
Rifle  Range,  1444 

Discharged  and  Reserve  Soldiers,  Employ- 
ment for,  Res.,  514,  518 
Factories— Eight  Hours  Day,  152 
India  —  Dum-Dum      Murder  —  Private 
O'Hara,  1438 

Ireland 
Bantry  Bay  Military  Works,  686 
Curragh  Buildings— Killaloe  Slates,  ll08 
MuUingar  Water  Supply,  330 
Soldiers*  Institutes  in  Dublin,  1113 
Soldiers  Unloading  Coal  at  Spike  Island, 

1451 
Taffe,  Edward,  Case  of,  1572 

Medical  Department 
Hospital  Corps,  326 
"  Professional  Assistant  '*  to  the  Director 

General,  1111 
Surgeon  -  Major  Hamilton  G.  Gardner, 

1514 

Mobilisation,  521 

Musketry  Examination  Papers,  445 

Officers 
Artillery  Majors,  333  I 

Staff  Officers*  Pay  and  the  Manoeuvres,  580 

Patriotic    Fund  Commissioners   and    the 

Balaclava  Fund,  569 
Pensioners  and  Public  Houses,  1453 
Pontefract  Garrison  Military  Regulations, 

302 
Rifle  Ranges— Lee-Metford  Rifle,  1098 
Rifles,  Magazine,  899 
Scotland — Hamilton  Brigade  Depdt,  142 
Stores,  Reserve,  585 

Volunteers 

Decoration,  315,  1448,  1515 
Officers,  Military  Instruction  for,  904 
Sergeant  Instructors  and  Railway  Fares, 
566 

Waltham  Abbey  Powder  Factory  Explosion 
Inquiry,  154,  155 

Army  (Annual)   Bill,  855,  867,  906,  1116  ; 
IR.,  851  ;  2R.,  894,  895 

Army  Estimates 

Additional  Expenditure,  430 

Egypt,  British  Soldiers  in,  525,  545,  547 

Forage,  430 

Land  Forces,  521,  545,  546,  547,  549 

Ordnance  Factories,  550,  553, 555 

Dockyard  Labour  and  Wages,  Res.,  652 

Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  271,  272, 273, 1460 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1499, 
1600 

Standing  Orders,  608 


Canada 

Cattle  Trade,  Q.  Sir  J.  Kinloch ;  A.  Mr.  S. 

Buxton  Mar  15,  308  ;  .Q.  Dr.  Farquharson ; 

A.  Mr.  Gardner  J/ar  22,  866 
Crofteri  Settlements,  Q.  Mr.  Weir ;   A.  Sir 

G.  Trevelyan  April  3, 1254 
Election,  Disputee,  Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke  ;  A.  Mr. 

S.  Buxton  April  5,  1453 

Carmarthen,  Marquess    of,    Lambeth^ 

Brixton 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1635 

Pistols  and  Revolvers — Accidents,  Res.,  1036 

Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  978,  981 

Carmichael,  Sir  J.   M.,  Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox 

Disarmament  Policy,  436 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1 193 

Carson,  Mr.  E.,  Dublin  University 
Ireland 

Boycotting  at  Kells,  1109 
,  Clare  Assizes — Mr.  Justice  O'Brien's   Re- 
marks, 886 
Cork — Sunday  Disturbances,  1588 
Land  Acts,  Select  Com.  on,  870, 1455 
Registration  Bill,  864 

Solicitors  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill,  Intro.,  1316 

Census^  Cost  of 
Q.  Sir  F.  Dixon-Hartland ;    A.   Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre  Mar  16,  444 

Ceylon 

Colombo,  Defences  of,  Q.   Mr.   Schwann  ;    A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  AprU  5, 1443 
Bifle    Ranae,    Q.    Mr.    Schwann ;    A.    Mr. 

Campbell-Bannerman  April  5,  1444 
Rifles — Royal    Warwickshire  Regiment,  Q. 

Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Mr.  Woodall  April  9. 1519 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 

ham,  W, 

Army  Estimates — Ordnance  Factories,  551, 

555 
Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,  1575 
East  London  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1418,  1419 
Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1857 
Parliament — Business  of  t^e  House,  449, 1460, 

1520  ;    Res.,  1616,  1621, 1622,  1674 

Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to,  70, 189,  251 
Gladstone,  Mr.  w.  E. — Retirement   from 

Office,  190 
House  of  Lords,  265 

Chance,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny,  S. 
Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,  Com.,  1682 
Introduction  of  and  Ballotting  for  Bills,  136 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E. 

Eastbourne — School  Accommodation,  336 
Islands  of  Arran,  1611 

Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Irish  E«U\n».tft$^  WISk 
Railway  Servants,  Injtiries  to,  V^"^ 
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Chaplin,  Rigbt  Hou.  H.,  Lincoltuhire, 
'       Slea/ord 
Oerman  Silyer  Conmissioii,  I  SB 
Trade    and     Agricaltuie,    Depression   of  — 
Amendt.  to  Address  in  Antwer  to  Qaeen't 
Speech,  llfi 

Cluuitabla  Tnuta  Acta  Amendment  Bill 

I.  Pres..  Lord   Halsburj  ;     Read   1*   April   9, 
1S65 

Charity  Commiitioners 
Aiutie,   Xr.,   Q.  Mr.   C.    WilliamB ;   A.  Hr. 

Acland  Mar  29.  903 
Chrift'i  Hoipital,  Q.  Major  Darwin  ;    A.  Mt. 

Acland  AprA  6,  U30 
BarrceU't   Enduuxd  SehooU  Truttee,  Q.   Mr. 

Owen ;    A.   Mr.    Shaw-Leteyre     Mar    16, 

304 
Ltteal  Gotenti'ient  Act— New  Dttiti  irf  Com- 

mUtiontri,    Qb.    Mr.    Dodd,    Mr.    J.     W. 

Lowther ;  As.  Mr.  Acland  Mar  30,  1002 
Oxford — St.  Mary  the    Virgin  CharitUt,  Q. 

Mr.  Dodd ;  A.  Mr.  AcIaud  AprU  9,  1687 
Parliamentary    CiimiiiUnoner,     Q.    Mr.    C. 

Williama  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Mar  22,  S69 
Parliamentary   Control — Motion  for  Select 

Com.  (Ut.  J.  E.  Kllis)  Mar  30,  1009 

CHKSVEy,  Geueral  Sir  G.  T.,  Oxford 

Army  and    Navy — Defensive    Pteparationa, 

Rea.,  i%h 
lirdian  Opium  Commission,  Coat  of,  6TT 
Queen's  Speech— Indian  Finance,  20S,  21B 
Rich's,  Colonel,  Pension,  686 


Chili  Convention,  Ratification  of 

Qs.    Mr.    T.   M.    Healy;    Ab,    Hr.    Deputy 
Speaker,  Sir  E.  Grey  Mar  16.  4*7 

China 
Xiang  Hung.  Ceition  of.  Q.  Sir  E.  Aehmead- 

Bartlett ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  April  2, 1098 
Legation'  and   Cifntular   Bvildingi,  Indian 

Contrihutioat  to  (References  to.  in  Debate 

on  Supply,  Mar  30,  1081) 

Cholera  Precautions    (eae  uoder  Local 
Government  Board) 


Christ's    Hospital   (se 
Com  m  issione  r j) 

Church  Eslatri 
Copy  pres.  .Vnr 


12, 129 


Church  of  Eniflaud 
Diieilablithmi-Ht  (tee  under  titles  Scotland 

and  Wales) 
Mnrringe  I^m-i—Cate  before  Mr.  de  Butien, 
Qs.  Sir  G.  O.   Morgan;    An.    Mr.  Asquith 
Mar  20,  701  ;  A/irU  2,  1108 

Church  of  Scotland  Reference  Bill 

«.  tnlro..  Mr,  Thorburn  ;  Keail  1'  Mar  16,  458 


Church  Pab 
p.  Intro.,  Mr. 

Ohi;rchill 

Army  and  I 

481,  483 
Bast  new  of 
Motion  f( 
1270,  1 
Privilege- 
burgh,  Ri 
Qaeen'9  Sp« 
OladstoDi 
Office,: 

Cr»i7  Servi, 

Compultori 

A.  Sir  J. 
Freemantle 

Wolmer ; 

1448 
Nen  Trean 

Sir  J.  T.  : 

Second  DiT 

A.  Sir . 

Rea.  (Mr. 

SirC.  Rn 

Copy  prei 

Stiperiinniu 

Copy  pro 

Civil     Sert 
Supply 

Clancy,  Mi 

Evicted  Ter 

Financial    1 

Ireland,  1 

Ballina  a: 


Dri^he 

Regi^trati 

Land  I.nw 

(Ireland) 


Supply 
Bechunna 

Colonial  ( 
362,  36^ 

County  Cf 
Deer  Fore 
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!labk,  Dr.  G.  B.—cont. 
Supply— <7o«f. 

Law  Charfj^— Cordite  Dispute,  371 

Mr.    J.    G.    Lawaon's   Amendt.,  803,  804, 

805 
Petitions  to  the  House  of  CommoDS,  355 
Uganda,  391,  398 

Women's  Franchise  Bill,  Res.,  787 

Clarke,  Sir  E.,  Pit/mouth 

Navy— Dixjkyard  Labour  and  Wages,  Res., 
634,  635 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1209, 
1488 

Plough,  Mr.  W.  O.,  Portsmouth 

Joint  Stock  Companies'  Register  Bill,  Res., 
676 

Clubs  (see  under  title  Customs^  Excise^ 
and  Inland  Revenue) 

Caubs  Begistration  (Ireland)  BiU 

?.  Intro.,  Mr.  Field  ;  Read  1*  Mar  20,  787 

2oBB,    Mr.    H.     P.,     Warwick,    S.E., 
Rugby 
Public  Elementary  Schools— Return,  311 

Cochrane,  Hon.  T.  H.,  Ayrshire,  N. 

Financial    Relations   of    Scotland   and    the 

United  Kingdom,  350 
Naval  Reserve,  1248 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1183 

Cookenzie   Fishery   Provisional   Order 
BiU 

c,  Intro.,  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  ;    Read  1«  AprU  6. 
1522 

CoDDiNGTON,  Mr.  W.,  Blockbum 

Rating  of  Machinery  Bill.  Intro.,  451 

Cohen,  Mr.  B.  L.,  Islington,  E. 

London  County  Council  (Tower  Bridge 
Southern  Approach)  Bill,  2R.,  1237 

London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill,  Select 
Com.,  1428 

Coleridge,  Hon.   B.,  Sheffield,  Atter- 
cliffe 

Merchandise  Marks  Acts  (1887  and  1891) 
Amendment  (Cutlery)  Bill,  Res.,  786 

CoLLi.NGS,  Right  lion.  J.,  Birmingham, 

Bordesley 

Agfricultural  Education  in  Elementary  Schools 

Bill,  Intro.,  457 
Army  Estimates — Ordnance  Factories,   550, 

555 
Business  of  the  House,  Res..  1669,  1674 
Enfield  and  Sparkbrook  Factories,  1580 
Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1346, 

1349 


COLONIES 

Secretary  of  State — Marquess  of  Ripon 
Under  Secretary  of  State— Mr.  S.  Buxton 

(^See  under  names  of  Colonies) 

COMMITTEE  OF  COUNCIL  QN  EDV- 
CATIOK 

Lonl  President — Earl  of  Kihbeblsy 
Vice  President — Mr.  A.  H.  D.  ACLAKD 
(See  under  title  Education) 

Commons  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  Cozens- Hardy  ;  Read  1®  Mar  16 
454 

Companies  Act  (1862)  Amendment  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Sir  W.  Houldsworth  ;  Read  1*  Mar  16, 
452 

« 

Compulsory  Vaccination  (Abolition)  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Hopwood  ;  Read  V  Mar  16,  452 

Consolidated  Fund  (Ko.  1)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Sir  VV.  Harcourt ;  Read  V  Mar  19,  675 
Read  2<»  Mar  20,  788 
Con.  in  Com.,  and  reported  Mar  21,  852 
Con.  Mar  22,  896 
Read  3«  Mar  24,  896 
I,  Reail  *  1'    (Standing  Order  dispensed  with)  ; 
Read  2* ;  Com.  negatived  ;  Read  3*,  a>tid 
passed  alAir  26. 900 
Royal  Assent  Mar  29,  901 

CoNYBEARE,   Mr.   C.   A.  V.,  Cornwall, 

Camborne 

Dynamite    Prisoners  —  Reply    to     Queen's 

Speech,  237 
German     Prison     Labour —  Importation    of 

Goods  into  England,  1458 
Mining    Royalties— Rents    and  Wayleaves^ 

Res.,  1558 
South  African  Mails,  1461 

Supply 
Houses  of  Parliament,  977,  978,  981 
Kew  Gardens,  971,  973,  974 
Royal  Palaces,  966,  969,  970 

Cooke,  Mr.  C.  W.  R.,  Hereford 

Metropolitan  Police,  C  Division,  690 

Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  978 

Tratle  and  Agricultural  Depression,  Res.,  97 

Copyhold  Consolidation  Bill 

/.  Pres.,  Lonl  Herschell ;  Rea<l  1*  Mar  13,  137 
Read  2*  Mar  19,  558 

Cornwall  Police   Court  Procedure  (see 
under  Law,  Sfc) 

Coroners  Act  (1887)  Amendment  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Captain  Grice-Hutchiiiwi\\.  \  ^^!^  'S^ 
Mar  16,  458 
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Corporate  Auooiatioiu  (Property)  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Howell ;  Read  !■  .War  30,  10B2 

Cotton  Trade  (Forty-Eight)  Eoora  BUI 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Madcn  :  Head  1°  Mar  16,  456 

Coutily  Council! 

Loitdon  Building  Byr-Lavt — Liiidaii  Cmmtg 
Cimnrii  Sill.  Qa.  Mr.  Howell,  Sir  A.  Bollit : 
Ab.  Mr.  Aequilh,  Mr.  Speaker  April  2. 1107 

Seofek  i-gatutary  Meetingi,  Q,  Mr.  A.  Croea  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfoup  .^lar  15,  336 

County  ConnoilB  ABWtolation  (Scotland) 
Expenaei  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Keoshnw  ;  Read  1°  Mar  20,  786 
Bead2°Jj.n7  0,1687 

County  MagittTacy  (see  uuder  Law.,  !^., 
3ub-be&<]iug  Magitlracy) 

CouRTNEV,  Right  Hoti.  L,  H.,  Commalt, 
Bodmin 
Bchring  Sea  Awanl  Bill,  Com.,  1<!81 
BusineHS  of  the   Houk— Motion    for   Select 

Com.,  1278 
Introductitm  of  and  BallotiiEg  for  Billi,  161 
Privilc^—Xjoni  Kosebery's  Speech  at  Edin- 
burgb,  Ren.,  006 
•      Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  Bill,  Intro.,  8S3 

r.  H.  H.,  Norfolk,  N. 
.,461 


Cranbokse,  Viscount,  Roehetter 

Civil  Service  Superannuittion,  I.^IS 
Parliament — Biiaines*  of  the  House — Finan- 
cial BusinetH.  £68 
Secondar;  Education  CommiHsion,  IG83 
Supply — Elementary    Education  —  Keqnire- 
mentB  of  the  Education    IJepartment,  382, 
386 


"Warneil"  Schooln,  146,344 


Crawkoki), 

fitaniiiiij;  Ci 
Upnn'ia  l'n| 


■-  D.,  Lanark,  N.E. 

ittee  (Scotland),  Rcb.,  1176 


Island,    Re])orteil    Wreck 
off,  l.'iSH 
Workmen's  Houses  (Tenure)  Bill,  BeB.,  787 

Crean,  Mr.  E.,  Queen's  Co.,  Ostori/ 

Cork  — Outdoor  Sunday  Preaching,  151» 

Cremer,  Mr.  W. R.,  Skoredilch,  Hagger- 

Mining    Bojalties — Rents   and    Wayleaves, 

Res.,  1.'>(I2 
Navy— "Victoria"  Disaster,  T  31 
Parliament  —  Kilclien      and      Refreshment 

Rooms.  Motion  for  iSelect  Cora.,  784 
Supply — Kitchen    nnd   Refreshment  Rooms, 

884,  686 


Criminal  Law  and  Proeednre  <I 

Aota8B7)EepealBiU 

.;.  Intro.,  Colonel  MoUn  :  Beftd  1°  Jfar 

Criminal  Lav  and  Frooednre  (I 
Act  (1887)  Repeal  OTo.  2)  Bi 

c.  iDtro.,  Mr.  Webb :  Read  1-  Jfar  16,  \ 

Croftert  (see  under  Scotlaku) 

Croften'  Ooldinga  (Scotland)  Act 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Dr.  Clark  ;  Read  1*  Jfar  20, ; 

Croften'  Holding!  (Scotland) 
Amendment  Bill 

p.  Intro.,  Sir  W.  Wedtlerbum ;  Read  1* 
464 

Croftera'  Holdings  (Scotland) 
Amendment  (County  of  Bnte) '. 

e.  iDtro.,  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  Read  1°  j 
1379 

Croubie,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Kincardiiui 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Ra 
1168 

Cross,  Mr.  A.,  Glasgow,  Camlaa 
Scotland  —  County       Council       Si 

Meetli^^  336 
Smaller  Dwellings  (Scotland)  BiU,Inl 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  R«.. 

Crown  Eilatei  (see  under  ) 
Forests,  and  Land  Revem 
the    Crown) 

Crown  Lands  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Sir  J.  T.   Hibbert  ;  Bewl  T  . 

2S6 
Petitions  .l/,ir  19,  SSH 

CuBBAN,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Kilkenny 

Municipal  Franchise   (Ireland)  .Krai 


Bill,  I 


.,  45U 


Currency 

Germaay  —  SUrer  CuwrnltiioH.  ( 
Chaplin  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grcj  ilar  13,  1 

Silte-r  (^ur'Hax  and  the  Uttlrrn  Ti 
-     Whitelcy  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harconri 


G.    i\.,      Lat 


346 


CuRzoN,    Hon. 
Southport 
Afghanistan  —  Sir   M.    Durand's    M 

Papers.  336 
Egypt— Zobebr  Pasha,  342 
India— Civil  Service  ExamioatidDS,  3 

CcRZON,  Viscount,  Bucks,  fVycoi 
Fin  Brigades  (Exemption  from  Jury : 


;/      _ 
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Customs^  Excise^  and  Inland  Revenue. 
AppropruttUmt  in  Aid,  Q.ltfr.  G.  Bowles  ;  A. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  Mar  13, 152 
Budget  (see  under  title  Wayt  and  Mean*) 
Cluhf  and  Excise  Licences,  Q.  Mr.  Dodd  ;  A. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  Mar  30,  1008 
"  Corkage**  at    Temperance    Hotels,  Q.  Mr. 

Bartley  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  April  2,  1114 
Customs—Statistical  Department  Allowances j 

^c,  Q.  Mr.  Grove ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

Mar  30,  1006 

Income  Tax 

Assessments  Return,  Q.  Mr.  Bartley  ;    A. 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  Mar  30,  1009 
Commissiitnersy  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  A. 

Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  AprU  2,  1100 
Debate  on,  on  Motion  for  Com.  of  Supply, 

Mar  30,  1043 

Cyprus 

Dr,  Origshy,  Q    Major  Rasch ;    A.  Mr.  S. 
Buxton  April  3,  1247 

Dalrthple,  Sir  C,  Ipswich 

Scotland— Rev.  J.  Herkless,  1441 

Dalziel,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Kirkcaldy^  S^c. 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1633, 1671 

Scottish  Legislation,  326 
Introduction    of   and    Ballotting   for  Bills, 

130 

Scotland 

Home  Rule,  Res..  1287,  1303 

Lord  Rosebery's  Visit  to  Edinburgh,  349 

School  Books,  438,  682 

Danube,  Mouths  of 
Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;   A.  Sir  B.  Grey  Mar  15, 
841 

Darlixg,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Deptjord 

Registration  Bill,  865 

Darwin,  Major  L.,  Staffordshire,  Lich- 
field 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1653, 1655 
Christ's  Hospital,  1430 

Declaration  of  Paris 

Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  Sir  C.  Russell  Mar  15, 
345 

Deep  Sea  Phlieries  (Ireland)  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  Mains  ;  Rea<l  1°  Mar  16,  453 

Derelict  Vessels  (Seports)  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  Macdona  ;  Read  1*  Mar  16,  461 
Derelicts  in  the  Atlantic  (see  Atlantic) 

De    Worms,    Right    Hon.    Barou    H., 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth 
Matabeleland    Aifairs,    Pa|)er8  Relating  to, 

147 
fe'waziland,  Cession  of,  146 


Diamond,  Mr.  C,  Monaghan,  N, 

Labour    Commission  —  Assistant    Commis- 
sioners' Reports,  338 
Post  Office— Inland  Branch,  1513 

DiGBT,  Mr.  J.  K.  Wing  FIELD-,  Dorset^ 

N. 
Supply — Education  Department  and  Volun- 
tary Schools,  828 

DiLKE,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  Y^ ,,  Gloucester y 

Forest  of  Dean 

Army  and  Navy  Defensive  Preparations,  Res., 

462, 483,  507 
Business  of  the  House,  1521  ;    Motion  for 

Select  Com.,  1264,  1268,  1271,  1275,  1276 
Canadian  Election  Dispute,  1453 
India— Madras  and  Bombay  Commands,  140 
Local  Government  Act — Overseers  and  High- 
way Surveyors,  344 
Madagascar — United  States  Consul,  315 
New  Battleships  Launched  in  1893,  560 
Newfoundland — Ministerial  Crisis,  1581 
Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings, 
1082,  1086 

Disarmament  Policy 
Q.  Sir  J.  Carmichael ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Mar  16, 
436  ;  Q.  Sir  J.  Whitehead  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Har- 
court J/iir  30,  1008 

Disestablishment 

QSee  under  titles  Scotland  and  Wales) 

District  Councils 

(See  Parish  and  District  CouhcHm) 

Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  F.  D.,  Middlesex^ 

Uxbridge 
Census,  Cost  of,  444 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1501 
Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  2R.,  1419,  1425 


DoDD,  Mr.  C,  Essex,  Maldon 

Charities  of  St.  Mary  the  Virgin,  Oxford, 

1587 
Charity    Commission    and    the    Local    Go- 
vernment Act,  1002 
Clubs  and  Excise  Licences,  1008 
County  Magistrates'  Returns,  1575 
Essex  Fishing  Grounds— Removal  of  Cultch, 

&c.,  866,  1003,  1253 
Magistrates'  Qualification  Bill,  Res.,  1092 
Mining    Royalties— Rents    and    Wayleaves, 

Res    1542 
Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1341, 

1342 
Supply — Board  Schools,  "cScc,  820 
Trade     an«l     Agriculture,    Depression     of — 

Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen's 

Speech,  89 

Dominica,  Island  of 

Jteport  of  Sir  Jfohirt  Jfamifton^Vi(iS..,,'Esx^  kX. 
Stamfonl,  Mrtrquess  oi  'BXyiw  Mav  Vb^  ^^^ 
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DoNELAN,  Captain  A.  J,  C,  Cork,  E. 

Irelanil 

American  Mail  Route,  liiOS     , 
Cork — Sundav  Outdoor  Preaching,  1517 
Curragh  Buildinps— Killaloc  Slates,  llOfl 
Haulbowliiie   Dockyard— Bepai re  of  H.M. 

Ships,  31  li 
Lftbourera'  Cottnfres  at  Youglial,  328 
Soldiers  Uiiloadiiig  Coal  at  Spike  Island, 
I4Q0 

Town  Parka  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro.,  453 


Dyke,    Eigiit   Hon.    Sir   W.  H.,  Kent, 
Dartford 
Highbury  Vale  School,  1591 
Supply— Voluntary  Schools,  &c,  821,  823 
Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  2B.,  1424 

Dynamite   Prisoners    (see    under    Law 
and  Justice  and  Police) 

East  India  (see  India) 

Eaat  LondoD  Water  Bill 
c.  Bead  2°  April  :>,  i;«l 

Statement  (Mr.  J.  Stuart)  Aprit  6,  loOS 


Eastbourne  School  Aceomtnodation  (see 
uuder  Education') 


BBUCATION      DEPART^dENT      ( 
LAXD  Si   IFJL£S)— «ont. 
Highhvry   Vale  Srkoel.  Q.  Sir  W.  H.  I 
A.  Mr.  Acland  April  9.  1591 


Mar 


,329 


Ecclesiastical  Ci 

Copy  [ires.  Mar  Vl,  128 

ESVCATION    DEPARTMENT    (ENO- 
LAND  &  WALES) 

Lortl   PrtPideut   uf  the  Council— Earl    of 

KlUDKKLGV 

Vice  President- Mr.  A.  H.  D.  Aclahd 
Caittbeitirll  SclititA   Acromtiiodatiim,    Q.  Mr. 

E.  H.  Itnyley  ;  A.  Mr.  Aclond  Mar  19,  CG2 
Circvlart  At&ing  fur  Stibicr/ptioNi  In  JAeu 

of  Feci    (References    to,    in    Debate   on 

S«]>ply,  Miir  16,  37s) 
Code  ••/ IS94—C,o\»es  pros.  Mar  19,  fi7G 
Eatth.'Br«e  l^chi«d  Aeeommiidathti,  Qs.  Mr. 

Channing.  Mr.  Hartley;  As.   Mr.   Aoland 

.Wflrir.,;i3(i 
Eleuiewtii  ry    Ed  veal  ivii  —  lieqnirementi    of 

tie  Kilviit"<n  Dejmrtiiient  {References  to, 

in  Duhali:  on  Supply  Mar  15,  378) 
Eleoicnlonj  SriiwU — (iranti,  +(;.,  Copy  pres. 

Mar  2'.'.  1000 
Errii'mj  Srhooh  CkiU;  Copy    pres.    Mar  29, 

Flilwirk  Srh..ol  llMrd.  Q.  Sir  J.  Forgusson  ; 


iHtempernitrc,  Illmdrated   Zriiiim  oh,  I 
J.   Whitehead ;    A.   Mr.   Aclaud  Mi 
1005 
Lucard  (Cheiliire)  School,  Q.  Sir  J.  1 

bead ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Mar  15,  309 
Matlaek  Britith  School,   Q.   Sir  J.  V 

head  ;  A.  Mr.  Aclsnd  Mar  IS,  309 
Non^Baard  Sekool  Improvemenie,  Sea 

H.  Temple)  Mar  29,  958 
Public  MemeKtary  Schoali  Setum,  C 

(^bb  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Mar  15,  311 
Secondary  Edueation — Oummiirion,  Q 
Talbot,  Viscoant  Cranbome  ;  As.  Mr,  A 
April  9,  1583 
Teaciert 
Mementary  School  Teacher*  at  Iiupi 
Qs.   Mr.  Jacoby,    Mr.   Grove ;    Ag 
Acland  Mar  15,  329 
;  Elementary    Teeclieri,  Scarciti/  <^,  ( 

;  H.  Foster  ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  Mar  20, 

U.  Thr^  ia   SlemeiUary   SchmU,  Q.    H 
T        Roundell ;  A.  Mr.  Acland  April  6,  U 
Traming  College!  (iteferencee  to,  in  I 

on  Supply,  Mar  16,  3^6,  390) 
VvluHtarg  School t 
Finance,  Q.  Mr.  H.  Foster ;  A.  Mr.  i 

Mar  20,  6fl2 
(Jraatt    MitllMd,   Q.    Mr.   H.   Fosle 

Mr.  Acland  Mar  20,  693 
(Befercnce  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply,  M 
801,  Jic.) 
Wale, 
Endou'ed  Schvolt  Act,  1869.  and  Ami 
Arte  and  ^ye^4k  Interniediate  Edw 
Act.  ISSB,  Copy  pres.  Mar  29,  loot 
Schval  Inspecton,  Q.  Mr.  Kenyon ;  i 
Acland  April  6,  1505 
"  Warned"    Schnali,     Qb.     Viscount 
borne;   As.    Mr.    Acland    Mar   13, 


r,->!,„.„  ( 

,h-r 

..-7,1/  <"» 

imitn'tm,  Bcport,  .(r.. 

y.    Mr 

>:. 

Willi.1 

cuh;    a.  Mr,  Asquilli 

Mar  -2-^ 

.-id 

;Q.  Mi 

A.  RoUit;  A.  Sir\V. 

.   (Sir   A.   Rollit)   Mar   30, 


Mar  : 


.,  34n 


Egypt 
Zobekr  Pasha.   Q.   Mr.   Curion ;    A- 
Grey  Mar  15,312 

Elementary  EdnoatioB  (Ezemptiou 
School  Attendance)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Sir  R.  Temple  ;  Read  1"  Mar  li 

Ellis,  Mr.  J,   E.,  NotliHgham,  t 
clife 

Bueintfis  at  the   House- Motion   for 

Com,,  1272 
Charity  Commission  (Parliamentary  Cc 

Res.,  1009,  lOlfi,  1017,1023 
Coal  Mines,  Explosions  in,  314 
Local  Government  Act.  1894,  Copie«ol 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill,  Ees^  61 
Post  Office  Pavings  Bank  Act,  558 
Kailway  Servants,  Injuries  to^Betom 
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;,     Mr.    T.     E.    (Lord    of    the 

•easury),  Merionethshire 
ckshire,  New  Writ  for,  296 
t  of  Commons —Kitchen   and  Refresh- 
it  Rooms— Expenses  Return,  852 

itio7i  and  Immigration 

Paupent  Returns,  Q.   Mr.  J.  Lowther  ; 

tfr.  Mundella  Mar  16,  S49 

'antf'  Information  OJice,  Q.  Mr.  Hogan  ; 

tf  r.  S.  Buxton  Mar  20,  686 

jrers*  Liability  Bill 

.,  Mr.  Seton-Earr;    Read  !•  Apinl  S, 


ed  Schools  Acts  (see  under  Edu- 
tion) 

I  Small  Arms  Factory  (see  under 
HM  Y —  Factories) 

DE,  Sir  T.  G.,  Ker7'y,  W. 

d — Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway,  143 


Farquharson,  Mr.  H.  R.,  Dorset^  W, 

Uniforms  Bill,  Intro.,  450 

Fatal  Accidents  Inquiry  (Scotland)  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour ;  Reatl  1°  April  9, 1688 

Featherstone     Riots    —    Compensation 
Claims 

Q.  Mr.  Nussey  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Mar  19,  576 

Fellowes,  Hon.  A.  E.,  Hunts^  Ramsey 

Anthrax,  1250 

Fenwick,     Mr.     C,    Northumherlandy 

Wansheck 

Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1371 
Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to,  41 

Fergusson,  Right   Hon.  Sir  J.,  Man^ 
Chester^  N,E, 

Flitwick  School  Board,  561 

Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to,  121 

Scotland  -  Church,  Disestablishment  of,  121 

Uganda— Sir  G.  Portal's  Report,  141 


Fishing     Grounds    (see    under  I  Ffrench,  Mr.  P.,  Wexford,  S 
sheries)  \ 


TT,  Mr.   R.  L.,   Suffolk,   Wood- 

dge 

le  Tax,  1058 

ige  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1335, 

2 

and  Agriculture,  Depression  of — 
endt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen's 
ech,  119 

i  Tenants  Commission  (see  under 
eland) 

lition  {Liberia) 
prcs.  Mar  19,  676 

b'  Act  (1889)  Amendment  Bill 

,  Mr.  Greene  ;  Read  V  Mar  16,  455 

1/   Acts   (see  under  Labour    De- 
irtment) 

J   and   Workshops    Act    (1891) 
lendment  Bill 

,  Sir  H.  James  ;  Read  VMar  21,  853 

Servants'  Holiday  (Scotland)  Bill 

,  Mr.  Napier  ;  Read  P  Mar  16,  461 
iiAKSox,    Dr.   R.,  Aberdeenshire, 

Estimates— Land  Forces,  549 
ouscs  in  London,  1508 
ian  Cattle  Trade,  866 
Foreign,  694 


Ireland 
Evictions,  697 

Slaney  Fisheries,  1571 

Field,  Admiral  £.,  Sussex,  Eastbourne 
Army  and    Navy — Defensive    Preparations, 

Res.,  502 
Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,  Com.,  1681 

Navy 
Dockyard  liabour  and  Wages,  Res.,  621 
Reserves,  664 

Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys^  778,  779 

Field,  Mr.  W.,  Dublin,  St.  Patrick*s 

Civil  Service,  Res.,  919,  941 
Clubs  Registration  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro.,  787 
German    Prison    Labour  —  Importation    of 
Goods  into  England,  841 

Ireland 
Agriculture,  Board  of,  346,  686 
Board  of  Irish  Lights,  572 
Dublin  Post  Office — Promotions,  690 
Dublin  Veterinary  College,  345 
Education  Act,  334 
Haul  bowline  Dockyard.  1006 
Irish-Speaking  Magistrates,  565 
Lisburn  Registrar  of  Deaths,  679 
Manuscripts,  Grants  for  Publication  of,  582 
Public  Libraries  Act,  834 
Waterford  Lunatic  Asylum,  565 

Irish    Education     Act    (1892)    Amendment 
'      Bill,  Intro.,  787 

Queen's  Speech 

Dynamite  Prisoners,  225 
Ireland,  Administration  of,  293 

Solicitors  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro.,  787 

Trade    and     Agriculture,     Depression    of^ 

Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen's 

Speech,  92 
Tuberculosis  Commission  E^^t^^^^ 
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Financial  Relations,  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Redmond ;  A.  Mr.  J.  MorleT 
Mar  13, 15E  ;  Q.  Mr.  Cochrane  ;  A.  Sir  W. 
Harcourt  Mar  16,  S60 ;  Q.  Mr.  Clwicy  ;  A, 
Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  19,  570 

FiNUCANE,  Ur.  J.,  Limerick,  E. 
IrUh  Lights  Board  Constitution  Bill,  Intro. 


Tin  BrigadeB  (Exemption  from  Serrioe) 
BiU 

c.  Intro.,  Viaconnt  Canon  ;    Read  t*  Mar  18, 
4G7 

Fiaheriei 
Brituh   Herrinst  im  R»**ia — Cfrtifieatei  of 

Origin,  Q.  Mr.  Bncfaanan  ;  A.  Hir  E.  Qkj 

April  9.  1G76 
Hiiex  Fithing  Groundt—Hemeral  of  Culrh, 

Ae.,   Q.   Mr.    Dodd ;     A.     Mr.    Mundella 

M<ir22, 866  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Dod<l,  Mr.  Round  ;  Ai. 

Hr.  MundelU  Mar  30,  1<X)9  :    Qi.  Major 

Basch,    Mr.    Dodd;      As.    Mr.    Mundella 

April  3,  1263 

FitzWygram,  General   Sir   F.,    South 
HantM,  Farekam 

Annj  Estimates— Land  Forces,  648 

Trade     and     Affricultare,    Depression    of — 

Amcndt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen's 

Speech,  94 

Fletcher,  Sir  H.,  Su»tex,  Lewet 
Army   Ranges    for   the    Lee- Met  ford    RiQe, 

10U8 

Flyns,  Mr.  J.  C,  Cork,  A. 
Ireland 

Cork— Sunday  Disturbances,  1590 
Labourers'  Cottages  at  Yonghal,  329 
Paupers  Deportation   (Ireland)  Bill,   lutro. 

Food  Adulteration  Bill 

c.  Intro..  Mr.  W.  Isaacson ;  Bead  1°  -Woe  19.  S76 

FOB^GK  ATFAIB8 

■Secretary  of  State — Earl  of  Bosebeby 

Under  Secretary  of  State— Sir  E.  Qbet 

(See  under  names  of  Foreign  Countries) 

Foreign  and  Colonial  Xeat  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Sir  A.  Acland-Hood ;  Read  1"  Mar  16, 


Foreign  and  Colonial  Meat  (No.  2)  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  JcffreTS ;  Read  1°  Mar  1 6,  4SS 
2R.,  Debate  adjourned  April  i,  1374 

Foreign  Ooods  (Xark  of  Origin)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Colonel  H.  Vincent ;  Bead  1*  Mar  16, 


Foreign  Meat  (see  under  Agricullur 
Foreign  Meat  BUI 

•.  Intro.,  Ur.  Lambert ;  Bead  !•  Mar  20,  TE 

Foreign  Shell  Fish  Bill 

c.  Intto.,  Major  Rasch  ;  Bead  1°  Mar  16,  4 

FOBWOOD,    Right    Hod.    A.    B.,   L 
catkire,  Ormsiirk 
Indian  Troopships— "  Bothnia,"  J174 

Navy 

Dockyard  Labour  and  VTagea,  Bet.,  64: 
Ironclads  at  Sea,  G7S 
"Victoria"  Disaster,  &x^,  744 

FoBTEB,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Suffolk,  Loaeth 

Elementary   School    Teachers,   Scarcity 

691 
Snpply — Elementary   Education  —  Beqo 

meats  of  the  Education  Department,  I 
VoIunUry  Bchools,  692.  693 

FOSTER,  Sir  B.  W.  (Secretary.  Ix 
Government  Board),  Derby,  Hkei 
Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Order   R 
Intro.,  254,  B9S,  1608 

FOWLER,  RiuuT  Hos.  H.  H.  (Sei 
t«ry  of  State  for  India),    fVoit 
kampton,  E. 
A^banlstao  —  Sir  U.  Darand's  Hissioi 
Papers,  336 

Balailhun  Murder  Case,  1095 

Civil  Service  Eiaminatlons,  33iS 

Councils  Act,  Bet  am,  1093 

Import   Duties — Cotton  Ooods,  *c.. 
347,  444,  564,  H40 

Eunhi   Kannan,   Mr.  C,  Charge  agai 
1094 

Madras  and  Bombay  Commands,  141 

Opium  CommiEsion,  Cost  of,  677 

Public  Service  Commission,  316 

Railway  Contracts,  153,  439 

Religious  Impartiality,  1447 

Biols — lustructions  as  to  Blank  and 
Cartridges,  1093 

Staff  Corps— Promotions,  1099 

Tariff  Bill,  440 

Text-Books  in  Schools,  1447 
Queen's  S[)eech — Indian  Finance.  214,  21. 
Supply 

Cholera  Precautions.  366 

Legation  and  Consular  Buildings  in  Ctai 
Indian  Contribution  to,  1086. 1088 

Fox,  Dr.  J.  v.,  King's  Co.,  Tullam 

Ireland  —Training  Ships,  686 

France 
DeelaratiHH  of  Parit,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Boiriei: 

Sir  C.  Russell  Mar  15,  346 
Sierra  Li'oar — CoiiJIict  heticfe»  yrtiteh  < 

Britiih  Furctt,  Qs.  Captain  Bagot,  Sir 

Ashmead-Bartlett ;  At.  Sir  E.  Grey  Mtr: 

694 
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Franco- Siamese  Question 

Paperjf,  ^-f?.,   Q.    Sir  E.   Ashmeail-Bartlett ; 

A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Mar  22.  868 
Debate  on,  on   Motion  for  Com.  of  Supply, 

J/ar'SO,  1060 


Freemax-MitforDjMf.  A.  B.,  Warwick^ 
Stratford 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1659 
Supply— National  Gallery,  833 

Freemantle^s^  Sir  C,  Committee 

Q.  Viscount  Wolmer ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert 

Fruit  Identification  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Hozier  ;  Read  I'*  Mar  16,  454 

GARDNER,  Right  Hon.  II.  (Presideut 
of  the  Board  of  Agriculture),  Essex, 

Saffro7i   Walden 
Anthrax,  1251 
Can.-ulian  Cattle  Trade,  866 
Foreign  Meat,  141,  694,  1254, 1569 
Mar^rine  Act,  441 
Queen's   Speech — Depression   of   Tratle    and 

Agriculture,  114 


Germany 

Export  Tradi'^  Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent  ;  A. 
Mr.  Mundella  April  5.  1456 

Prijtvn  Labour  —  IiiipitrtiUlon  of  Ooodjt  into 
England,  Q.  Mr.  Field  :  A.  Mr.  Mundella 
Mar  15,  341  ;  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent,  Mr. 
Biunner ;  As.  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Mun- 
della Apr  a  2,  1108  ;  Q.  Mr.  Conybeare ; 
A.  Mr.  Mundella  April  5, 1458 

liuJtsO' German  Commercial  Treaty,  Q.  Mr.  J. 
W.  Lowther ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Apr'd  2,  1097; 
Q.  Mr.  Holland  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  April  6. 
1514 

Silrrr  CtnnmU^ina,  Q.  Mr.  Chaplin;  A.  Sir 
E.  Grey  Mar  13,  155 


GiBBS,  Mr.  A.  G.  H.,  London 

London     County    Council     (Tower     Bridge 

Southern  Approach)  Bill,  2R.,  1217 
Patent  Agents  Bill,  Intro.,  451  ;  2R.,  1373 
Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  2R.,  1424 


GiBXEY,  Mr.  J.,  Meathy  N, 

Ireland 
Navan  Revision  Court.  681 
O'Connor,  Mr.  M.  \V.,  445 

GiLHooLY,  Mr.  J.,  Cork  Co.^  W. 
Guardians  of  the  Poor  (Ireland)   Bill,  Intro., 

451 
Ireland 

Bantiy  Bay  Military  Works,  685 

Loans  to  Tenants,  577,  874 

Training  Ships,  685 

VOL.  XXII.    [fourth  SERIES.] 


GLADSTONE,     Mr.     H.     J.     (First 
Commissioner   of    Works),    Leeds^ 

W. 

House  of  Commons  Structural  Arrangements, 

905 
Parliament  Houses— Gas  Consumption,  1592 
Pistols  and  Revolvers — Accidents,  Kes.,  1042, 

1043 
Royal  Parks,  Bands  in,  1252 
South  Kensington  Museum — Facade,  1515 

Supply 

Bethnal  Green  Museum,  1080,  1081 

British  Museum.  1066,  1067,  1068,  1071 

Buckingham  Palace,  968 

Cairo  Agency  House.  1091 

Extension   of    Admiralty   Buildings,  984, 

985,  993 
Holyrood  Palace,  968 
House  of  Commons — Accommodation  of 

Members,  884 
Houses  of  Parliament,  980,  982. 983 
Imperial  Institute,  1071,  lOSl 
Legation  and  Consular  Buildings  in  China, 

Indian  Contribution  to,  1082,  1086,  1088, 

1089 
Royal  Palaces,  968, 969,  970 
Royal   Parks  and   Pleasure   Gardens,  972. 

976 
South   Kensington    Museum,    1079,   1080, 

1081 
Victoria  Tower,  National  Flag  on,  702 

Gladstone,  Bight  Hon,  IV,  E. — Retire- 
ment from  Office 

(Reference  to,  in  Debate  in  Reply  to  the 
(>ueen's  Speech,  Mar  12,  37,  49,  61,  72; 
Mar  13,  166,  190) 

GoDSOX,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Kidderminster 

Supply — Voluntary  Schools,  824 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  St,  PancraSy  S. 

Supply 
Houses  of  Parliament,  983 
South   Kensington    Museum,   1071,    1074^ 
1077 

{Rulings  as  Deputy  Chairman) 

Supplv,  967, 984 

Vote  on  Account,  831,  840,  842,  843,  844, 
848,  850 

GoLi>swoRTHY,  Mftjor-Gcneral  W.   T., 

Hammersmith 

Income  Tax,  1054 

Non-Board  School  Improvements,  962 

GoRST,  Right  Hou.  Sir  J.  E.,  Cambridge 
University 

Business  of  the  House.  Res.,  1663 
Dockyartl  Labour  and  Wages,  Res.,  627 
Merchant  Shipping — Undermanning,  1105 
Naval  Establishments,  Working  Hours  in,  321 
Peers  at  Elections,  349 

Straits  Settlements — Military  Contribution, 
573 

Supply 
Appropriations  in  Aid,'?»lv>,^'\^>,'^T\ 
County  Courts,  375 

4  L 
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Go8CHEN,RightHon.G.  J.,  iS^.  George^ s, 

Hanover  Square 

Budget,  1114,  1676 

Business  of  the  House,  271 

Civil  Service,  Res.,  934, 936 

East  London  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1399,  1416 

Navy  Estimates,  784 

Government  Contracts 
Admiralty  Contra^s  (see  under  title  NAVY) 
Army  Contracts  (see  under  Army) 

Government  Insurances   and  Annuities 
Accounts  pres.  Mar  29,  999 

Greene,  Mr.  H.  D.,  Shrewsbury 

Factors'  Act  (1889)  Amendment  Bill,  Intro., 
455 

Gresham       University  —  Commission^ 
Report^  Sfc, 
Q.  Mr.  C.  Williams  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Mar  22, 
867  ;  Q.  Sir  A.  Rollit ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
Mar  29,  905 
Notice  of  Res.  (Sir  A.  BoUit)  Mar  30,  1009 

GREY,  Sir  E.  (Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs),  Northumher- 
land,  Berwick 

Africa 
Anglo- Portuguese  Treaty,  695 
Delagoa  Bay  Railway,  1451 
Kerckhoven's  Expedition,  1576 
Lado  —Congo  Free  State  Expedition,  &c., 

699 
Manica  Plateau  and  the  Portuguese,  584 
Sierra  Leone — Conflict  between  French  and 

English  Forces,  695 
Uganda— Sir  G.  Portal's  Report,  &c.,  142, 

344,  1516,  1581 
Unyoro  and  Colonel  Colville,  700 
Zambesi — Collision  with  Portuguese  Troops, 

683 

Atlantic,  Derelicts  in,  444 
Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,  1574 
Brazilian  Civil  War,  .331 

Loss  of  British  Officers,  867,  868 
Burmese   Frontier — Cession  of  Kiang  Hung, 

1098 
Chili  Convention,  Ratification  of,  448 
Danube,  Mouths  of,  342 
Disarmament  Policy,  436 
Egypt— Zi.behr  Pasha, 342 
Franco-Siamese  Question— Papers,  868,  1003. 

10114 
Germany — Silver  (\)mmission,  155 
Ma<la^%'i^car — United  States  Consul,  315 
Russia — Britisli  flerrings,  1576 
Piusso-German     Commercial     Treaty,    1008, 

1514 
Samoa,  British  Warships  at,  1097 

Suj>]»ly 

(  ap'itulations  in  Turkey,  1000,  1001 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  1083, 
K )'.»!),  loin 

Franco-SianicM'  Question.  «S:c.,  835 
lY'aii'Ia.  4(11.  402,403,  404 

Swit/erlaml — Ilalutual  Inebriates,  333 
Venezuela.  Diplomatic  Relations  with,  1429 


Grocers'  Certifloates  (Scotland)  Aboliti< 
BiU 

r.  Intro.,  Sir  J.  Leng ;  Read  !•  Mar  20,  788 


Grocers'  Licences  Abolition  Bill 

c,  Intro.,   Mr.   D.  Thomas ;  Read  1°  April 
1504 


Ground  Game  Act  (1880)  Amendme 
Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Billson  ;  Read  1*  Mar  16,  453 

Ground   G^ame   Act   (1880)    £xtensi< 
BiU 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Lambert ;  Read  1*  Mar  23,  786 


Grove,  Mr.  T.  N.  A.,  fFest  Ham,  N. 

Customs — Statistical     Department  -^  Alld 

ances,  &c.,  1006 
East  London  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1407 
Elementary  School  Teachers  as  Inspectoi 

330 
Temperance  Canteens,  1591 

Guardians  of  the  Poor  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Gilhooly ;  Read  !•  Mar  16,  451 

Habitual    Inebriates — Committee'* s    R 

port 

Q.    Mr.    Lees    Knowles ;     A.    Mr.    Asqni^ 
May  15,  332 

Halsbury,  Lord 
Charitable    Trusts    Acts    Amendment    Pi 

Pres.,  1565 
Supreme   Court   of    Judicature   (Proccdnr 

Bill,  2R.,  298 

Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  G.,  Mit 
die  sex,  Ealing 

Banstead  Common,  1582 
Business  of  the  House — Financial  Busine 
270 

Navv 

Dockyard  Lalwur  and  Wages.  Res.,  656 
Kxf)€nditure — Manning,  &c.,  767 
Reserves,  (574 

Staiiflincr  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  141^7 

IIa.nbukv,  Mr.  R.  \V.,  Preston 

Army 

Armour-ricroing  l*rojcctiles  Contracts,  I'd 

1577 
Factories — Eight  Hours  Day,  IM 
Walthani  Abbev    Powder    Facturr  Exi>l' 
sion  Inquiry,  154 

Armv  (Annual)  Bill,  906,  1114 
BrazUian  Civil  War,  332 
Convictions,  Reconlsof,  1001 
Law   Officers  (Private  Practice),  5S5 ;  Res 
041,  944,  945,  946,  947,  949,  950,  953 
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Hanbuby,  Mr.  R.  W.^^ont. 

Navy 

Dockyard  Labour  and* Wages,  Res.,  611, 649 

H.M.8.  "Crescent,"  442 

Lee-Metford  Rifle,  443 

Stonebouse     Marine     Barracks  —  Alleged 

Assault  by  an  Officer,  320 
Stores,  Inspection  of,  314 
Torpedo    Boat  "  Havock"— Disclosure   of 

Plans,  434 

Parliament 
Business  of  the  House,  269,  270 ;  Motion 

for  Select  Com.,  1276;  Res.,  1642 
Privilege — Lord     Rosebery's     Speech     at 

Edinburgh,  Res.,  693 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1503 

Pistols  and  Revolvers  Accidents,  Res.,  1039 

Supply 

Appropriations  in  Aid,  376 

British  Museum,  1065,  1069 

Buckingham  Palace,  965 

Ck>lonial  Office — South  African  Telegrams, 
363 

Dangerous  Trades,  361 

Elementary  £<lucation  —  Requirements  of 
the  Education  Department,  384,  385 

Extension  of  Admiralty  Buildings,  990 

High  Commissioner  of  the  Cape  Govern- 
ment, 405 

House  of  Commons  Offices,  351 

House  of  Commons  Offices,  Commission  on, 
354,  356 

House  of  Loi-ds  Offices,  799 

Houses  of  Parliament,  983 

Kew  Gardens,  973 

Law  Charges— Cordit^e  Dispute,  366,  368 

Legation  and  Consular  Buildings  in 
China,  Indian  Contribution  to,  1081 ; 
Res.,  1085,  1087 

Metropolitan  Police  Courts,  998 

Vote  on  Account,  804 

Harbours   of  Refuge — East    Coast    of 
Yorkshire 
Q.   Mr.  Holden ;   A.  Mr.  Mundella  April  5, 
1445 

HARCOURT,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G. 
V.  (Chaucellor  of  the  Exchequer), 
Derby 

Appropriations  in  Aid,  153 

Army  (Annual)  Bill.  855 

Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,  1596, 1684 

Budget,  1114,  1584 

Charity  Commission  (Parliamentary  Control), 

Res.,  1023,  1025 
Charity  Commissioner,  Parliamentary,  869 
Cholera  Precautions,  1584 
Civil  Service,  Res.,  927,  937 
Clubs  and  Excise  Licences,  1008 
** Corkage"  at  Temperance  Hotels,  1114 
Disarmament  Question,  1008 
Financial  Relations— Scot  land  and  the  United 

Kingdom,  350 
Gresham  University  Commission  Report,  905 
Income  Tax,  1050,  1051 

Returns,  10<.»9 
India— Import  Duty,  328 
Law  Officers   (Private  Practice),  Res.,  586, 

944, 946,  946,  953 

\^cont» 


Habcoubt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  Y,--cont, 

Magistracy,  County — Property  Qualification, 
703 

Navy 

Reserve,  674 

"  Victoria  "  Disaster,  737 

Navy  Estimates,  784 

Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1363, 
1368,  1370 

Parliament 

Business  of  the  House,  156,  267,  268,  270, 
271,  327,  449,  586,  587,  1595, 1676  ;  Res., 
1596,  1598,  1599,  1600,  1607,  1646,  1673, 
1674,  1675 

Deputy  Speaker,  1265 

Introduction  of  and  Ballotting  for  Bills, 
131.  136,  136,  156,  160,  161,  162 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms,  Motion 
for  Select  Com.,  784 

Private  Members'  Days,  154 

Privilege — Lord  Rosebery's  Speech  at 
Edinburgh,  348  ;  Res.,  593 

Sittings  and  Adjournments  of  the  House- 
Alteration  of  Date  of  Meeting,  Obs., 
785 

Twelve  o'Clock   Rule,  Suspension  of,  1380 

Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to,  61,  71,  73,  206, 207, 

253,  295 
Administration  of  the  Law  in  Ireland,  246 
Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. — Retirement 

from  Office,  61 
House  of  Lords,  267 

Scotland — Railway    Communication  in  Ross- 
shire,  1255 
Silver  Question  and  the  Eastern  Trade,  347 

Supply 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  Committee  on, 

883,  884 
Houses  of  Parliament,  978 
Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Committee,  882 
Voluntary  Schools.  &c.,  813,  814 
Vote  on  Account,  349,  805 

Trade  and  Agriculture,  Depression  of  — 
Amend t.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen's 
Speech,  110 


Hardie,  Mr.  J.  K.,  West  ttam,  ^. 

Admiralty   Contracts— Harland  and  Wolffs 
Labourer?,  440 

Harlaxd,  Sir  E.  j'.,  Belfast,  N, 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Bovs,  764 
''Victoria"  Disaster,  703,  716,  718,  719,  721 

Hauri.vgtox,  Mr.  T.,  Dublin,  Harbour 

Queen's  Si)eccli,  Reply  to,  179 
Administration  of  the  Law  in  Ireland,  244, 

280,  284,  290 
Dynamite  Prisoners,  234 
Gladstone.  Right  Hon.  W.  H— Retirement 

from  Office,  72 
Home  Rule,  71,  73 

Hawkesbury,  Lord 
Queen's  Speech,  Addxesam  fc^Xkiew^  ^.«a^  ^3> 

4  L2 
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Havuen,  llr.  L.  P.,  Roscommon.  S. 
.    IrelMui 

rivil  SeiTJcc  Ketirement,  fi74 

Do  Freyne  Evictionn,  873 

Mllon's,  Lorii,  Evictions,  MSI 

Kinnor  FobIbI  Facilities.  SG3 

Wnlsb,  Micbftt'l,  Convict,  875 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill,  Intro.,  456 

Hayteii,  SirA.D.,  fVahaU 

Army  Estiniates— Lnud  Forces,  5*1 

Healy,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
IrelniKl 

Cork — Sunt  lav  Disturbances,  1588 

Police  ClothiiiK  Contracts,  340 

Pott  Office  Clotbing  ContractB,  389, 1441 

Healy,  Mi 

Chili  Conv 
trclunil 

Arran  Islamic,  1611 

Clare  County,  Crime  in.  3!4 

Uoiit^al  ScsBionfll  Cmivn  Solicitor,  6T8 

Phcenij  I'ark—Veliicular  TraBie,  575 
Parliament 

Introduction  <,f  and  Ballottinc  for  Bills, 
130,  133 

Questionti  in  tlic   Houhc — Fermoy    Union 
Accounts,  322 
Queen's  Speucli,  Ke|)lj  to 

AJuiiniHtitition  of  the  Ijtw  in  Ireland,  24.i 

Dynamite  PrisoncrB,  238 

House  of  T.onts,  265 

Heatox,  Mr.  .1.  II.,  Can/erbtirff 

DcliiKoa  Bay  Kailway,  145i 
Exiii-e«s  Slcfiwn^-er  Ki-rvioi-.  I3i* 
Intenialiutml  Tclcgrapliic  Code,  'ilXi 

]lESEA<iB,Riglit  Hoii.E.,  Great  Grimahif 

Business  of  the  Hoiiw.  Res.,  Ifl39,  1G73 
Cholera  Precautions,  1584 
PririsU  Cuundls,  1577 

IlEitBEitT,  Hon.  S.,  Croydon 

Supply 

Extension  r,l  Admimlty  Ttuildings,  !IS3 
Houses  of  ]'nrlinment,;<84 

HEKSCIIELL.  Loi(i>  (Lor.l  Cliau.ellor) 
CoiiyhoW  C-)nB.)ii.lotir.u  Bill,  Pres.,  137 
\Am-  of  Inlieritnnce  ADiLiHlmcnt  Bill,  I'res., 

Limitation  of  Aclions  Bill,  PrcN..  I5ii.''. 
Qaartvr  Sessions  (Miiiannimcv)    Bill,   Pn's,. 
137:  SR.,3'.'9 
.  Qucen'A  S|)eceli,  2 

■■.urt  of  Judicature    (Procedme) 
"   "     21t.,  ail?.  atlU 


Hoi 


Bill,  I'res.,  13; 
HIBBEKT,    Kiglit 


OHJi'tm 

Annv  (Atniiiiil)  Bill,  IR„  K.-.I 

Civil  Service 

Cirmiiulsorv  Ketirement,  I  It) 
Sw  Trtaaurs  Rule*,  Uli 


HiBBBBT,  Right  Hun.  Sir  J.  T.-cvNf. 
Civil  Service — runt, 
Sooond  Division  Clerks,  681  ;  Res..  »28. 

ma 

SirC.  Freemantte's  Committee,  1448 
Constgnanl  Stations — Lite-SaTing  Appar 

.108 
Consolidnlcil  Fund  (No.  1)  Bill,  Com.,  8: 
CmwnEsUtes,  12G4 
Cmwn  Lands  Bill.  Intro..  2G5 
Customs  —  Statistical  Dejxkrtment  —  Al 

aness,  &e.,  lOiMi 
Income  Tax  Commissioners,  1100 

Bnllinn  and  Killala  Light  Ritilwav,  fi7 
Bangor  Pier  and  Harbour  Works,']  JOS 
Clogher  \'alley  Tramway,  568 
Dublin  Customs  House,  1573 
Dublin  Itcpistry  of  Deeds  OtScc,  1513 
tiahvnv  and  Clifden  Railwav,  148 
Loans  to  Tenants.  577.  874 
Mannscriiits,  Oranls  for  the  Piibliotiin 

r.83 
Phoenix  Park,  Vehicular  Traffic  in,  57(i 
Queen's  Collegef.  Compulsorv   Betirei 

in,  1248 
Skibbercen  Custom  Rouse,  1573 
SCrnnorlar  and  Glentics  Railway,  1  lirj 

"  Parlinmentarv  Debates"  Index,  1444 

Rich's,  Colonel,  Pensioii,  68IS 

ScotlBii.1— Edinburgh  Ciwtle  Rock,  Mm 

Supply 
A]>]iro]irintiojis  in  Aid,  375.  376 
British   Mutv'um.  kv.,  832,  833,  10<m, 
CouTily  Courtis  375 
Dlplumulic  and  Consular  Buildings,  II 
House  of    Commons    Offii'cs.    351. 

Ciinimihsiiin  on.  352,  35i;,  .357,  35)1,  3 
Houw  i.f  Lunls  Offlcem.  tiOO 
Melr"]")lilan  Police   Courts,  1*94.  ilSfi. 


9'J(t 


Silt; 


ml  GaIluT>-,  833 


I'lumlilv  nf  ApjHiintmcnts.  3.53,  35.5,  T 
Royal  Kew  Olwervatory,  070 
Vote  on  Account,  806 

IIii^KMAX,  Sir  A.,  IVolverhamptoH, 

Indian  Rnil«-ny  Contracts,  15.3.  439 

IIiLi.,   Higlit     Hon.    A.,    St'iffordii 
Khiifs  irhi  ford 

Bflinn-'Sea  Awanl  Rill.  211..   llWfi 

HoiiHoi  si:.  Mr.  II.,  Somrrsel,  A'. 


<;as.  Ml. 


ifru-nialfon  UfHie,  tiH6 


I.I.EN,  Mr.  A.,  Vork,  E.H.,  Bmrh 

arlxiurs  of  Ucfuge,  1445 


n  Cumniercfal  'Trekty,  1314 
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HOHE  DEPABTHENT 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  Asquith 

Under  Secretary  of  State— Mr.  G.  W.  E. 
Russell 

(See  under  title  Law  and  Justice  and  Pol  ice. 

Home  Office — Licence  Fees 

Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  April  6, 
1445 

Home   Rule  for    Scotland   (see    under 
Scotland) 

Hop  Substitutes  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  Brookfield ;  Read  1«  Mar  29,  999 


HopwooD,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Lancashire y  S,E,^ 
Middleton 

Compulsory  Vaccination  Abolition  Bill,  Intro., 

452 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  2R., 

1378 
Vaccination — Legislation,  683 

HouLDswoRTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Manchester^ 
N.W. 

Companies   Act     (1862)    Amendment    Bill, 
Intro.,  452 

Hours    of  Labour   (Local  Authorities, 
&c.)  Servants  Bill 

c,  Intro.,   Mr.   Macdonald;  Read  1°  April   3, 
1316 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Stern  ;  Read  1°  Mar  16,  459 

Howard,   Mr.   J.,    Middlesex^    Totten- 
ham 

Music  and   Dancing    Licences    (Middlesex) 
Bill,  Intro.,  452  ;  2R.,  1376 


Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green,  N.E. 
Charity  Commission  (Parliamentary  Control), 

Res-il  1013 
Corporate  Associations  (Property)  Bill,  Res., 

1092 
H.M.S.  "  Crescent,"  443 
Industrial  and  Provident  Societies  Act  (1893) 

Amendment  Bill,  Res.,  785 
Introduction  of  and  Ballotting  for  Bills,  161 
London  Streets   and  Buildings  Bill,   1107  ; 

Select  Com.,  1426 
Navy— Engine-Room  Artificers,  776 
Parliamentary  Elections  Bill,  Intro.,  456 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Committee, 

1212 
Supply — House  of  Commons  Offices,  362,  358 
Tnde  Union  Reports,  564 


HoziER,  Mr.  J.  H.  C,  Lanarkshire,  S. 

Fruit  Identification  Bill,  Intro.,  454 

•Parliament 

Business  of  the  House —Financial  Business, 

269 
New  Writ  for  Berwickshire,  296 

Scotland 

Disestablishment,  696 

Hamilton  Brigade  Depot,  142 

Home  Rule,  Res.,  1297 

Parochial  Grants,  142 

Private  Bill  Legislation,  691 

Rosebery's,  IjOi5,  Visit  to  Edinburgh.  348 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland).  Res.,  1141 

Veterinary  College  Grant,  346 

Hughes,  Colonel  E.,  Woohcich 
East  London  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1409 
Public  Buildings  (London)  Bill,  Intro.,  460 ; 
2R.,  1315 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N. 
Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1369 

Hutchinson,  Captain   W.  G.   Grice-, 

Aston  Manor 

Army — Discharged    and    Reserve    Soldiers, 

Employment  for.  Res,,  519 
Coroners'  Act  (1887)  Amendment  Bill,  Intro.^ 

458 

Income  Tax   (see     Customs,    Sfc,    and 
fVa^s  and  Means) 

INDIA 

Secretary  of  State— Earl  of  Kimberley 

Under  Secretary    of    State — Mr.    H.    H, 

Fowler 

Afghanistan — Sir  M.  Durand's  Misaion — 
Papers,  Q.  Mr.  Curzon  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H, 
Fowler  Mar  15,  336 

Army 

Dum  Dum  Murder-- Private    O'JJara^  Q. 

Mr.  Caine;  A.    Mr.    Campbell-Banner- 

man  April  5,  1438 

Madras  and  Bombay  Commands,  Q.  Sir  C. 

Dilke  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Mar  13,  140 

Staff  Corps —Pronutt  ion,  Q.   Mr.  Talbot; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  April  2,  1099 
TriHfjMhips,  Q.   Mr.   Forwooil :  A.   Sir  U. 
Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  19,  574  ;  Q.  Mr. 
Baker;    A.     Sir    U.    Kay-Shuttleworth 
Apr  a  6,  1507 
Baladhun  Murder   Case,  Q.  Mr.  Caine  ;  A. 

Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  AprU  2,  1094 
Burmese  Frontier — Kiang  Hung,  Cession  of,  to 
China,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmead-Bartlett ;  A.  Sir 
E.  Grey  Apr'd  2,  1098 
Civ'd  Service  Examin^itions,  Q.  Mr.  Curaon ; 

A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Mar  15.  335 
Councils  Act,  Return,  Q.  Mr.  Caine  ;  A.  Mr. 

H.  H.  Fowler  Apr'd  2, 1093 
Contribution     to    Legation     and     Consular 
Buildings  in  ^'^im/i— References  to,  in 
Debate  on  Supply,  Mar  30,  1081 
Dum-Dum  Murder   («ftfc   \vxA«t  ^x^i^^»ftcc«NSi^ 
Army} 
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IRELAyO—cont. 


Mr.   H.   H,    Fowler,    Sir   W.   Harcourt 
jtfarl5,327;  Q.  Ckilonel  H. Vincent;  A. 
Mr.  H.  U,  Fowler  Mar  IB,  347  ;  Qb.  Sir 
M.  Stewart,  Mr.  Wickham ;  As,  Mr.  H. 
H.  Fowler  Mar  16, 14S ;  Q.  Sir  D.  Mac- 
farlane  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  Mar  19, 
G64 ;     <ja.     Sir     D.     Mkcfarlane,     Hr. 
Wbiteley ;     As.    Mr.     H.     B.     P«wler 
AprU  S,  1410 
Res.,  in  Debate  in  Reply  to  Qveen'i  Speech, 
Jfor  19,208 
Xtmhi  KanaaB,  Mr.    C,   Charge*    agaiatt, 
Q.   Mr.   CAioe;    A.    Mr.    H.    H.    Fowler 
Apra  2,  1094 
Opivm  CommUlioH 
Copj  pres.  Mar  13,  265 
Colt   of,    Qb.    Sir    O.     Chemey,     Sir    D. 
Macfarlane;    As.    Mr,    H.    H.     Fowler 
Mar  20,  077 
PeKtvni,  Retnni  prea.  Mar  13,  2B6 
Public StTtice  Com«i<num,(iMi'Vl . yieA(\ei- 

bnrnjA.  Mr.H.  H.  Fowler  JftirlB,  316 
BaUrpay  Cuntraett,  Qs.  Sir  A.  Hickman  ;  As. 
Mr.  H,  H.  Fowler  Mar  IS,  163;  Mar  18, 
139 
Religiout   Jitipartiality,  Q.  Sir  W.  Wed 

bum  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  April  6,  1117 

Bioti,    Iiutractiotit   at  to  Blank   and  Ball 

Cartridge!,  Q.  Mr.  Caine ;  A.   Mr.   H.  H.  , 

Fowler  April  2,  1093 

Tariff  Bill,  Q,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H. 

Fowler  Mar  16, 140 
Teset.Bo«k4  in  Schoolt,  Q.  Sir  W.  Wedder- 
bnm  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler  April  G,   1117 


LidnBtriBl  and  Provident  Bociettea  Act 

(1893)  Amendment  BiU  I 

e.  Intro.  (Mr.  Howell)  ;  Read  1"  Mar  20.  7B5      | 

I 

Inebriates  (see  under  Habitual  Inebriates 

Committee) 

Intoxicating  Liqnori  (Lioenon)  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Sir   H.   Roscoe;    Read   1°   Mar   16, 


Intoxicating  Liquors  Local  Veto  Clre- 
land)BiU 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  W.  Johnston;    Head   r  Mnr  16, 

ibelahi) 

Lord  Lieutenant — Lord  Houohton 
Cliiet  Secretary — Mr.  J.  MOBLEr 
Agriculture,  Board  !•/,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr. 


Ban/rg  Bag  FoHificotioai  Worki,  Q.  Mr. 
Oilhouly  ;  A.  Mr.  Cnrnphell-Bannemian 
Xar  20,  686 


Armg — cont, 

Curragh    BtiiWitg  —  Kiltaloe    Slate*, 

Captain    Donelau ;    A.    Hr.    Campb 

Bannerman  April  2,  II08 
Mulliiwar    lVat«r  Supply,  Q.  Dr.  EeDI 

A.  Hr.   Campbell-Bannermati   Mar 

Soldier*-  IiuiUute*  in   D^MiA,    Q.  Mr. 

O'Connor  ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell- Bannem 

April  2,  1113, 
Svldiert  UnlMdiwg  Coal  at  Spiie  Ida 

Q.  CapUin   Dooelan  ;  A.  Mr.  Campb 

Bannerman  April  6,  1160 
Tbffe,  Micard,   Cate  of,  Q.   Mr.  Bodk 

A.  Mr.   Campbell- Bannerman   April 

1672 
Arran  Inland.  Diitrt**   i*,   Q.  Mr.  Sheeh 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  16,  319 
Brietiam  (see  under  that  sab-headiiw) 
Bangor    Pier    and  Ilarhotir    Tl'm-lf,  Q.  ' 
H'Cartan  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  April 


Labourer*,  Q.  Mr.    K,    Hap 
Sa;-Shuttlewortb  Mar  16. 140 

Bouenttiiig—Kel!;Qe.  Mr.  CarsoD,  Mr.  \ 
Konnj  :  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  2, 1109 

diurch  Fund,  Qb.  Mr.  W.  Kennv,  Mr.  Seito 
Hi.  Bartley  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Horley  JCor  1 
681 

Cittil  Serrice  Retirement,  Q,  Mr.  Uayden ;  - 
Mr.  J.  Morley  ,Var  23, 871 

Clare  Aiti:et—Mr.  Jtulice  O'Brien'*  » 
marl*  (Reference*  to.  in  Debate  on  ««ff< 
.V((r22,  886) 

Oare,  Crime In.Qa.  Mr.  W.  Kenny,  Mr. T.I 
Healy,  Mr.  Amold-Forster,  Mr.  Seiton,! 
Kenny  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  15,  323 

Clogher  Valley  Traiiitaiy,  Q.  Mr.  M'QiUigU 
A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Mar  19,  567 

Ciiri — Outduor  Sunday  Preaching,  Qt  V 
Barton,  Captain  Douelan,  Mr.  T.  1 
BuBseli,  Mr.  M.  Auttin,  Mr.  W.  O'Brie 
Mr.  Crean ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  6, 161 
Qa.  Mr.  Arnold-Forster,  Mr.  Canon,  Hi.1 
Healy,  Mr.  W.  Kenny,  Mr.  Flynn,  SI 
Seilon,  Mr.  T.  W.  Bussell ;  As.  Mr. 
Morley,  Mr.  Speaker  April  9, 1638 

Cvitom  Iloyne 
Bub/in,   Q.   Mr.   MCartan :    A.   Sir  J. 

Hibbert  April  9,  l.^>73 
Sliibbfrees,  Q.  Mr.  E.  Barry  ;  A.  Sir  J. 
Hibbert  AprS-J,  1S72 

DUtraint* 

Cattle  .Seizure'  in  Ci-unty  Tyrone,  Q.  3 

Mac  Neill ;   A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Afrit 

1593 

Bonigal  S,'t>hm«l    Croirn    Solicitor.   Q.  ! 

T.M.Henly  ;  A,  Mr.  J.  Morley  .Wnr20,i 

Bublin 
J'hirniJ-   Pari,   Vehicular  Trit/Sc   in.  ' 

.Mr.  T.  M.  Healv,  Mr,  Seiton  :  As.  Sii 

T.  Hibbert  Mar  19,  575 
Piut  Of  re  (see  under  that  sub-faeadiog) 
Brgigtry    of    Deri*     Office,    Q.    Mr. 

Plunkett ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Bibbert  Apri 

1515 
Vet 
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Dynamite  PrUoners  (see  under  title  Law 
and  Jugtiee  and  Police) 

Education 

Books,  Qs.  Mr.  Bocikin ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  5,  1434 ;  AprU  9,  1578 
EdueatUm  Aet,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Morley  Mar  15,  334 
Irish  Language,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Field ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  .¥ttr  19,  583 
Monitors,  Q.  Mr.  Bodkin  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  5,  1434 
Qv^en's    Colleges,  Compulsory  Retirement 

in,    Q.    Mr.    Pinkerton ;    A.   8ir  J.   T. 

Hibbert  ^jpr/7  3,1247 

Evictions,  Qs.  Mr.  Ffrench,  Mr.  Knox,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Clancy,  Colonel  Waring ; 
As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  20,  697 

?Arran  Islands,  Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  AprU  6,  1459  ;  Qs.  Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  As. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  AprU  6,  1511 
De  Freyne  Estate — Evictions  and  ProsC' 
cutums,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  Mar  22,  873 
Dillon's,  Lord,  Estate,  Q.  Mr.  Hayden  ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  22,  879 
Evicted    Tenants — Legislation,     Q.      Mr. 
Clancy  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  19,  582  ; 
Q.  Mr.  Sexton  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  20, 
703 

Financial  Relations,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Redmond  ;  A. 
Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  13, 155  ;  Q.  Mr.  Clancy  ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  19,  570 

Fislt^ries 
Slaney,    Q.    Mr.     Ffrench;    A.    Mr.     J. 
Morley  AprU  9,  1571 

Oocernment  Contra4!ts 
KUlaloe  Slates,  Q.   Captain   Donelan  ;  A. 

Mr.     Campbell  -  Bannerman     AprU    2, 

1108 
Police  Clothing,  Q.  Mr.  M.  Healy  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  Mar  15,  340 
Post  Office  Clothing,  Qs.  Mr.  M.  Healy; 

As.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Mar  15, 339  ;  AprU  5, 

1441 

Oun  Licences — Ca^e  of  Mr.  John  Lee,   Q. 

Mr.   P.  J.    O'Brien;    A.    Mr.  J.   Morley 

Mar  19,  568 
Haulhowline  Dockyard  —  Repairs  of  H.M. 

Ships,  Q.  Captain  Donelan  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 

Shuttleworth     Mar      15,     316 ;     Q.     Mr. 

Field ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  30, 

1005 
High     Court     of    Justice  —  CirU     Service 

Retirement,   Q.   Mr.  Hayden  ;    A.    Mr.  J. 

Morley  Mar  22,  874 
Home    Rule    (References  to,  in    Reply   to 

Queen's  Speech,  Mar  12,  71) 
Kilrush  Gas  Company,  Q.   Mr.  Maguire  :  A. 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  20,  679 

Labourers    Acts,  Q.  Mr.  Clancy  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  J/^/r  20,  693 
Cootehill  Guardians,  Qs.  Mr.  Young,   Mr. 
Knox  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  22,  872 

Labourers'  Cottages 

Leixlip,  Q.  Mr.  Kennedy  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  2,  1099 
Youghalt  Qs.  Captain  Donelan,  Mr.  Flynn  ; 
As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  15,  328 

I  cont. 


IRELAND— cont. 


Land  Acts 
Select  Committee,   Q.   Mr.  T.  W,  Russell ; 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  13, 139 ;  Qs.  Mr. 
Knox,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Clancy,  Colonel 
Waring  ;   As.   Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  20, 
698  ;  Q.  Mr.  Carson  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 
Mar  22,  870  ;    Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ; 
A.     Mr.    J.    Morley    AprU    2,    1114; 
Qs.   Mr.    T.    W.    Russell,    Mr.   Carson, 
Mr.   A.   J.    Balfour,    Mr.    Sexton,   Mr. 
Barton:    As.    Mr.    J.   Morley  AprU  5, 
1454;  Q.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Moriey  AprU  9, 1595 
Tenants'  Improvements — Case  qf  Mr.  John 
Robb,  Ji^c,  Q.  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  A.  Mr.  J. 
Morley  AprU  5,  1433 
Town    Parks,     Qs.     Mr.    M'Cartan,    Mr. 
Sexton  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  22,  877  ; 
Qs.  Mr.  M*Cartan,  Mr.  Knox ;  As.  Mr.  J. 
Moriey  AprU  5,  1432 

Land  Commission 

Church  Fund  (see  that  sub-heading) 
Judicial  Rents,  Copy  pres.  Mar  12,  126 
Proceedings,  Copy  pres.  Mar  19,  676 

Land    Purchase — KUkenny   County,  Q.'M.t, 
M'Dermott ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  16,  313 

Law,  Administration  of  Res.,  in  Debate  in 
Reply  to  Queen's  Speech,  Mar  13,  241 

Lighthouses 

Board  of  Irish  Lights  and  the  Briag  Rerf 

Buoy,  Qs.  Colonel  Waring,  Mr.  G.  Bowles, 

Mr.  W.  Field,  Mr.  Wolff,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  As. 

Mr.  Mundella.  Mr.  J.  Morley -Viir  19,570 

Lishurn  Registrar  of  Deaths,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Mar  20,  679 
Lismore — Denouncing  a  Person  for  Taking 

an  Evicted  Farm,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Kenny  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  AprU  5,  1451 
I^oans  to   Leaseholders   and   the   Board  of 

Public    Works,  Q.   Mr.    Gilhooly ;  A.    Sir 

J.     T.    Hibbert    Mar    19,    677  ;  Qs.    Mr. 

Gilhooly,   Mr.    Sexton  ;  As.     Sir    J.     T. 

Hibbert  Mar  22,  874 

Lunatic  Asylums 
Belfast  and  AfUrim  Board  of  Governors^ 

Q.   Mr.    M'Cartan;  A.    Mr.    J.   Morley 

Mar  22,  878 
Belfast    Workhouse    Lunatics,      Q.     Mr. 

M'Cartan;    A.  Mr.  J.   Morley  Mar  22, 

876;    Qs.    Mr.   M'Cartan,     Mr.  T.    W. 

Russell,  Mr.  Knox  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

AprU  5,  1430 
Letterkcnny,  Q.  Mr.  A.  O'Connor  ;  A.  Mr. 

J.  Morley  ^;>r// 2,  1113 
Monaghan — Tea  Contracts,  Q.  Mr.  Young  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  19,  560 
Waterford,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

Mar  19,  565 
Lunatics,  Increase  of,  Q.  Sir  T.  Lea  ;  A.  Mr.. 
J.  Morley  AprU  5,  1456 

Magistracy 

Fermanagh,  Q.  Mr.  M'Gilligan ;  A.  Mr.  J. 

Moriey  .Wrtr  16,  438 
Irish-Speaking  Magistrates,  Q.  Mr.  Field  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Moriey  Mar  19,  665 
O'Connor,   Mr.    Weld,    Q.    Mr.    Gibney ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  16,  445 
Publicans  as  Magistrates,  Qs.  Mr.  T.  W. 

Russell,   Mr.  J.  0'CoivT\ot  \   1a.  "^t.^. 

Moriey  April  ^^^si^ 
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IBBLA  ,V/>— cou  t . 
Mamueriptt,    ffranlt  /it    Pubtieatioii 
Q.  Mr.  W.   Field  ;    A.  Kir  J.  T.    Hibberi 
JVur  I!l,  582 
jVaran  Jlrruion  Court,   Q.  Mr.  Gibney  ;  A. 
Mr.  J.Morley -l/nr20,  681 


Pimr  Late 
Bel/ant  Wurkhoute.,  LKnatiei  in  (see  under 

sub-heading  Luiuitic  AiglitiiU) 
Feniiny     I'tiinx     AccmiKt^,   Qs.    Mr.    W. 

Kenny.   Mr.   T.  M.  Henly.  Mr.  Sexton, 

Mr.  A.  O'Connor :  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr. 

Deputy  Speaker  Mar  I.>.  320 
Senm/ire     Ouardiniu     JUtctUni,     Q.    Mr.  . 

Kilbride;    A.   Mr.  J.   Morley   April  6,  I 

1609 
K'dliiraey  Vit'im— Financial  CunditiiNttQ. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RasBell  ;   A.  Mr.  J.  Morley 

April  U,  1.'.70 
Lahimrert'  Cvttage*  (see  that  sub-heading) 
Li*t(ntd  Union,   Outil.-OT  Jlelirf,  Qb.  Mr. 

T.  W.  Koswll,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  As.  Mr.  J. 

Mnrley  April  9.  ISSG 
Xavan  Jtrri^-iin   Cmrt,   Q.    Mr.  Gibnej  ; 

A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  20,  681 
"  Port    Ya  rruci"    Lost   of,   Motion  for  the 
Adjonrnmcnt  of  the  House  (Mr.  H.  Wilson) 
Mur  29,  906 

Pott  Qgive 

American  Mail  lltnUe 

Diitiiiufi  hetipfrn  Portt,  Q,  Sir  J.  I.cng ; 
A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Ayril  6,  1506 

t^renftmi't  nnrf  MiTillr,  Q«.  Sir  J. 
Leng,  Caplnin  Donelsn  ;  Aa.  Mr.  A. 
MorlcT  April  a,  1506 

Return  onlcreil  April  U,  1380 
Beifa/t  and  XniraMle  Poit  Ofire,    Q.  Mr. 

Aruolil'-  Forster ;     A.    Mr.    A.    Morley 

Mar  lu,  350 
Clothinij     foilnirli,   Qb.    Mr.    M.    Hcaly  ; 

Ab.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Mar  IC, 339 ;  Aprils, 

1441 
DKbliu—Fromatioiu,  Q.  Mr.  Field  :  A.  Mr. 

A.  Morley  .V<ir20.  690 
FihHor  Pottal  Farilitief.  Q.  Mr.  Hayden  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  Mar  22,  863 
UilltottiH     Trlrgraph     Srrrire,     Q.     Mr. 

M-Cartan  :   A.  Mr.   A.  Jlorley  Mar  22, 


PritonM 
Vundiilk  —  CatiifSherida'H,  Q.  Dr.  Kenny  ; 

A.  Mr,  J.  Morley  Mar  15,  312 
LondoKdcrry  —  Cate    of    P.     M' Krrfery , 

Q.  Mr.  Mains;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  J/ni-20, 


875 
PuUir  LihrarifM  Art.  (J.  Mr.  Field  :  A.  Mi 

J.  Morley  Mar  15,M34 
^ffn'^  ('ullrgn.  Compulnors  Betirement  h 

Q.  Mr.    I'inkerton  ;     A.  Sit  J.  T.  Hibbert 

April  3,  I24T 


IR  EL  A. YD— cant. 
BaiUrayt 
Balliiut  and  Killala,   Q.   Hr.  Clanc 

Sir  J,  T.  Hibbert  Mar  22,  H77 
Draghfda   and    Dnhlin,     Q.    Mr.    CI 

A.  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  22,  863 
Oalmif  and  Clifden,  Q.   Colonel   » 

A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  Mar  13,  148 
fUranorlar  and    OUntiiM,   Q.    Mr. 
SulUvan :  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbert  A^ 
1102 
Traleea»d  DingU.Ci.  SiTi:.   Esinonr 
Mr.  J.  Morley -Var  13, 143 
flvirfrofwn  Bill,  Qs.  Mr.  CUncy,  Mr.  ( 
Mr.  Macartney,  Mr.  Darling  ;   As. 
Morley  .Vuf  22,  864 
SbHk  hland — tioldirrt    Cnlt^ading  C< 
Captain  Donelan ;  A.  Mr.  Campbell-B 
man  J;irU.>.  1450 
Sv!ine  Ferer—Cvtt  of  Sla¥gtiler,  Q.  ( 
Nolan ;  A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  13,  14 
Tinrit    Parit,   Q.   Mr.   M'Cartan ;  A. 
Morley  M«r  22,  877  ;  Qs.  Mr.  M'( 
Mr.  Knoi ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  April  i 
Training  Shipii,  Qs.  Mr.  Oilbooly,  Dr. 
Aa.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  » 
Trurtft-  Art,  1S93.  Q.  Mr,  W.  Kenny : 

C.  BuBsell  Mar  13,  152 
Veterinary  Intpeetor;  Q.  Mr.  Ambru 

Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  19,  569 
Waith,  Mirhael,  Convirt,  Q.   Mr.    H« 
A.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  22,  875 

Iriah  Ednoation  Aot  (1B93)  Amnu 
BiU 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Field  ;  Read  1"  Mar  20,  78 

Iriih  Lights  Board  Constitiitioii  I 

r,  Intro.,  Mr.  Finuenne;  Rend  !"  Mar  11 


Isaacson.  Mr.  F.  W.,    Tower  Ha 
Stepney 
Foo.1  Adulteration  Bill,  Res..  fi7fi 
Mining    Koyaltiea — Ken  is    and    Wai 

Re*.,  l-W? 
Trust  Comifflniea  Bill.  Re»..  S75 

Itinerant  Street  Mono  (London)  '. 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  Jacoby  ;  Read  1°  Mar  16, 


Jameh,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H,,  Bury. 

Arnold- Forster's,  Mr.,  Letter  to  ■'  The ' 

872 
Factory  and  Workshops  Act  (1891)  j 

uent  Bill,  Intro.,  853 
Old  Age  I>roTident  PeosionB  Bill,2B 

1370 
PriTilege— Lord  Koeebery's  Speech  ai 

burgh,  Rea.,  602 
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JscKSEVS,  Mr.  A.  F.,  Hants,    Bating- 

Atderahot  and  FnrnborouEli  Police  Stnttons, 

1146 
Army  Estimntes— Fwiigf,  431),  431 
Foreign    and    Colnuial    Meat  (Ifo.   2)   Bill, 

Intro.,  455 
Iaw  Officers  nl  the  Crown,  Res.,  947 
Ihililicaiiiiaiiil  Military  PensioDerB,  1452 
Trade     and     Agriculture.    Depreaaion  of — 

Amcnilt.  to  Address  in  Answer  ta  Queen's 

Speech,  120 

Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfant,  S. 

Intoxicating  Liquotv  I.ucal   Veto  (Ireland) 

Bill,  Intro.,  465 
Intmiai'Uon  of  and  BallnUntc  for  Bills,  163 

Joint  Stock  Companies'  Renter  Bill 
a.  Intro.,  Mr.  Clough  ;  Read  1°  .Viir  W,  676 

Jut  Law  (Ameitdineiit)  Bill 

<!.  Intro.,   Mr.  A.  Williams ;  Reftil   1=  Mar  21, 


•futtices  of  the  Peace  (see  uudor  Law, 
^c. — MagUtraet/) 


Jiutice*  of  the  Peace  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Luttrel! ;  Read  1"  M^r  16,  464 


KAY  -  SHUTTLEWORTH,  Eight 
Hos.  Sib  U.  J,  (Secretary  to  the 
Adniiralty),  Lancashire,    ClilAeme 

Atlantic,  DerellctBin,  1100 

A rraour-Piercing  Projectiles,  ISIO 

Contract  Work,  OTertim..  on,  440 

Harland  and  WolfTsShijifard  Labourent, 
441 

Torpedo  Boats,  6S3 
EnKine-Itoom  Complements,  563 
Indian  Troopsbii*.  5T4,  1507 
Ireland 

Hnulbowllne  —  Beimirs  of  H.M.  Ships, 
31S,  1007 

Training  Shipii,  6»5 
Lee-Hetford  Rifle.  443 
Manieuvies.  Drill  in,  eiS 
Nickel  Steel  Plates,  318 
Oil  Fuel,   140,  fig» 
Rations,  Condeniiiod.  RSU 
Reaerve,  Training,  1248 
Shipbuilding  Contract  Work — Kxpenditure, 

306,  d6u 


Ships 

"  Bothnia  "  574 

■*  Creecent,"  442 
Ironclads  at  tiea,  57<1 


"Victoria"  Disaster, i:c.,  74!) 

Stores,  Inaiieccion  of,  314 
Torpedo   Boat    "BaTOck"— Discloanre   of 
Plans,  434 


E&r-IJHUTTLEWORTB,  Rt.  Hon.SirU.J. — cunt. 
Navy — cimt, 

Warren  Hiistin<n(  Island,  Keporte.1  Wreck 

off,  U.W 
"White  Eiwigr,  1244 
Nftvy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys — Statement 

74a,  764,  767,  779 
Personal  Explanation.  S70 

Kearley,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Devonport 

Kavy 
Dockyard  I..abour  and  Wages.  321 ;   Res., 

60H,  611,  621.  «25,  658 
Stonehouse     Marine     Barracks  —  Alleged 
Assault  by  an  Ofticcr,  320 
PriTitege— I*rd  Rosebety's  Speech  at  Eilin- 
burgh,  Ke-i.,  607 

Keay,  Mr,  J.  S.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 
Foreign  Meat.  1S54.  1568 
Scotland — Deer  Forest  Coinmieaion,  1097 


Kennedy,  Mr.  P.  J,,  Kildare,  A"". 

Ireland — Labourers'  Cottages  at  Leixlip.  1099 

Ke-vmv,    Dr.   J.    E.,     Dublin,     College 
Green 

Ireland 

Clare  County.  Crime  in,  326 

Duiidalk  Gaol,  312 

Mulliiigar  Water  Supply.  330 
Munici|>nl   Franchin:  (Ireland)  Amendment 

(No.  2)  Bill,  Intro.,  452 
Queen's  Sjieeth,  H<M>'v  "• 

Admini-tratiun  of  lUr  I.,»w  in  Ireland,  291 

Dynamite  Prisoners,  221 

Kenny,  Mr.  W.,  Dubliti,    St.  Stephen's 
Green 

Business  of  the  House,  159G 

Civil  Service— New  Treasury  Rules,  1112 

Ireland 

linvcotting at  KelU,  Ult 

Church  Fun<l,  5S1 

Chire,  Crime  In,  32S 

Cork — Sunday  Distnrbancca,  1588 

Fermoy  Union  Accounts,  331 

Limerick  Postal  and  Telegroph  Staff,  310 

Liemore — Denouncing  a  Person  for  'Taking 
Evicted  Farm,  1451 

Trustee  Act  (1893),  152 
Trastee  Act  (189.S)  Amendment  Bill,  Intro., 

457 

Kenyon,  Hod.  G.  T.,  Denbigh,  ^e. 

WhIcb- ScliiK,!  InspectOtB,  1B05 

Kenyox-Slasey,  ColoDel    W.,    Shrop- 
thire,  Newport 
Trade    and    Agriculture,     Depression    of — 
Amendt.   to  Address  in  An«*i«.T  Va  '4>»k>£'& 
Speech,  113 


Xil] 


{INDEX} 


[Ui 


SiLBKiDK,  Mr.  D.,  Kerry,  S. 
Kenmare  QiiardJans  Election,  1B09 
Land  Teaore  (Irelsod)  Bill,  Intro.,  149 

KiMBER,  Mr.  H.,  fFandtmortA 

London    County    Coancil     (Tower     Bridge 
Southern  Approach)  Bill,  2R.,  1231 

Kinfraton-opon-Hall  (Court  of  Beoord) 
BUI 

c.  Intro.,  Sir  A.  Rollit;  Bead  1°  .Var  20,  TBS 


Enatciibuu.-Hu<}£S9en,     Mr.   H.    T., 
Kent,  Favertham 
Business  of  the  House,  Bee.,  1610 
Dockfards 
Apprentices  Instruction,  U60 
Clusifictitlon,  1251 
Labour  and  Wages,  Res.,  Gfl5,  637 
Pensions,  1111 

Knowles,  Mr.  Lbes,  Sal/ord,  fV. 
Halntual  Inebriates  Committee's  Beport,  332 
Plumben'  Regjatratiun  Rill,  Intro.,  161 
Tuberculosis  Report,  IG9 

Knox,  Mr.  E.  F.  V.,  Canan,  W. 
Africa — Umtali — Queen  Chikansa's  Consort, 

562 

Introduction  of  and  Ballotting  for  Bills,  162 

Ireland 

Belfast  Workhouse,  Lunatics  in,  1133 
Labourera'     Acts  —  Cootehill    Guardians, 


Labouciieke,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

Army  Estimates— Egypt,  British  Soldiers  in, 
615,  516 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1621 

Income  Tax,  10f>5 

Introduction  of  and  Batlotting  fur  Bills,  ISu 

Lunacy  Laws— '' CotmniBsionerB  in  Lunacy  r. 
Bherrani,"  581 

Privilege— Lord  Rose bery's  S[ieech  at  Edin- 
burgh, Res.,  601,  HO.T 

Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to.  18.1,  lol,  263 
House  of  I^nlH,  luii 

Supply 
Bechuiuialaiid,Mnshoiialand,andHatabeIe- 

land,  lai 
IJoIonial  Oftice— South  African  Telegrams, 

36.'> 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  1087 
Kgypt,  British  Occupation  of,  833 
Extension  ,.f  Admiralty  BuikiiiigB,  987 
Houi«  of  Conimotis  OIRces,  Commission  on, 

Law  Charges,  368 

Metr.>polltnn  Police  Courts,  093,  H9.^ 
riuralisi"  in  the  Public  Service,  357 
Uganda,  391 


Labour  ComnuMtion 
Attittant    Cemmiuunuri'    Bep>rU,   Q. 
Diamond  ;  A.  Hr.  Aaqnith  Mat  15,  338 

Labour  Department 


Jiead,  Q.  Ur.  Macdonald  ;  A.  Mr.  A«ii 

-Var  19,  B79 
Doe\i/aTd  Labour  (see  Navt) 
Factory  Act,  Brrarh  of,  at  Pmton,  Q.  lb 

Stanhope  ;  A.  Mr.  A«quith  Mar  16,  417 
BaUiaay  Serranlt  fsee  mider  title  Railia 
Shopt,  Ilouri  v/Lahour  im,  Q.  Hr.  An«tnit1 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  Mar  20,  681 
Trade  Unimu  BeporU,  Q.  Hr.  HoweU ; 

Hr.  Mundella  Mar  19,  n«4 

Labour  Kniater  Bill 

f.  Intro.,  Mr.  Ernest  Spencer;  Read  1*  llan 


Labourers'  {Ireland)    Acta    (see  no 
Ireland) 

Labonren'  (Ireland)  Aob  Amenda 
BUI 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Read  !•  Var 


Laubert,  Mr.  G.,  Devon,  South  Mot 
Foreign  Meat  Bill,  Intro.,  786 
Orouml  Game   Act   (1B80)   BzlenMon  E 
Intro.,  786 

Land  Law  Oreland}  and  PnrohaN 
Land  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendnu 
BUI 

c.  Intro,,  Mr.  Clancy  ;  Read  1*  Xar  16,  lEl 

Land  Tenure  (Ireland)  BUI 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Kilbride ;  Bead  I*  .Var  16,  U: 

Land     Valaei     (Taxation    b;    Le 

AntlLoritiei)  Bill 
c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Naoroji  ;  Bea.1  1*  -Wiir  16.  i-iS 

Law  and  Juntice  and  Police 
BrWt  Mairk  GirW  .Strike— Cant  htfon 

.Vend,  Q.  Mr.  Mactlonakl ;  A.  Mr.  A«]i 

-Vrtr  19.  579 
Children,    Impritunment    iif.    in    Htiln 

Prhai,  Qs.  Mr.  Pickerspll,  Mr.  Pict. 

Ax.  Mr.  Aeqaitb  .V/ir  13,  130 
Cliurrli    I'f   EngliinH   Marriage   Law   i 

that  title) 
CanrMit'if,    }te<-»rdt     of.    Qs.     Hr.     En 

S|)enccr,  Mr.   Haobury  ;  As.   Hr.  Atqi 

Mar  30.  1001 
CorauxiU  Police    Cutirt    Proredarr—'  Pi 

bam  V.  Jenitiitgi,"  Qs.  Mr.  Owen  ;  As. 

Asquith  Mar  19,  567  :  Mar  23,  861 
County  Cuurti  (Reference*  to,  in  DebaU 

Sup^y,  .V<trlS,3T6) 

le^M. 
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Imw  and  Justice  and  Police'^cont, 

DytuimUe    PriwHerg,    Res.,    in    Debate    in 
Reply  to  Queen'g  Speech,  Mar  13,  221 

Law  Officers  of  the  Crmon — Prirate  PracticCy 
4t.,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
Mar  19,  585 
(References    to,    in    Debate    on    Supply, 

Jtftfr  15,363) 
Res.  (Mr.  Hanbury)  Mar  29,  941 
Ziverpuol—Ilousejf  of  Ill-Repute,  Q.  Mr.  8. 

Smith  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Mar  22,  858 
Luna^ry  Laws — "  CommUtioners  in  Lunacy 
.    V.  Shcrrard;'  Q.  Mr.  Labouchere  ;  A.  Mr. 
Asqoith  Mar  19,  684 

Magistracy^  County 

AppointmentJt—EctunM,  Q.  Mr.  Dald  ;  A. 

Mr.  G.  Russell  April  9,  1575 
Mayistrates'    Clerks    (References    to,    in 

Debate  on  Supply,  Mar  15,  366) 
PropeHy    Qualifications,    Q.    Mr.    A.    C. 

Morton ;  A.   Sir   W.  Harcourt  Mar  20, 

702 

Wiyan— Alleged  Corrupt  Practices  by  Mr, 
R,  Johnson,  Qs.  Mr.  Legh,  Mr.  Tomlin- 
son  ;  As.  Mr.  Bryce  Mar  16,  436 

Metropolitan  Police  Courts  (References  to,  in 

Debate  on  Supply,  Mar  29,  993) 
Metropolitan  Police  Court    Clerks,  Qs.  Mr. 

H.  S.  Wright,  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley  ;  As.  Mr. 

Asquith  Mar  15,  343 
Nottingham  ^xecuti^m—Waltcr  Smith,  Qs. 

Mr.  Ballantine  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith  April  2, 

1112;  Aprils,  1510 
Police,  Metropolitan—C  Division,  Q.  Mr.  R. 

Cooke  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Mar  20,  690 

Police  Stations 

Aldershot  and  Farnhorough,  Q.  Mr. 
Jeffreys ;    A.  Mr.  Asquith  April  5,  1446 

Prisons 

Kirkdalc  Gaol,  Site  of,  Q.  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Mar  15,  315 
Warders'  Hours,  Q.  Mr.  W.  Long ;  A.  Mr. 
Asquith  Mar  30,  1004 

Law  Library,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill 

c,  Intro.,   Mr.  J.  Morley ;    Read    1°  April  % 
1115 

Law  of  Inheritance  Amendment  Bill 

I.  Pres.,  Lord  Herachell ;  Read  1*  Apr'd  9,  1566 

Lawrence,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool^  Aber- 
cromby 
Supply—Uganda,  397,  398,  402 

Lawson,    Mr.   H.   L.    W.,    Gloucester, 
Cirencester 
Town  Holdings  Bill,  Intro.,  451 

Lawson,   Mr.   J.    Grant,    York,   N.R,, 
Thirsk 

Supply— Voluntary  Schools,  800,  802,  831 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Cumberland,  Cocker- 
mouth 

Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Veto)  (England)  Bill, 

Intro.,  468 
Oocauonal  Licences,  1244 


Lea,  Sir  T.,  Londotuierry,  S. 

Ireland — Lunatics,  Increase  of,  1456 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill, 
Intro.,  460 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H.,  Worcester- 
shire,  Evesham 

Market  Gardeners'  Oompensation  Bill,  Intro., 
460 

LEFEVRE,  Rt.  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw-  (Pre- 
sident  of  the  Local  Government 
Board),  Bradford,  Central 

Census,  Cost  of,  445 
East  London  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1395 
Hor  well's     Endowed     School— Election    of 
Trustee,  305 

Local  Governm2nt  Act  (1894),  151 
District  and  Parish  Councils,  1448,  1577 
liondon  Vestry  Elections,  335 
Overseers  and  Highway  Surveyors,  344 
Parochial  Officials,  328 
Translation  of  into  Welsh,  1112 

London  Bakehouses,  1507 

London     County     Council     (ToWer    Bridge 

Southern  Approach)  Bill,  2R.,  1239 
Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1351, 

1354,  1357 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Committee, 

1243 
Public  Buildings  (London)  Bill,  2R.,  1315 
Quarantine,  957 
Registrars   of    Births  as    Political   Agents, 

1440 

Supply 
Extension  of  Admiralty    Buildings,    986, 

987,  991 
Kew  Gardens,  &c.,  974 
South   Kensington  Museum,    1069,   1070, 

1072,  1073,  1075 
Tuberculosis  Commission  Report,  153,  341 

Legh,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Lancashire,  S.W.y 
Newton 

Supply — Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings, 

1082 
Wigan  Magistrate — Alleged  Corrupt  Practice 

by  Mr.  R.  Johnson,  42S 

Leng,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 

American  Mail  Route 

Distances  between  Ports,  1505 
Queenstown  and  Moville,  1506 

Atlantic,  Derelicts  in,  1100 

Crimean  and  Indian  Mutiny  Pensioners,  435 

Dundee  Tailoring  Tnule,  678 

Grocers'     Certificates    (Scotland)    Abolition 

Bill,  Intro.,  788 
Patent  Agents  Bill,  2R.,  1374 
Postmen  and  the  Queen's  Birthday,  1587 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1180 
Supply — Uganda,  400 

Lennox,    Right    Hon.    Lord     W.    G., 
Sussex,  Chichester 
Members  of  Parliament— Svstem  ot  ^%^x^si%^ 
1519 
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Lewis,  Mr.  J.  Herbert,  Flint,  ^c. 

Home  Bulo  tor  Scotlaml,  Kea.,  1800 
Local  QnTemaient  Act —  Translation  of  into 
Welsli,  1112 


Libel  BUI 

c  Intro.,  Sir  A.  Rollit ;  Reml  1°  J/ur  16,  i57 

Liberia,  Extradition  Treaty  with 
Co|).v  [ires.  Mar  ID,  BTS 

Licence  Fees — Home  OJfice  (see  Home 
Office) 

Licensing 

Orcai:i'}iuil  Liceitceii.  Q.  Sir  W.  Lawgon  ;  A, 

Mr.  Asiiuilh  April  3,  1214 
pHbUciiH*  iind  Jtililaru  PemiiaHeri,  Qs,  Mr. 

J.  Barns,   Mr.  SeSiejs,   Mr.  Hartle;  ;  A», 

Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Aaquith,  Mr.  Campbell- 

Bannemian  April  5,  H52 

lAfc'Saviitg  Apparatus  (see  uuder  title 
Kavv — Coastguard  Stations,  and 
under  title  Merchant  Skipping) 


Lightships 


Lighthouses,  Sfc.  {Local  Inspections) 

Copypres.  ,Vrtr  12,  127 

LimitatioQ  of  Actions  Bill 

I.  Pre*.  Loni  Herschell  ;  Ren.l  1-  April  S,  1563 

Liquor  Traffic  (Local  Veto)  (England) 
Bill 

-'.Intro.,   Sir   W.   I.aKson ;    Ueail   1-  -Va> 

Liqsor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland) 
Bill 

-■.  Intro..   Mr.   John   Wilson  ;  Uea.l   1"  Mar  16, 
lliO 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Wales)  Bill 

-■.  Intru..  Mr.  B,  Rowlarid.s  ;  Read  1°  Mnr  I6,45fi 

Liverpool  Corporation  CliuTches  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Snn|)e  ;  Reail  1°  Mor  16,  4B7 

Liverpool,  Houses  of  III  Repute  in 

Q.  Mr.  f!.  Smith  ;  A.  Mr.  Asqiiith  Mar  22,  858 

LOCAL  OOVERNHENT  BOAKB 

Preaiiitnt— Mr.  ShawLbfevue 
Secretary— Sir  W.  Foster 
BiikihMU-vx  ia  Zrm-/iiH,  Q.   Mr.  Barrow  ;  A. 
Mr.  Asquiili  April2.  1106  ;  Qs.  Mr.Barrow, 
Dr.  (''arquharson.  Mr.  J.  Biiroa  ;   As.  Mr. 
Shaw-Lcfevre  April  6,  I.'iOT 


LOCAL  GOVEEyMEXT  BOARD 
Cholera  PrfeavtitHu,  Q.  Mr.  Heneagi 

W.  HarcoDrt  April  H,  IKSl 
Ztfjuina  Vritry  ElectiiHU,  Q.  Mr.  Bai 

Hr.  Shaw-Lefevre  ^ar  16,  335 
l^araRtiHe,  Obe.  Mr.  O.  Bow-lel^  M 

Ute»rejl/flr29,  955 
Regiitrart  of  Birihn  ai  PalUiral  A 

Mr.  Woods ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 

H39 
K.      Stephemi  -  by  -  LanHmttim       1 

ItartpArt  JCndomd  SrAual  Tmtli 

Owen ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefcvre  Mar 
nbtreuUvU    CommittiiuH    (see    urn 

Agrifulturr,  Boarit nf) 

Local  Government  {England  and 
Act 

Charity  Camm  iuii^Ktr,'  Xrw  D«tie' 

DoJd,  Mr.  J.  VV.  Luwther  ;  As.  M 

Mar  30,  1002 
Copiei  •/,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  A.  1 

Leferre  .Var  13,  151 
Biitriet  Cuuncil*,  Q.  Colonel  Gantei 

Sbaw-Lefevre  AprU  5,  1M8 
Limdm  Veitry  Bleetiont,  Q.  Mr.  Ba 

Mr.  Shaw-Lcfe»re  Mar  1.%  S35 
Orergeert  and  Highirayt  SuneyiT 

H.     Hobhonee;    A.    Mr.    Shaw 

Mar  16,  34i 
Parith  CouiwiU,  Q.  Mr.   Hcncage 

Shaw-Lefevre  April  9,  1677 
Parochial  OJSriaU,  Q.  Mr.  Taylor 

Shaw-Lefevre  J/nr  ir>,  328 
Tramlalion  of  iM-  WeUh,  Q.  Mr, 

LewiB ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  Apr 

Local  Oovemment  (Irelasd)  Pro 
Orders  Bills 
CHo.  1) 

p.  Iniro.,   Mr.  J.   Morloy  :     Kea<l    1' 
296 

(No.  2) 
e.  Intro.,  Mr.  J,  Morlej  ;  Read  1"  Mar 
Read  2=  April,  a,  I31C 

(No.  3) 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  Morlcy  :  Rend  1°  -Va 

(No.  4) 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  Morley  ;  Read  I'  Ap. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional 
BiUa 
(No.  1} 

c  Intro.,  Sir  W.  Fouler  ;    Read  l-*  X 
Read  2°  .Uu  ran,  998 
Reporleil  AprU  5,1.VI4 

Con.  April  H,  1522 

Bead  3",  and  paaseil  AprU  9,  1687 

(No.  2) 

r.  Intro..  Sir  W.  Kwter;  Read  1"  Mar 

Read  2°  Mar  29,  998 

Reported  April  5,  1G04 

Resil   3°,  and  passed  April  6,  1522 
I,  Bead  1*  AprU  9,  1S65 
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Local  GtttetnmviU  ProcUUnud  Orders  BUh — 
cont. 

(Ho.  3) 

<r.  Intro.,  Sir  W.  Fost^^r  ;  Rea<l  !•»  Mar  22,  896 
Keacl  2°  April  6,  1522 

(Ho.  4) 

c,  Intro.,  Sir  \V.   Foster ;    Keatl    1°    April  9, 
1688 

(Ho.  5) 

/*.  Intro.,   Sir   W.    Foster;    Read  1°    April  9, 
'      1688 


Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Housing  of  the  Working  Classes) 
Bill 

r.  Intro.,   Sir    W.   Foster;    Read   1"  Mar  13, 
254 
Read  ^  Mar  29,  998 
Reported  April  5,  1504 
Con.  April  6,  1522 
Read  H°,  and  passed  April  9,  1687 

Lock  WOOD,    Lt.-Colonel     A.,     Essex, 
Epping 

Army 

Mobilisation,  519 

Staff  Officers'  Pay  at  the  Manoeuvres,  580 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  5,S9,  645 
Business  of  the  House,  Res  ,  1674 
Central   Telegraph   Office—Working    Hours, 

1005 

«  Railways- Fatal  Accident  to  Mr.  Theobald, 
147 

Supply— Houses  of  Parliament,  981 

LoGAv,  Mr.    J.     W.,    Leicester,   Har- 

borough 
Queen's  Speech — Administration  of  the  Law 
in  Ireland,  277,  278 

London  (see  Metropolis) 

London     County     Council    (see    under 
County  Councils) 

London  Connty  Connoil  (Tower  Bridge 
Sonthem  Approach)  Bill 

f.  Read  2<'  April  3,  1217 

London  Markets  Bill 

rT.  Intro..  Mr.  S.  Montagu  ;  Read  1«  Mar  16, 
4ou 

London  Streets  and  Buildings  Bill 

/•.  Com.  to  Select  Com.  April  5, 1426 

London     University    Commission    (see 
Gresham    University    Commission) 


Long,    Mr.    W.    H.,    Liverpool,     Wesi 
Derby 

Army  Estimates — Forage,  430 

Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1364 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Committee, 

1240,  1243 
Prison  Warders'  Hours,  1004 
Supply— Voluntary  Schools,  809,  813,  814 

Lord  Advocate — Mr.  J.  B.  Balfocb 
Lord  Chancellor — Lord  Herschell 


LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland^  Pen^ 
rith 

Charity  Commission  (Parliamentary  Control), 
Res..  1015,  1016,  1017,  1023,  1025 

Charity  Commissioners  and  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Act,  1003 

Manica  Plateau  and  the  Portuguese,  584 

Russo-German  Commercial  Treaty,  1097 

Supply— Uganda,  393 

Zambesi — Collision  with  Portuguese  Troops, 
583 

LowTHER,  Right  Hon.  James,  Kenty 
Thanet 

Alien  Paupers,  Returns,  349 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1627 
Income  Tax,  105(J 
Sport  Regulation  Bill,  2R.,  1091 

Supply 
Art    and    Science   Buildings,   1067,    1070^ 

1078 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  1083,. 

1088 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  Commission  on, 

354 
Trarle    and     Agi'iculture,    Depression     of — 
Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen's 
SjKiech,  107 

Lubbock,  Right   Hon.  Sir  J.,   London 

University 

Boards  of  Conciliation  Bill,  Intro.,  1316 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1660 

Income  Tax,  1051,  1052 

Ijoudon     County     Council     (Tower    Bridge 

Southern  AppVoach)  Bill,  2R.,  1236 
Shops  (Early  Closing)  Bill,  Intro.,  456 

Lunacy 

*'  Commisni^mcm  in  Lunacy  v.  Shcrrard^''  Q. 
Mr.  Lalouchere  :  A.  Mr.  Asquith  Mar  19, 
584 

LuTTRELL,  Mr.  H.  C.  F.,  Devon,  Tavi^ 

stock 

Justices  of  the  Peace  Bill,  Intro.,  454 

Rural  Postmen,  681 

Tenant  Farmers'  Sjk)!  ting  Rights  Bill  Intro.^ 

787 

Lyell,  Sir  L.,  Orkney  and  Shetlani 
Grimsby  Trawler  *'  Ceyloa"  SSd 
Trawling  oflf  Stromness,  \VV 
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Macartney,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Antrim,  S. 

Ireland— Registration  Viir,  eC4 

Macdosa,  Mr.  J.  C,  Southwark,  Bother- 
hilhe 

Derelicts  in   the   Atlantic,  444,  1004,  tOU7, 

1057 
Derelict  Vessels  (ReiwrU)  Bill,  Intro.,  461 


Macdonalu,  Mr.  J.  A.  M.,  Tovier  Ham- 
lett.  Bow 
Belt'i  Hatch   Girls'  Strike— Case  before  Mr. 

Head,  ST9 
Hours  of    Labour  (Local  Authorities,   ka., 

Bervants)  Bill,  Intro..  1316 
Teachers'  Registration  Bill,  Intro.,  1316 
Telegraphs   —    Dcimrtmentftl       Committee 

Report,  1249 
Trade   and     Agriculture,     Depression   of  — 

Aniendt.  to  Addtess  in  Aiiawer  to  Queen's 

Speech,  95 

Macfarlane,  Sir  D.  H.,  Argyll 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1609 

Deputy  Speaker,  12Gd 

India 

Import  Duties  on   Cottou,  *c,,  327,   664, 
1440 

Opium  Commission,  Cost  of,  67K 
Scotland 

Loeh  Fync  Herrings,  311 

Sail'iell  Teiiancj  Dispute,  857 

Secondary  Education  Grant,  678 
Supply— Deer  Forest  Commission,  &c.,  794 
Torpeilo   Boat    "HaTock"  —  Disclosure    of 

Plans,  435 


Macgreiior,  Dr.  D.,  IiiverneM-ahire 

Scotland 

I'rocurator  Fiscnl  "E  Loohmadily,  862 
Sorlilelt  Tenancy  Dispute,  8GT 

tjup ply— Scotch  Affairs,  840,  843,  844,  849 

Mac  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Donegal,  S. 

I relami— Cattle  Sei/urcs  in   County   Tyront 


M'Cautan,  Mr.  M.,  Dow,,.  S. 

IrcUiid 

Banpir  I'ier  ami  Harlwur  Works,  lrtU9 
Belfast  .md  Antrim    Lunatic   Asvlums" 

B.wi\l  <if  Oovemors,  878 
Belfast  Lunalics.  H76,  1430 
Dulilin  CuHtom  House,  l.'i73 
Hilltown  Telegraph  Service,  Hi;r, 
Land  Acts— Tun  ants'  Iinpiovcnionts— Case 

of  Mr.  J.  Robb,  &c.,  14:15 
Town    Talks    .-in.l    the    Land    Acts,    877, 

1432 


McDERMf'TT,  Mr.  l'„  Kilkenny,  N, 

Iri'laiid— l.aud  I'urchasP — Killtenny  County, 


M'GiLLiGAN,  Mr.  p.,  Fermanagh,  S. 

Ireland 
Clt^her  Valley  Tramwaj,  667 
Ferman^h  County  HBgistratee,  438 

M'HuGH,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leilrim,  N. 
Religious  Tests  (Erelaod)  Bill,  iDtro.,  4S5 

Madagascak 

L'HUed  Satet  Comttl,  Q.  Sir  C.  Dilke ;  A.  1 
E.  Grey  Mar  IG,  315 

Madbn,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Lancathire,  Rotte 
dale 
Cottan    Trade    (Foitj-Biglit    Houra)    Bi 
Intro.,  466 

Magistrates  (see  under  Law  and  Jmtti 
and  Police) 

HagiatratM'    ftnalifloatiaii  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Hr.  Dodd  ;  Read  1-  Mar  30, 109! 

Maguire,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Clare,  W. 
Ireland  — Kilrush  Gas  Company,  679 
Supply- Bechuanaland,    Haahooklaitd,   a 

Hatabeleland,  4SS 

Mains,  Mr.  J.,  Donegal,  N, 
Deep  Sea  Fisheries  (IreU&d)  BiU,  Intro.  4 
Loiulonderry   Gaol— Case  li   P.   H'Ke^ 


Market  Oardeaen'  Compeniatioii  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Sir  E.  Lecbmerc ;   Read  1°  Var  : 

460 

Harriagei  (Attendanoe  of  Beifiitnu 
Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Perks ;  Bead  1°  Mar  16,  4.59 

MArriage  Law*  (see  under  Church 
England — Marriage  fjOies) 

Matthews,  Riglit  Hon.   H.,  BtrmtH 
hfirn    / 

Mming    Royalties— Rents    and    Warleat^ 

R™     1    )2 
Su]  plv — II  use   of   Commons   Offices.  C<>i 

Maxweil    Mr  W.  J.,  Dumfrief-sAir, 

Scothn  1— Duties  of  Commissioiictii  nt  IV.Ii 
Burghs,  441 

Maxwei-i..  Sir  H.  E.,  nigton 

Meat,  Foreign  and  Home  Fe.i,  1254 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),   Res.,  11; 

1158,  1163 
Supuly-Soutb  Kensington  Huscuni,  1076 
Wild  Bi  ids' Protection  Act  (1880)  Ameudnie 

Bill,  Intro.,  1316 
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Meat  (see  under  Agriculture^  Board  of) 

MELLOR,  Right  Hon.  J.  W.  (Chair- 
man  of  Committees  and  ^ays  and 
Means,  and  Deputy  Speaker),  Vork^ 
W,R,y  Sowerhy 

(Rulings  as  Deputy  Speaker) 

When  it  was  12  o'clock  it  was  his  duty  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment  lapsed.  The  Motion 
having  been  made  again  since  12  o'clock 
the  Member  was  in  Order  Mar  12,  130 

The  noble  Lord  was  in  Order  in  discussing 
the  absence  of  Home  Bule  from  the 
Queen's  Speech  Mar  13,  168 

The  Deputy  Speaker  could  not  say  that  a 
Member  was  out  of  Order  in  quoting 
the  words  of  an  English  Minister  spoken 
during  the  current  Session  in  the  House 
of  Lords  Mar  13,  185 

There  was  no  Question  before  the  House, 
but  it  was  usual  to  allow  the  Leaders  of 
responsible  Parties  to  make  observations 
on  occasioDs  such  as  the  present  (Dis- 
cussion as  to  the  result  of  Mr.  Labou- 
chore's  Amendt.  to  the  Queen's  Speech) 
Mar  14,  266 

It  was  usual  to  allow  questions  to  be  post- 
poned if  the  Minister  wished  it  Mar  16. 
320 

Introduction  of  and  Ballotting  for  Bills — 
Statement  as  to  numbers  Mar  15,  350 

The  quotations  were  ruled  out  of  Order  In 
a  question  because  the  Member  was 
giving  information  instead  of  asking  for 
it-Vtfrl6,  448 

The  hon.  Member,  although  he  had  given 
notice  of  his  Bill  on  Monday,  and  his 
name  appeared  in  the  Ballot,  could  not 
bring  in  his  Bill  then,  as  he  had  omitted 
to  give  fresh  notice  Mar  16,  461 

The  claims  of  engineer  officers  in  respect 
of  pay  could  not  be  dealt  with  on  the 
Motion  as  to  dockyard  labour  and  wages 
Mar  19,  637 

The  discussion  of  a  suV^ject  was  out  If 
Order  when  there  was  a  Bill  before  the 
House  on  the  subject  Mar  30,  1060 

Miscellaneous  Rulings  Mar  15, 322  ;  Mar  20, 

688 

(^Rulings  as  Chairman  of  Committees) 

Supply 
The  question  of  pluralists  did  not  seem 
relevant  to  the  Vote  on  the  House  of 
Commons  Offices,  and  he  did  not  think 
it  would  be  in  Order  Mar  15,  353 

It  had  been  stated  that  the  Vote  did  not 
apply  to  pluralists.  and  therefore  the 
Member  was  not  in  Onler  Mar  15,  355 

It  was  in  accordance  with  the  Rules  of 
the  House  for  an  Amendt.  to  a  Vote  on 
Account  to  be  moved,  although  the 
Motion  prevented  one-half  of  the  Vote 
being  discussed  or  amended  Mar  21, 
803  i 

[eont. 


Mellob,  Right  Hon.  J.  W.^cont, 
(Rulings     as    Chairman   of  Committees)— » 
cent. 

When  Members  gave  Notice  of  Amendts. 
the  Chair  called  upon  them  ac- 
conling  to  their  Notices,  but  on  a 
Vote  on  Account  any  Member  who  was 
in  possession  of  the  Com.  was  entitled 
to  move  a  reduction  unless  he  gave 
way  Mar  21,  806 

The  Chairman's  Duty  was  to  put  from 
the  Chair  every  Amendt.  moved, 
and,  whether  it  was  withdrawn  or  not, 
putting  it  from  the  Chair  had  the 
same  effect  Mar  21,  806 

The  Chairman  did  not  see  how  the 
question  of  the  capitulations  in  Turkey 
could  be  dealt  with  in  Supply  under 
the  Vote  for  Diplomatic  and  Consular 
Buildings  Mar  30,  1090 

Miscellaneous  Rulings  April  9,  1677,  1680 

Merchandise  Marks  Acts  (1888  &  1891) 
Amendment  (Cutlery)  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  Coleridge  ;  Read  1®  Mar  20,  786 

Merchandise  Marks  (Files)  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley  ;  Read  1«  Mar  29, 
999 

Merchant  Shipping 

Derelicts  in  the  Atlantic  (see  title  Atlantic} 
Escpenditure  and  the  Estimates,  Q.   Mr.  G. 

Bowles  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  3far  13,  139 
Ilarhours  of  Refuge  im  the  East   Coast  of 

Yorkshire^  Q.  Mr.  Holden ;  A.  Mr.   Mun- 
della AprU  5,  1445 
"  Hatideklip^^  Loss  ofth^,  Q.  Mr.  Sweetman  ; 

A.  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  13,  149 
Life-Saring  Appliances,  Copy  pres.  Mar  13, 

256 
Life-Saving  Appliances  Act — Board  of  Trade 

Rvle9,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella' 

April  3, 1252 

"  Port  Tarrock,''  Loss  of  the,  Qs.  Mr.  Provand, 
Sir  J.  Gorst,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson,  Mr.  G. 
Bowles ;  As.  Mr.  Mundella  April  2, 
1104 
Motion  for  Adjournment  of  the  House  (Mr, 
H.  Wilson)  Mar  29,  906 

Merchant   Shipping  Acts    Amendment 
Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Neville ;  Read  l**  Mar  19,  676 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Mundella  ;  Read  l"  April  2,  1216 

Metropolis 
Jiahvhovises,  Q.  Mr.  Barrow  ;  A.  Mr.  Asquith 

April  2,  1106  ;  Qs.   Mr.  Barrow,  Dr.  Far- 

quharson,  Mr.  J.   Burns;  As.    Mr.  Shaw- 

Lefevrc  April  6,  1607 
Building  Byr-lMwn — London  County  Council 

Bill,  Qs.   Mr.   Howell,  Sir  A.  Rollit;  As. 

Mr.  Asquith,  Mr.  Speaker  April  2.^110" 
Police— C  Division^  Q.  U^x.^.  ^viO«A  s  K.^aa^, 

Asquith  Mar  20,  690 
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Mtt  t'ojHd  tJt — con  t. 

Polire  Court  Clerks,  Qs.  Mr.  H.  S.  Wright, 
Mr.  Stuart  -  Wortley  ;  As.  Mr.  Asquith 
Mar  1"),  343 

Hoijiil  Parlts,  Bamh  ///,  Q.  Mr.  Aird  ;  A.  Mr. 
H.  Gla«lstone  Ajtril  3, 1251 

Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order 
Bill 

c.  lutro.,  Mr.  G.  Russell  ;  Reail  !•  April  9, 1687 

Mines 

Eorploghms  in,   Q.   Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  A.  Mr. 

Asquith  a¥flr  16,  314 
Feathrrxtone    Miners'    Riots  —  Claims    for 

Comjjfnsation,    Q.    Mr.    Nussey ;    A.    Mr. 

Asquith  Mar  19,  576 
Inspectors'  lirports.  Q.  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley ; 

A.  Mr.  Asquith  April  9,  1674 

Mines  (Eight  Honrs)  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Roby  ;  Read  !•  Mar  16,  460 

Mining  Accidents  (Scotland)  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Baird  ;  Rearl  1°  Mar  IC,  457 

Mining  Royalties 

licnts    and    Wayleart'S,   Res.    (JMt.   Woods) 
April  6,  1523 

Montagu,    Mr.     S.,    Tower    Hamlets, 

JVhitechapel 
London  Markets  Bill,  Intro.,  455 

Morgan,  Mr.  J.  Lloyd-,   Carmarthen^ 

Musketry  Examination  Paiiers,  445 

Morgan,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Mining     Royalties — Rents    and    Wayleaves, 
Res.,  1555 

Morgan,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.  O.,  Denbigh- 
shire y  E, 
Business  of  the  Hou.se,  Res.,  KJ37 
.    Church   of    Englan<l— Marriage   Laws,    701, 
11U8 
^•tanding  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1148 


T 

n. 


MORLEY,  Right  Hon.  Arnold 
(rostmaster  General),  Nottingham, 
E, 

American  Mail  Route 

Distance  l)etween  Ports,  1506 

Queenstown  and  Moville,  1506 
Express  Messenger  Service,  138 
Mle  Post  Office,  61)7 
Inland  Branch,  General  Post  OflSce,  1513 

Ire'an<l 

Belfast  and  Newcastle  Post  OflSce,  350 

Cluthiug  Contracts,  339,  1441 

Dublin  Promotions,  690 

Finnor  Postal  Facilities,  863 

HilUoNVu  TekgrayVi  ^iiiv\cfe,%fto 

Limerick  Postal  and  T«\e^«L\>\i  ^V^SL&^^Vi  \ 


MORLET,  Right  Hon.  Arnold— f</wf.     ^ 

Manchester  Post  Office — Christmas 

1101 
Metropolitan    Countermen    and     Ti 

Clerks.  1569 
Queen's  Birthday  Holiday,  158S 
Rural  Postmen.  682 
Savings  Banks  Act.  558 
Savings    Bank    DejKyKits — Withdrawa 

Telegraph,  868 

Tele§rra))h8 

Burgh  Heath,  Communication  with,  15! 
Central  Office— Working  Hours,  1005 
Departmental  Committees  Report,  124'J 
International  Code,  303 

West  Indian  and  South  American  MailK, 
1461 

MORLEY,  Right   Hou.    John   (CI 
Secretary   for    IreiaDd),  Netecas 

upon'  Tytie 

Business  of  the  House,  1460, 1520, 1564  ;  I 
1614 

Ireland 
Agriculture.  Pro|x>8ed  Board  of,  346,  68 
Arran  Islands,  Distress  in,  319 
Boycotting  at  Kells,  1109 
Church  Fund,  581 
Civil  Service  Retirement,  874 
Clare  County,  Crime  in,  323 
Cork — Sunday  Disturbances,  1517,  IW 
Distraints — Seizure   of   Cattle   in  Corn 

Tyrone,  1594 
Donegal  Sessional  Crown  Solicitor,  679 
Dublin  Veterinary  College,  346 

Education 

Books,  1434,  1578 
Education  Act,  334 
Monitors,  1434 

Evictions.  697 
Arran  Islands,  1459,  1511 
De  Freyne  Estate  Evictions  and  Pro« 

tions,  873 
Dilkm's,  Lonl,  Estate,  879 
Evictetl  Tenants  Legislation.  582,  70 

Financial  Relations,  156,  570 
Fisheries,  Slaney,  1571 
Gun  Licences — Case  of  Mr.  John  Lee.  J 
Kilrush  Gas  Company,  679 
Labourers'  Acts,  Amending,  693 
Labourers'  Acts— CootehiU  Guardians, 
Labourers'  Cottages,  329,  1 100 

Land  Acts 

Select  Committee  on,  189.  C^'Ji^,  870,  1 

1454,  1455,  1595 
Tenants'    Improvements — Case    of 

J.  Robb,  1433 
Town  Parks,  878,  1432 

Land  I^irchase  in  Kilkenny  County.  3 
Lights.  Boanl  of,  573 
Lisburn— Registrar  of  Deaths,  68u 
Lismore — Denouncing  a  Tenant  for  Tal 
an  Evicted  Farm,  1452 

Lunatic  Asylums 
Belfast  and  Antrim  Board  of  Goveri 

879 
Belfast  Workhouse— Lunatics.  876.  1 
Letterkenny,  1113 
Monaghan — Tea  Contracts,  560   ~ 
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MORLET,  Right  Hon.  John-row^. 
Lunatics,  Increase  of.  1456 

Magistracy 

Fermanagh  County,  438 
Irish-Speaking  Magistrates,  566 
O'Connor,  Mr.  M.  W.,  446 
Publicans  as  Magistrates,  1586 

Manuscripts,  Grants   for  the  Publication 

of,  683 
Navan  Revision  Court,  681 

Poor  Law 
Fermoy  Union  Accounts,  322 
Eenmare  Guanlians  Election,  1509 
Killarney  Union  —  Financial  Condition, 

1671 
Listowel  Union — Outdoor  Relief,  1686 

Police  Clothing  Contracts,  340 

Prisons 
Dundalk— Case  of  Sheridan,  813 
Londonderry,  681 
Mountjoy — Case  of  Walsh,  876 

Public  Libraries  Act,  334 
Registration  Bill,  864 
Swine  Fever — Cost  of  Slaughter,  148 
Tralee  and  Dingle  Railway,  143 
Veterinary  Inspectors,  659 

Law    Library,  Four  Courts  (Ireland)   Bill, 

Intro.,  1115 
Local     Government    (Ireland)     Provisional 

Order  Bills,  Intro.,  863,  1379 

Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to,  295 

Administration  of  Ireland,  172,   179,  246, 
284,  291 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1501, 

1604 
Supply— Clare  Assizes— Mr.  Justice  O'Brien's 

Remarks,  888 


Morton,  Mr.  A.  C,  Peterborqugh 

Army  (Annual)  Bill,  855 ;    IR.,  851 ;   2R., 

894 
Budget,  1584 
Business  of  the  House— Financial  Business, 

272 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  Bill ;  Com.,  862  ; 

3R.,  888 
Enfield  and  Sparkbrook  Factories,  1437 
Foreign  and  Colonial  Meat  (No.  2)  Bill,  2R., 

1379 

House  of  Commons  Kitchen  and  Refreshment 
Rooms 
Motion  for  Select  Com.,  784,  785 
Returns.  862 

Magistracy,  County — Property  Qualification, 

702 
Patent  Agents  Bill,  2R.,  1376 
Return  Tickets  Bill,  Intro.,  786 
Sport  Regulation  Bill,  Intro.,  786 

Supply 
African  Affairs,  364,  891,  403,  428 
Appropriations  in  Aid,  377 
Art    and    Science    Buildings,   1068,  1069, 

1070,  1071,  1078,  1080 
County  Courts,  372.  373 
Deer  Forest  Commission,  &c.,  835, 837, 842 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  1082, 
1086 
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MoBTON,  Mr.  A.  C.^eont. 
Supply — eont. 

Extension  of  Admiralty  Buildings,  985, 
990,  993 

Highlands  and  Islands  Public  Works,  848 

Home  Office,  361 

House  of  Commons  Offices,  352,  333,  354, 
365,  358,  880,  884 

Houses  of  Parliament,  976,  981 

Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  Com- 
mittee, 880,  883 

Law  Charges,  371 

Metropolitan  Police  Courts,  997 

Public  Education — Circulars  Asking  for 
Subscriptions  in  Lieu  of  Fees,  378 

Royal  Palaces,  963,  969,  970 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Grounds,  971, 
974 

Voluntary  Schools.  &c.,  826,  826, 827 

Vote  on  Account,  803,  805,  806,  831 

Morton,  Mr.  E.  J.  C,  Devonport 
Navy— Dockyard  Labour  snd  Wages,  Res., 

621, 622 
Umtali— Arrest  of  Mr.  Taylor,  701 
Umtassa's  Country — Magistrates,  700 

MUNDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Sheffield^ 

Brightside 

Alien  Paupers,  Returns,  349 

Baker  and  Company,  Failure  of,  1436 

Derelicts  in  the  Atlantic,  1004,  1007 

Dover  Pier  Dues,  579 

Essex  Fishing  Grounds — Removing  Cultch,, 

&c.,  103,  866,  1263 
German  Export  Trade,  1467 
German  Prison  Labour  and  the  Importation 

of  Goods  into  England,  341,  1103,  1468 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  1446 
•*  Hondeklip,"  Wreck  of  the,  149 

Ireland 
Board  of  Irish  Lights— Brigg  Reef  Buoy^ 

571 
Railways — Drogheda  and  Dublin  Facilities, 
863 

Lightships— The  Smalls,  314 
Mercantile  Marine  Exi)enditure,  139 
Merchant  Shipping  Bill,  Intro.,  1216 
Merchant  Shipping  (Life- Saving  Applianoesy 

Act— Board  of  Trade  Rules,  1252 
Patent  Agents  Bill,  2R.,  1374 
Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  Vy 

Bill,  Intro.,  1688 
*    "  Port  Yarrock,"  Loss  of  the,  1104 

Railways 

Fares — London,  Brighton,  and  South  Coast 
Railway,  1260 

Fatal  Accident  to  Mr.  Theobald,  M.P.,  148 

Injuries  to  Servants,  691,  1249 

Irchester  Fatality,  902 

Overcharges  —  Chatham  and  Dover  Rail- 
way, 860 

Rates  and  Charges«>Legislation,  138, 1445^ 

Sea  Fisheries  Committee— Report,  870,  906 

Trade  and  Agriculture,  Depression  of  — 
Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen'a 
Speech,  98, 104,  108, 112 

Trade  Unions  Reports,  564  4* 

Weighing  Machines,  ^\aaK^\\i%AV^^ 
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Xunioipal  Franohifle  (IrelaEd)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  T.  B.  Oarran ;  Read  1®  Mar  16, 
450 

Jlimioipal  Franohue  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (Ho.  2)  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Dr.  Kenny ;  Read  !•  Mar  16,  452 


MuNTZ,    Mr.     P.    A.,      Warwickshire, 

Tamwortk 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1675 

Trade    and   Agriculture,    Depression    of  — 

Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen^s 

Speech,  118 
White  Ensign,  1243 


Murray,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Buteshire 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1194, 
1203 

Hnsio  and  Dancing  Licences  (Kiddlesex) 
Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Howard;  Read  1®  Mar  16,  452 
Read  2©  April  4,  1376 

Naoroji,  Mr.  D.,  Finsbury,  Central 

Land  YiJues  (Taxation  lity  Local  Authorities) 

BiU,  Intro.,  456 
Queen's  Speech — Finance  of  India,  220 

Napier,  Hon.  M.  F.,  Roxburgh 

Farm  Servants'  Holiday  (Scotland)  Bill, 
Intro.,  461 

National  Debt 

Annuities,  Account  pres.  Mar  21,  854 
Savings  Banhs,  Copy  pres.  Mar  29,  999 

National  Flags 

Victoria  Tower,  National  Flag  on,  Q.  Mr. 
Arnold  -  Forster ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gardner 
Mar  20,  702 

NAVY 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty — Earl  Spencer 
Secretary— Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 
Civil  Lord — Mr.  E.  Robertson 

Arnold  Forgter'g,  Mr.,  Letter  to  "  The  Times  " 
(see  under  Xavy  Ekimates) 

Atlantic,  Derelicts  in,  Qs.  Sir  J.  Leng,  Mr.  G. 
Bowles ;  As.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 
April  2,  1100 

Brazilian  Civil  War — Explosion  at  Rio  and 
Loss  of  British  Officers,  Q.  Sir  E.  Ashmcad- 
Bartlett  ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  Mar  22,  867 

Coastguard  Stations  —  Life-Sa'cing  Ap- 
paratus, Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A.  Sir  J.  T. 
Hibbert  Mar  15,  307 

Ctmdition  of — Debate  on,  on  Motion  for  Com. 
of  Supply  Mar  20,  lV)'i  ^ 


yA  FT— cont. 

Contra^jts 
Harland  and  WolfTs  Shipyard^  On 

in,  Q.  Mr.  K.  Hardie ;  A.  Sir  U. 

Shuttleworth  Mar  16,  440 
Overtime  on  Contract  Works,  Q.  Mr.^ 

A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  1 
Torpedo  Boats,  Q.  Mr.   Woods  ;  A.  5 

Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  20,  682 

Defensive  Preparations,  Res.  (Sir    C.  ] 
Mar  16,  462 

Dockyards 

Apprentices,  Instruction,  Q.   Mr.  Ki 

buU-Hugessen ;    A.    Mr.    E.    Robe 

April  5,  1450 
Classijicatiim,  Q.   Mr.   Knatchbull-H 

sen ;    A.    Mr.    £.    Robertson   Apr 

1251 
Haulhowline  (see  under   sub-heading 

land) 
Labour  and    Wages,   Res.   (Mr.  Kei 

Mar  19,  608 
Pensions,  Q.  Mr.  Knatchball-Hogessen 

Mr.  E.  Robertson  April  2,  1111 
Working  Hours,   Qs.   Mr.  Kearley,  S 

Gorst ;  As.  Mr.  E.  Robertson  Mat 

321 

Engine- Room  Complements,  Q.  Mr.  P< 
A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  19, 5( 

Engineering  Examinatians,  Q.Mr.  Schwi 
A.  Mr.  £.  Robertson  April  5,  1443 

Indian  Troopships,  Q.  Mr.  Forwood;  A 
U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  19,  574;  Qi  ^ 
Baker;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-ShuttJeiro; 
April  6,  1507 

Ireland 
Haulhowline  Dockyard — Repairs  ^l 

Majesty* s  Ships,  Q.  Captain  Donelia ; 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  I5,S16 

Mr.  Field  ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleiw 

Mar  30,  1006 
Training  Ships»   Qs.    Mr.    Gilhooly, 

Fox;     As.     Sir    U.     Kay-Shuttlcwt 

Mar  20,  685 

Lee- Met  ford  Rijie,  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury ;  A 

U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  16,  443 
Manoeuvres,  Drill  in,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  20,  687 
Mckel  Steel    Plates,   Q.  Mr.  P.    Williai 

A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  15,  31 
OU  Fuel,  Qs.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  ;  As.  Sir  U.  E 

Shuttleworth  Mar  13,  140  ;  Mar  20,  68 
Rations,  Condemned,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  20,  i^i) 

Reserve 

Debate  on,  on  Motion  for  Com.  of  Suj 

Mar  19,  660 
Training,  Q.  Mr.  Cochrane  ;  A.  Sir  U.i 
Shuttleworth  Apn'l  3,  1248 

Shipbuilding  Contract  Work -^  Expend  it 
Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles  :  A.  Sir  U.  Kav-Shu 
worth  Mar  15,  306;  Q.  Mr.  Fonvi 
A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  16,  5o 

Sh  ips 

'*  Bothnia;'  Q.  Mr.   Forwooil  :    A.  Sir 

Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  19,  574 
"  Crescent,*'    Qs.     Mr.    Hanbury,    Mr. 

Bowles,  Mr.  Howell ;   As.    Sir   CJ.   K 

Shuttleworth  Mar  16,  442 
Ironclads  at  Sea,  Q.  Mr.  Forwood :  A. 

U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  19,  575 

[cont 
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j^A  rr— cout. 

iSAijM— cont. 

^ew  Battleships  Launched  in  1893^  Q.  Sir 

C.  Dilke ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 

Mar  19,  560 
"  Powerful;'    Q.  CJolonel  H.  Vincent  ;  A. 

Sir  U.  Kay-8huttlewoFth  April  9,  1577 
"  Victaria"  Disaster^  Debate  on,  on  Motion 

for  Com.  of  Supply,  Mar  20,  703 

Stonehouse      Marine     Barracks  —  Alleged 

Assault  by  an  Officer,  Obs.  Mr.  Eearley,  Mr. 

Hanbiiry,  Mr.   Deputy  Speaker  Mar   15, 

320 
Stores,  Inspection  ofy  Q.  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  A. 

Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth  Mar  15,  314 
Torpedo'Boat  Destroyers — ^''  Ha  rock  " — 2>«- 

ctosures  of  Plans,   Qs.   Mr.   Hanbury,  Mr. 

Tomlinson ;   As.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttleworth 

Mar  16,  434 
Victualling   Yard  Manufacturing  Accounts, 

1892-3 — Annual  Ax^counts   pres.  Mar   29, 

999 
Warren  Hastings  Island,   Reported   Wreck 

off,  Q.   Mr.  D.  Crawford ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay- 
Shuttleworth  Apr'd  9,  1568 
White  Ensign,   Q.   Mr.   Muntz  ;    A.   Sir   U. 

Kay-Shuttleworth  April  3, 1243 


Navy  Estimates^  1894-5 
Copy  pres.  Mar  12,  125 
Statement  Explanatory  of  Estimates,  Copy 
pres.  Mar  12, 126 

83,400  Men  and  Boys,  Com.,  Mar  20,  749  ; 
Report  Mar  21,  851 
•   £3,918,500— Wages,  &c.,  of  Officers,  Seamen, 
Bovs,    Coastguard,    and    Marines,    Com., 
Mar  20,  783  ;  Report  Mar  21,  861 


Navy  Estimates 

Arnold' Fin-ster's,  Mr.,  Letter  to  "  The  Times,*' 
Personal  Explanation  (Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth) Mar  22,  870  ;  Personal  Explana- 
tion (Mr.  Arnold-Forster)  Mar  29,  905 


Naylor-Leyland,  Captain  H.  S.,  Col- 

Chester 

Army   and    Navy    Defensive    Preparations, 

Res.,  504 
Old  Age  Pensions  (No.  2)  Bill,  Intro.,  463 
Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1343 
Patriotic     Fund     Commissioners    and    the 

Balaclava  Fund,  669 

Neville,  Mr.  R.,  Liverpool^  Exchange 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts  (Amendment)  Bill, 
Res.,  676 

Newdigate,  Mr.  F.  A.,   Warwickshire^ 

Nuneaton 
Members  of  Parliament— System  of  Pairing, 
1520 


Newfoundland — Ministerial  Crisis 
Qs.  Sir  G.  Baden-Powell,  Sir  C.  Dilke ;  As. 
Mr.  S.  Boston  AprU  9, 1581 


NoLAN^  Colonel  J.  P.,  Galway,  N. 

Army  Estimates 
Factories,  550 
Rifles,  539,  548 

Artillery  Majors,  333 
Business  of  the  House,  449 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Repeal  Bill,  Intro.,  450 

Ireland 
Gal  way  and  Clifden  Railway,  148 
Swine  Fever,  148 

Supply— Uganda,  396,  404 

Horth  Berwick  Provisional  Order  Bill 

0,  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour ;  Read  1«  Mar  19, 
675 
Read  2«  Mar  80,  1092 
Reported  April  6, 1522 
Read  S'',  and  passed  April  9,  1687 

NoRTHCOTE,  Hon.  Sir  S.,  Exeter 
Army  Estimates — Reserve  Stores,  543 
Charity  Commission  (Parliamentary  Control), 

Res.,  1026 
Reserve  Army  Stores,  585 

Norton,  Captain  C.  W.,  Newington^  W. 

Army    Medical    Department — "  Professional 

Assistant,"  1111 
Civil  Service,  Res.,  924,  927 
Parliamentary  Elections  (County  of  London 

Saturday  Poll)  Bill,  Intro.,  1316 

Notice  of  Accidents  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Burt ;  Read  1"»  April  5,  1504 

Nottingham  Execution  (see  under  LaWy 
Sfc.) 

Nttssey,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Pontefract 
Bfllettiug,  304,  1098 
Featherstone  Riots — Compensation,  576 
Pontefract   Qarrison — Military   Regulations, 
302 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary,  N. 

Ireland — Gun   Licences — Case  of  Mr.  John 
Lee,  568 

O'Brien,  Mr.  W.,  Cork 

Cork — Outdoor  Sunday  Preaching,  1518 

Occupying   Tenants'    Enfranchisement 
Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Bartley ;  Read  1«»  Mar  20,  787 

O'Connor,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  E. 

Bechuanaland — Concessions  Commission,  317 
East  London  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1416 

Ireland 
Fermoy  Union  Accounts,  323 
Letterkenny  Lunatic  Asylum,  1113 
Soldiers*  Institutes  in  Dublin,  1113 
Supply — Magistrates'  Clerks,  367 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Wtcklow,   W. 
Ireland — Publicana  aa  MAj^\s«^^;^^^^^^ 

4M.  1 
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O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Seal-  ' 

Labourers   (IreUad)  Acts  Amendmeat  Bill, 

Old  Age  Fensioiu  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Colonel   Palmer;    Read  1°  Mar  16, 
450 
2R.,  Debate  adjourned  April  4,  1317 

Old  Age  Fenaioiu  (No.  2)  Bill 

c.   Intro.,   Ca|)tain   Najlor-Leyland  ;    Read   1" 
Mar  16,  463 

OQtdoOT  ProTident  Eelief  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  Bead  1*  Mar  20,  787 

Ostdoor  Belief  (Friendly  Sooietiei)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr,  Strachey  ;  Bead  1°  Mar  16, 460 

Outlawiiei  Bill 

e.  Beml  1°  Mar  12,36 

OwEX,  ilr.  T.,  Cornwall,  Launces/on 

Cornwall  Police  Court  Procedure— "Pridhain 
r.  Jetinings,"  ofiT,  861 

Eorwell's  Kndoweil  Schools  TiugCee,  Elec- 
tion of,  304 

Palmer,  Colonel  D.,  Gravetend 

Old  Age  Providcnl  Pensions  Bill,  Intro.,  4B0  ; 
2R.,  1S17,  1357,  1370 

ParUk  and  District  Counrih 

Q,  Colonel  Gunter ;  A.  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre 
AprU  6,  1448 :  Q.  Mr.  Heneage ;  A.  Mr. 
Sfiaw-Lcfevro  ApeH  9,  1677 


giirliaumit 


LORDS- 

MeBTINQ  op  ParlIAUBHT  Mar  12 

The  Sebsiok  ot  Pabliament  opened  by 
Commission 

Boll  op  the  Loeds — Delivered  JUar  12,  4 

Ktr  fRi.\n\Ti'9  iBoit  tSmcioua  tptnli 

delivered  by  the  Lobd  Chancbllob 

The  Queen's  S(ieccli  h.iving  been  reported  by 
the  LordCha.mjellob,  an  Addres.^  toHER 
MAJE8TT  thereon,  moved  by  Ix>rd  SwAN- 
BliA,  the  Motion  being  seconded  by  LorI 
HAnKESDURY,  Miir  12,  4 


Address 

Mar  12— Lonl  Swaii!iea.4  ;  Lord  Hawkes- 
bury,13;  Marquessof  Salisbury, 
IS  ;  Earl  ot  BoBCbery,  2S  ; 
Aditress  agreed  to  nemine  din- 


HbB    JlAJESTta    ASBWEB 

Reported  .Uur26,WiO 


PARLIAMEAT—Lordj— coat.  . 
Butinett  of  the  Iloute 
Ob«.  Marquess  of   flalisbory,  Earl 
bery  Mar  12,  94  ;  Oba.  Earl  of 
Mar  13,  137;  ,«nr  16,  297 
Standing    nrJrr   Xo.    XXX/X.— 
dispensed  with  Mar  26,  900 

Comtnitteei 

Aiipral  Cniiimittce,  Appointed  Mar 

("Aflinwnii-The  Earl  ot   Morley,  ! 

nem'tHe  ditiieptlmlr.  In  take  the 

all  Committees  of  this  Hoose  Ma 


House  of  Lords 
(Befereoces    to,    in     Debate    iu 

Qvee»: I  Speech,  196 

Peers  and  Parliamentary  EU 
Lord  Rosehery's  Visit  t< 
burgh 

Qs.  Mr.  BcnBhaw,  Mr.  HozJer,  Sir 
Mr.  DalricI ;  Ab.  Sir  W.  tlarcoar 
347 

Bes.  (Lord  R.  Churchill)  Mar  1S,(U 


Private    and    Pr, 
Jirmalion  Bills 

Res.  (The  Earl  of  Morley)  Mar  19, 

Sat  First 

Mar  12— Duke  ot  Bclfont,  nttec 
of  bis  brother 

April  0— lyaril  Twcislmouth, 
death  of  his  father 

Stoppages    in    the    Streets,     C 
Prevent 

Renewed  Mar  12,  34 

Took  the  Oath 

Mar  12 — Earl  o[  Buckinghamshire 

COMMONS— 

Address   in    Answer  to  Her   2 
Most  Gracious  Speech 

Mar  13— The  Queen's  Speech  ha 
rei-ortctl  by  the 
t>PEAKEB:  An  humb 
thereon,  moved  by  M 

'A' ;  and  Motion  sec 
Mr.  C.  Fenwick,  41 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  41 
\V.  HaKwurt,  61,  71, 
Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  i 
HarrinRton,  71,  73  ;  : 
BuBsell,  74  :  Mr.  R.  T 
Mr.  S.  Woods.  75 
Howard  Vincent 
75  ;  Major  Rast 
Sir  A.  BoHit,  i 
Do.ld,  89;  Mr.  1 
92;  Sir  F.   FitiVr'yg 
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PARLIA  MENT-^Commons-^out, 

Address  in  Answer  to  Her  Majesty's  Most 
Gracious  Speech— oont. 
Mar  12— Mr.  Macdonald,  96  ;  Mr. 
Round,  96  ;  Mr.  Radcliffe 
Cooke,  97;  Mr.  Mundella,  98; 
104,  108;  Mr.  Tomlinson,  104, 
111;  Mr.  James  Lowther,  107, 
108  ;  Colonel  Kenyon  -  Slanev, 
113;  Mr.  Gardner,  114;  Mr. 
Chaplin,  115  ;  Sir  Mark 
Stewart,  118  ;  Mr.  Muntz,  118  ; 
Mr.  Everett,  119  ;  Mr.  Jeffreys, 
120 ;  (DivUion),  121 ;  Sir  J. 
Fergusson,  121 

Mar  13— Lord  R.  Churchill,  164  ;  Mr.  J. 
Morley,  172,  179  ;  Mr.  Harring- 
ton,  179  ;  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  180  ; 
Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  189;  Mr. 
Labouchere  (^Amcndt.')  194, 
206,  207  ;  Mr.  W.  Allen,  202  ; 
Sir  W.  Harcourt,  206,  207  ; 
{Division),  208  ;  Sir  G.  Chesney ; 
(Amendt.),  208,  215;  Mr.  S. 
Smith,  213;  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler, 
214,  215;  Mr.  Naoroji,  220; 
{Amendt.  Negatived^  221  ; 
Dr.  J.  Kenny  {^Amei^t,\  221; 
Mr.  W.  Field,  225  ;  Mr.  J.  Red- 
mond, 227  ;  Mr.  Asquith.  231  ; 
Mr.  T.  Harrington,  234;  Mr. 
Conybeare,  237;  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  238 ;  {Division),  241  ; 
Mr.  Clancy  {Amendt\  241  ; 
Mr.  Harrington,  244  ;'  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  245,  246,  253,  254  ;  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy,  245;  Sir  W. 
Harcourt,  246,  251  ;  Mr.  J. 
Morley,  246  ;  Mr.  J.  Chamber- 
lain, 251  ;  Mr.  Labouchere,  253 

Mar  14 — Ministerial  Statement  upon  re- 
sult of  Mr.  Labouchere's 
Amend t.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  267  ; 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  261  ;  Mr. 
Labouchere,  263  ;  Mr.  J.  Cham- 
berlain,  285.  266;  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  265  ;  {Debate  resumed 
on  Mr.  Clancy's  Amendt.),  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell,  274,  278,  290  ; 
Mr.  Logan,  277,  278;  Mr. 
Harrington,  280,  290 ;  Mr.  J. 
Redmond,  290  ;  Mr.  J.  Morley, 
291  ;  Dr.  Kenny,  291  ;  Mr.  W. 
Field,  293;  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
29.1 ;  Colonel  Saunderson,  295  ; 
Mr.  J.  Morley,  296  ;  {Division)  ; 
Address  agreed  to,  296 

Mar  29 — Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
THE  Address— Reported,  901 

Business    of   the    House    and     Public 

Business 

Mar  13 — Prirate     Members'    Nights,    Qs. 
Viscount  Cranborne,  Mr.  Bart- 
*  ley  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  154 

Oovernment  Bn-siness,  Q.  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Har- 
court. 156 

Mar  14 — Financial  Business,  Res.  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt),  267 

\eant. 


PARLIAMENT'^CommonS'-^ont. 
Business  of  the  House  and  Public  Business-^ 
oont 
Mar  15  "Scottish     Legislation,     Qs,    Mr. 
Buchanan,    Mr.     Dalziel,     Dr. 
Macgregor,  Mr.  Anstruther ;  As. 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan,  Sir  W.  Har- 
court, 326 

Vote  on  Account,  Q.  Mr.  G. 
Bowles;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
349 

Mar  IQ-Statement  (Sir  W.  Harcourt), 
Qs.  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Har- 
court,  449 

Mar  l9Statement  (Sir  W.  Harcourt), 
Obs.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Sir  W. 
Harcourt,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  586, 
687 

Mar  20— Scottish  Prirate  BUI  Legislation, 
Q.  Mr.  Hozier ;  A.  Sir  G.  Tre- 
velyan,  691 

April  3— Motion  for  Select  Com,  (Sir  A. 
Rollit),  1256 

April  ^-^ Suspension  of  the  Twelve  o'' Clock 
Rule,  Notice  of,  1380 

AprU  6— Qs.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  J, 
Chamberlain;  As.  Mr.  Camp- 
bell-Bannerman,  Mr.  J.  Morley, 
1460 

A^prU  6 — Qs.  Mr.  J.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mr.  J.  Rowlands,   Sir 
C.  Dilkc,  Mr.  Bartley  ;  As.  Mr. 
J.  Morley,  1520 
Obs.,  Mr.  J.  Morley,  1564 

AprU  9— Course  of  Business,  Q.  Mr.  W. 
Kenny;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt,* 
1595 ;  Qs.  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour, 
Mr.  Goschen,  Sir  G.  Bailen- 
Powell ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt, 
1676 

Government    Business,     Motion 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt),  1596 

Introduction  of  and  Ballatting  for  Bdls, 
Obs.  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr. 
Deputy  Speaker,  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Mr. 
Dalziel,  Mr.  Chance,  Dr.  Tanner 
Mar  12,  129 

Res.  (Sir  W.  Harcourt),  Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  Stuart, 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Knox, 
Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Mr.  Snape,  Sir  C. 
Cameron,  Mr.  VV.  Johnston  Mar  13, 156 

Statement  by  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  as  to 

NumberSyMar  15,  350;  Q.  Mr.  Seton- 

Karr  ;  A.  Mr.  Deputy  Speaker  Mar  16, 

461 

Standing  Committee  {Scotland),  Res.,  Sir 

G.  Trevelyan   April   2,    1116;    Debate 

resumed  and  further  adjourned  AprU  6, 

1487 
Closure  of  Debate  {Standing   Order  25), 

Paper  laid  upon  the  Table  AprU  4, 1380 

Committees 
Mouse    of    Commons    Officers  Com,  (Refer- 
ences to,  in   Debate  on   iS'ttppl^^  Mar  'iai.^ 
880) 
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PARLIAMENT— Cammont—oaat. 
■  OatiunUlee^ — cont. 

SUehea    and    Re/rethment    Boom*,    Select 

Com.  naminated  Mar  SO,  781 

(BeferenccB    to,    in     Debate   on   Supply, 
Mar  22,  B80,  ^) 
iVirluiinffnfary  Paper*  Ditlribvtian,  Select 

Com.  notninated  April  2,  121G 
Atiivt   Petitiom,    Select    Com.    nominated 

Jfar  16,  656 ;  Report  April  t,  1380 
Privileget  Cammittee  Mar  12,  36 
PiMie    AceounU,    Appointment    of    Com. 

3far  13,  261 ;  Beport  pres.  Mar  16,  5&6  ; 

Additions  to  Mar  21, 854 
Stlertiita,  Nomination  of  Mar  IB,  132 
Seleelioa  (.Standing  Committee)— Chairman' t 

Panel,  Report  April  16,  622 
Standing   Orders  —  Select    Com.  nominated 

Mar  16, 132 

Membert 

Arnold-Foriter,  -If r.— Personal  Explanation 

Mar  29,  906 
Eay-Shuttleworth,  Sir    I/.  — Personal   E\- 

planatiou  Mar  22,  870 
Pairing,  Syttest  nf,  Qs.  and  Obs.  Mr.  Seiton, 

Mr.     Speaker,     Lord     W.      LennoK,    Mr. 

Newdlt^te  Aprd  6,  1618 

New  Membert  Hwom 

Mar  29 — FergoBon,  R.  C.  M.,  EBquire.  for 

the  Leith  District  of  Burgbs 

Apra^—Owen,    Arthur    C.    H.,  for    the 

County  of  Mont^mety 

Shaw,  ThoDias,  Ksquire,  tor  the 

Hawick  District  of  Bni^ha 
Tennant,  Harold   John,  Esquire, 
for  the  County  of  Berwick 
AprH  B— Wigram,  Alfred  Money,  Esquire, 
for  County  of  Essex  (Southern 
or  Romfonl  Division) 
AprU  9 — Caldwell,  James,  Esquire,  for  the 
Countyof  Lanark(Mid  Diyi- 

New  JVriii  Iitued 

Mar  12— For  Lcith   District  ot  Burghs,  r. 

Rouald  Craufurd  Munro-Fergu- 

Bon,  Esquire,  ComraissiOQer   of 

the  Treasury 
For  Leeiis  (Western  Division),  v. 

The    Hight    Hon.    Herbert    J. 

Glailstoue,  Firet  Commissioner 

of  Works 
Mar  13— For  Cambridgeshire  (Sorthern  or 

Wisbech  Division),  r.  The  Hon. 

Charles  George  Branil,  TreasDrer 

of  Het  Majesty's  Household 
For  Hawicit  District  of  Burghs, 

r.     Thomas      Shaw,      Esquire, 

Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
jtfflr  16 — For  the   County  of  Berwick,  e 

The  Right  Hon.  Eilward   Mar. 

jori banks,   called    up    to     the 

House  of  Lords 


Theobald,  Esquire,  deceased 
-War  22— Fur  Lanarkshire  (Mid  Division), 
r.     John     Wyniord     Philipps, 


PARLIAMENT— Co 
Orders  and  Retolutioiu 

Eleetiom 
Cmmpt  Proftieet,  Mar  12, 86 
Ptert  at  Candidate*,  Mar  12,  3S 
Peert  Voting,  Mar  13,  86 
SdectUm  of  Conttittune]/,  Mar  IJ 
Jimrnalt,  Printing,  Mar  12,  86 
WitncMtei,    Tampering     with — Fa- 

itnee.  Mar  12,  36 
Polire  Segvlationt,  Mar  12,  36 
Votet  and  Proceeding*,  Printing,  2 

"  Parliamentary  Dehatet "  Inde 
Q.  Mr.  Bartley  ;  A.  Sir  J.  T.  Hibbei 
1411 

ParliamentaTi/  Electiont  (aee  tl 

Parliamentary  Paperi,  District 

Select  Com.  nominated  April  2,  121 

Private  Bills 

Conference  tcUh  Chairman  of  C 
of  the  lIou*e  of  Lord*  Mar  12,  36 

Privilege 
Lord  Biiebery't  Speech  at  Edinbt 
(Lord  K.  Churchill)  Mar  19,  688 

Rules    and     Order     of     Debt 
Speaker,  Mr,) 

Sittings     and     Ad/oummenta 
House 

AUrralion  of  Dale  of  Meeting,  i 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt)  Mar  20,  785 

Eaiter  Adjovrnment,  Bes.  (Sir 
court)  Afar  22,  880 

Exemption  from  Standing   Orders, 


Deputy  Speake 

Sir  W.  Harcourt  April  3, 

Indispotition    of— The    Chairman 
and  Meant  ionic    the     Chair     lU 


Standing  Orders 
Oba.  Mr.  A.J.  Balfour, Mr.  Gampbel 

man  jVar  19.  60S 
Baieinpti4tnfrom  {Standing  Com.  c 

BUlii)  AprU  5,  1161 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER 
Ga>    CoTuuo'pfion   in    Parliamem 
Q.    Mr.   J.    Eovrlands;  A.    Mr. 
stone  April  9,  1592 
House  of  Commims— Member*,    Ae 
tionof  Mar  22  ;  (Referencea to,  i 
on  Sfpp'y,  884) 
Kitchen  and  Refreshment  Boom* 
Com.  nominated  Mar  20,  781 
(References    to,    in     Debate   o 
\  MiiT  22,  8*0) 


Par] 
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PARLIAMENT—Commons'-PaZace  of  West-  \  Peers  at  Elections  (see   under  Parlia* 


mingter—cont. 

Kitchen     and     Rejreahment     Rooms     Eso' 

perueSf    Motion  for    Return    (Mr.   A.    C. 

Morton)  Mar  21, 862 
National  Flag  on  ths    Victoria    Totoer^    Q. 

Mr.Arnold-Foreter;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstone 

Mar  20,  702 

Structural  Arrangements^  Q.  Mr.  Paul;  A. 
Mr.  H.  Gladstone  Mar  29,  905 

Parliamentary/  Elections 

Berwickshire,  New  Writ  for ,  Q.  Mr.  Hozier  ; 
A.  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis  Mar  14,  296 

Lord  Roitebery^s  Visit  to  JEdinburgh,  Qs.  Mr. 
RcQshaw,  Mr.  Hozier,  Sir  J.  Qoret,  Mr. 
Dalziel  ;  As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Mar  16, 
347 
Res.  (Lord  R.  Churchill)  Mar  19,  688 

Warwichnhire  Polling  Districts,  Copy  pres* 
Mar  12,  129 

Parliamentary  Elections  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  Howell ;  Read  l"*  Mar  16,  466 

Parliamentary    Elections    (County   of 
London  Saturday  Poll)  Bill 

r,  Intro..   Captain  Norton  ;   Read  1°  April  3* 
1316 

Parliamentary    Elections    (Betuming 
Officers)  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Tuite  ;  Read  1»  Mar  16,  464 

Patent  Agents  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  A.  Qibbs ;  Read  1®  Mar  16,  461 
Read  2°  April  4,  1373 

Patent  Agents  Begistration  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.Warmington  ;  Read  !•  April  4, 1380 

Paul,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Edinburgh^  S. 

House  of  Commons — Structunil  Arrange- 
ments, 906 

Post  Office-- Savings  Bank  Deposits— With- 
drawals by  Telegraph,  868 

Scotland— Habitual  Offenders,  1436 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1138 

Paupers  Deportation  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Flynn  ;  Read  !•  Mar  16,  463 

Pearson,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C.  J.,  Edin- 
burgh and  St,  Andrews    Universi" 

ties 
Scotland— Home  Rule,  Res.,  1301,  1303 

Pease,   Mr.    J.    A.,    Northumberland, 

Tyneside 
Supply— Uganda,  394 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  A.  W.  {see  Speaker, 
Mr.) 


mentary  Elections) 
Peers  Disabilities  Removal  Bill 

0,  Intro.,  Mr.  Brodrick  ;  Read  1«  Mar  16,  469 

Penn,  Mr.  J.,  Lewisham 

Navy 
Engine-Room  Complements,  663 
"  Victoria"  Disaster,  728,  731 

Perks,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Lincolnshire,  Louth 

Marriages  (Attendance  of  Registrars)  Bill, 
Intro.,  469 

Pickersgill,     Mr.     E.     H.,     Bethnal 

Green,  S.  W. 

Children,  Imprisonment  of,  in  Holloway  Gaol, 

160 
Bast  London  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1414 
Expedition  against  the  Sofas,  144 
Valuation  (Metropolis)  Bill,  Intro.,  1092 

PiCTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 
Children,  Imprisonment  of,  in  Holloway  Gaol, 
150 

Piers  and  Harbours    Provisional    Or^ 

ders 
Copy  pres.  Mar  12, 127 

Piers  and  Harbours  Proyisional  Ordera 
(No.  1)  BiU 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  Mundella  ;  Read  P  April  9, 1688 

PiNKERTON,  Mr.  J.,  Galway 

Queen's  Colleges,  Compulsory  Retirement  in, 
1247 

Pistcls  and  Revolvers — Accidents 
Res.  (Marquess  of  Carmarthen)  Mar  SO,  1036 

Pistols  BiU 

1.  Pres.,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ;    Read  !• 

AprU  9,  1665 

Plaoes  of  Worship,  fte.  (Bating)  Bill 

0,  Intro.,  Mr.  Clarence  Smith ;  Read  1*  Mar  16, 
469 

Plaoes  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill 

0.  Intro.,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Read  1°  Mar  19, 676 

Plumbers'  Begistration  Bill 

e.  Intro.,  Mr.  Knowles ;  Read  !•  Mar  16,  461 

Plunket,   Right  Hon.  D.  R.,  Dublin 
University 
Supply 
Extension  of  Admiralty  Buildings,  986, 989, 

990,  992 
South  Kensington  Muaeom^  VYl*L 


Pin]  {  I  N 

Plunkett,  Hon.  H.  C,  Dublin  Co.,  S. 

Ireland— Registry  of  Deeas  Office,  1615 
Uatgaiine  Act,  441 

Police  (itee  under  Lam  and  Justice  and 
Police) 

Police  and  Sanitary  Regttlationa 
AppiiiDtinent  lA  Com.  AprU  3,  12S9 

Police  (Xetropolis)  BiU 

e,  Intro.,  Hr.  J.  Bowlnntla ;   Read  1°  Mar  I6> 
460 

2B.  deferred  April  i,  1379 

Polling  Dittrictt  (^fVarwickshire) 
Copy  prea.  M»r  12,  129 

PONDOLAND  (lie  under  Africa) 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  BiU 

0.  Intro.,  Mr.  Uaydco  ;  Read  1°  .Var  16,  465 

PoRTtlOAL 
Manira   Plateau.  Q,  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther ;  A. 

SirE.  Orcy  Mar  19,684 
Zariibe»i-~Colliiioit  with  Portttgvae  Troop; 

Qs.  Mr.  J.  W.  Lowther.   Sir  A.  RoUit;  As. 

SirE.Grey-Iforl9,  583 

"Port  Yarrock,"  The  (see  under  Mer- 
chant Shipping) 

POST  OFFICE  (ENGLAND  &  WALES) 

Postmnater  (icnoml— Mr.  Ahsold  Mokley 
Afrieai,  Mail,,  Q.   Mr.  ConjUarc  ;  A. 

A.  Morley  April  5,  1461 
Amerieiia  Mail  Itonte 
Diitanrei  betirfe»  Porlt,  Q.  Sir  J.  lAsag ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morlcy  April  r>,  ISOA 
QveriiKtinrHaitd  Murillr.  Q«,  Sir  J.  Leng, 
Captnin    Donelan  ;    As.  Mr.  A.  Morley 
April  6.  ISCHl 
Return  onlered  April  i,  1S80 
Cimatfrmfn,  MrtrvpolitaH.  Q.  Mr.  Bulcher  ; 

A.  Hr.  A.  Mnrley  April  9,  1569 

Expren    MmtrKgrr    .Srrtiee,     Q.     Mr.     H. 

Hcnton  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Mork-y  Mar  13.  138 

'     lair.  Po>t    nffirr.  Q.    Mr.    liyles  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  Mar  20,  687 

IWand  Jiranrh,  Q.  Mr.  Diamond  ;  A.  Mr.  A. 

Morley  April  fi,  lolil 
Irflan/l  (see  under  tlmt  lille) 
Manrhrarr    QSirr~CI,riii1iiiat  Day  Pay,  Q. 
Mr.  Scliwann;  A.  Mr,  A,  Morley  April  2, 
1101 
Qaeen'i  Jfirtidny—J/vliday,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng  ; 

A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  April  9,  L'SST 
ifvral  PiiMmrn.  Q,  Jlr.  Luttrell ;  A-  Mr.  A. 

Morley  Mar  20,  681 
Sarins/,  Jlanix  Art,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  A. 

Mr.  A.  iUrley  May  IH,  S.'.S 
SuriH'/i  HaHki—tlithdrarivtlii  hy  Telegrapk, 
Q.  Mr.  ruiil  ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley  .Uni-22,  86M 
Scotland  (sec  uni'.Ct  title  SgoTLisn) 


POST  OFFICE  (_£yiJLA.VD  Jt  W 


h  Heath,  Q.  Hr.  Bnckuitl  ; 


BKreh 

Morley  4pr3  9.  1578 
Out™/  OJfire—WorkiHg 


Uscdonald ;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morley 

1249 
ffighmaii,    Ifesry — Superaniituit 

/S«<— Copy  prea.  Mar  29,  999 
ItUematUiul  Code,  Q.  Mr.  H.  B 

Mr.  A.  Mnrley  Mar  15,  303 
Metropolitax  aerit,  Q.  Mr.  Bn 

Mr.  A.  Morley  April  9.  1569 
Wett   Indian   and   Simth   Amrrie 
Q.  Mr.  Hocaa;  A.  Mr.  A.  Morle; 
G61 

PowBLL,  Sir  F.  S.,  Wigan 
Charity  Commission  (Partiamentarj 

Res.,  1028 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  C 

1312 
Rivers  Pollntion  Prevention  Bill,  B 
Snpply 

BHtish  Museum.  831,  832 

Elementary  Eiluoation — Roquirt 
the  Education  Department,  3E 

Training  Colleges,  386 

Frevflntion  of  Crnelty  to  Childi 

e.  Intro.,  Sir  R.  Webster ;  Bead  1*  ^fa 
Read  2-  April  4.  1377  ;  Con.  la  t 
April  9,  1687 

Priton*  (see  under  Law  and  Ju 
Police) 

Provand,  Mr.  A.  D.,  Glaigou 

friars 

"  Port  Ynrrocl;,"  Loss  of  the,  1 1 04 

Public  Accounts  Committee   (si 
Parliament) 

Public  Petitions   Committee  (« 
Parliament) 

Pablio  Building  (London)  Bill 

c  Intro,,  Colonel   Hughes;  Rcoil    \' 
460 
Read  2°  April  3,  1315 

Pnblio-Honses  (Hours  of  Closing 
land)  BiU 

e.  Intro.,  Sir   C.   Cameron;   Read   1° 


Public  Sereice  (see  Cieil  Serric 


Publicans  and  Military  Peusi 
under  Licensing) 


Qua] 
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Quarantine 
Obs.  Mr.  G.  Bowles,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre  Mar  29, 
955 

Quarter  Sessions  (Hidsummer)  Bill 

/.  Pres.    Lord    Herechell ;    Read  1*  Mar    13, 
137 
Read  2*  Mar  15.  299 


and  Canal  Traffic  Act  (1888) 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Sir  J.  Whitehead;  Read  1*>  Mar  16, 
454 

Hailwai/s 

Fares — London^  Brighton^  and  South  Coast 

Railway^  Q.  Mr.  Bonn  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella 

Apr'a  3,  1249 
Injuries  to  Servants — Ifetvm,  Q.  Mr.  J.  E. 

Ellis ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  20,  691 ;  Q. 

Mr.  Channing ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  April  3, 

1249 
Irchester  Fatality,  Q.  Mr.  J.  Stuart ;  A.  Mr. 

Mundella  3/«r'29,  902 
Overcharges — Chatham  and  Dover  Railway f 

Q.  Mr.  J.  Stuart ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  22, 

860 
Bates  and   Charges — Legislation^  Q.   Sir  J. 

Whitehead  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  Mar  13,  138  ; 

Qs.  Mr.  Richardson,  Sir  J.  Whitehead  ;  As. 

Mr.  Mundella  April  5,  1445 
Theobald,  Mr.,  M,P,f  Fatal  Accident  to,  Q. 

Colonel    Lockwood ;      A.     Mr.     Mundella 

Mar  13,  148 
Volunteers  —  Sergeant      Instructors     and 

Railway  Fares^  Q.  Sir  A.  Acland-Hood  ;  A. 

Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman  Mar  19,  566 

Rasch,  Major  F.  C,  Essex,  S.E, 

Army — Discharged  and  Reserve  Soldiers,  Em- 
ployment for.  Res.,  507 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1640 
East  London  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1415 
Essex  Fishing  Grounds  —  Removing  Cultch, 

&c.,  1253 
Foreign  Shell  Fish  Bill,  Intro.,  458 
Grigsby,  Dr.,  1247 

Navy  Estimates 

Dockyard  Labour  and  Wages,  Res.,  659 
Essex  Fishing  Ground,  783 

Supply 

County  Courts,  375 

House  of  Commons    Offices,    Commission 
on,  356 

Trade  and  Agriculture,  Depression  of — 
Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to 
Queen's  Speech,  75 

Rath  BONE,    Mr.    W.,    Carnarvonshirej 

Arfon 

Charity  Commission  (Parliamentary  Control), 
Res.,  1027 

Bating  of  Machinery  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.   Coddington ;    Read  1°  Mar  16, 
451 


Bedmond,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Waterford 
Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1611 
Ireland — Financial  Relations,  155 

Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to 
Administration  of  the  Law  in  Ireland,  290, 

294 
Dynamite  Prisoners,  227 
Home  Rule,  180 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.,  Cardiff 

Navy 

Dockyard  Labour  and  Wages,  Res.,  651 
"Victoria"   Disaster,  715,   716,  718,   719, 
721,  723 

Registration  of  Electors  Bill 
Qs.  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Carson,  Mr.  Macartney, 
Mr.  Darling  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  Morley  Mar  22, 864 

Reid,  Mr.  R.  T.,  Dumfries,  Sfc, 

Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to,  74 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1165 

Religions  Tests  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  P.  A.  M'Hugh ;  Read  1°  Mar  16, 
455 

t 

Rensuaw,  Mr.  C.  B.,  Renfrew,  W. 

County  Councils  Association  (Scotland)  Ex« 

penses  Bill,  Res.,  786 
Scotland 

Lord  Rosebery's  Visit  to  Edinburgh,  347 

Public  Works  Expenditure,  303 

Betnm  Tickets  Bill 

c.  Intro.  (Mr.  A.  C.  Morton)  ;  Read  l"*  Mar  20i 
786 

Revolvers  and  Pistols 
Res.  (Marquess  of  Carmarthen)  Mar  30,  1036 

Richardson,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  S.E, 

Railway  Rates  and  Charges,  1445 
Supply — Voluntary  Schools,  &c.,  814 

RIPON,    Marquess  of    (Secretary   of 

State  for  the  Colonies) 
Dominica — Sir  R.  Hamilton's  Report,  Motion 
for  an  Address,  301 

Rivers  Pollution  Prevention  Bill 

c.  Intro.  (Sir  F.  S.  Powell)  ;  Read  1*  Mar  20, 785 

Scad  Subvention  Abolition  (Scotland) 
Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Sir  C.  Cameron  ;  Read  1°  Mar  21, 853 

ROBERTSON,  Mr.  E.  (Civil  Lord  of 

the  Admir&Itj),  Dundee 
Dockyards 
Apprentices  Instruction,  1450 
Classification.  1251 

Labour  and  Wages,  321 ;  Res.,  624,  025 
Pensions,  1111 

Engineering  Examinations,  1443 
Essex  Fishing  Grounds,  783 
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BoBT,    Mr;   H.  J.y   Lancashire^   S.E,^ 

Eccles 

Mines  (Bight  Hoars)  Bill,  Intio^  450 

BoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington^  S. 

Anglo-Portuguese  Treaty,  695 

Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,  1574 

Brazilian  Civil  War.  332 

Business  of  the    House,    856;    Motion    for 

Select  Com.,  1256,  1259,  1263, 1269,  1270 
Charity  Commission  (Parliamentary  Control), 

Res.,  1034 
Civil  Service — Second  Division  Promotions, 

Res.,  930 
Gresham  University  Commission  Report,  905 
Kingstou-upon-HuU  (Court  of  Record)  Bill, 

Res.,  788 
Libel  Bill,  Intro.,  457 
London  Building  Bye-Laws — County  Council 

Bill,  1107 
Merchant  Shipping — Undermanning,  1105 
Navy — "  Victoria  "  Disaster,  740 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Committee, 

1239 
Sea  Fisheries,  Select  Committee^s  Report,  870, 

904 
Solicitors'  Examination  Bill,  Intro.,  788  ;  2R., 

1686 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1171 

Supply 
Colonial  Office— South  African  Telegrams, 

362 
County  Courts,  374 

Extension  of  Admiralty  Buildings,  987 
House  of  Commons  Offices,  Commission  on, 

359 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts,  997 
Petitions  to  the  House  of  Commons,  353 

Trade  and  Agriculture,  Depression  of — 
Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen's 
Speech,  85 

Zambesi — Collision  with  Portuguese  Troops, 
583 


EoscoE,  Sir  H.  E.,  Manchester^  S. 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licences)  Bill,  Intro., 
456 

EOSEBERY,  Earl   of  (First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  and  Lord  President  of 
the  Council) 
Beaumaris  Scheme,  1665 
Business  of  the  House,  34,  187,  297 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  25 

Rosehery,  Earl  of — Peers  at  Elections — 
Edinburgh  Speech 
Qs.  Mr.   Renshaw,  Sir  J.  Gorst,  Mr.  Dalziel ; 

As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Mar  16,  347 
Res.  (Lord  R.  Churchill)  Mar  19,  388 


Bound,  Mr.  J.,  Essex,  N.E.j  Harwich 
Beer  Adulteration  Bill,  Intro.,  451 
Essex  Fishing  Grounds,  1003 
Trade     and     Agriculture,   Depression     of — 
Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen's 
Speech,  96  \ 


BouNDELL,  Mr.   C.    S.,    Yorky    W.1 

Skipton 
Thrift  in  Elementary  SchooU,  1508 

BowLANDS,  Mr.  J.,  Finsbury^  E, 

Barker  and  Company,  Failore  of,  1436 
Business  of  the  House,  1521 ;  Re&,  1630 
Charity  Commission  (Parliamentary  Contrc 

Res.,  1034 
Parliament  Houses — Gas  Consumption,  15S 
Police  (Metropolis)  Bill,  Intro.,  460 

BowLANDS,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Cardiganskir 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Wales)  Bill,  Inti 
455 

Royal  Parks 
Band»  in,  Q.  Mr.  Aiid  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  Gladstcx 
AprU  3,  1251 

BUSSELL,  Mr.  G.  W.  E.  (Under  Seen 
tarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Depar 
ment),  North  Beds. 
Magistrates,  County,  Returns,  1575 
Metropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order  Bil 

Intro.,  1687 
Music    and   Dancing    Licences  (Middlesex^ 

Bill,  2R.,  1377 
Police  and  Sanitary  Regulations  Commi^ee 

1239 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bil],2B. 
1378 

BussELL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone^  S. 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1641 

Ireland 
Belfast  Workhouse,  Lunatics  in,  1431,  li39 
Cork— Sunday    Outdoor   Preaching,  1617 

1590 
Evictions — Arran  Islands,  1512 
Killamey  Union,  1570 
Land  Acts— Select  Committee,  139,  1114 

1454,  1695 
Listowel  Union— Outdoor  Relief,  1686 
Publicans  as  Magistrates,  1585 
Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  137 

Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to,  74 
Administration  of  the  Law  in  Ireland,  27^ 
278,  290 

BUSSELL,  Sir  C.  (Attoraey  General] 
Hackney^  S, 
Banstead  Common,  1582 
Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,  1575  ;  Intro.,  998 

2R.,  1461  ;  Com.,  1676,  1677,  1680,  1681 

1682,  1683 
Civil  Service  Superannuation,  1516 
Declaration  of  Paris,  345 
Law   Officers   (Private  Practice),  Res.,  94? 

949,  950 
London  Streets  and  Buildings    Bill,  Selec 

Com.,  1427 

Supply 

County  Courts,  373,  875 

House   of  Commons  Offices^  Commiffioi 
on,  355 

Law  Officers  of  the  down,  368 
Tt\i«tees  Act  (1893),  152 
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Russia 

British  Herringi—^ertifioate$  of  Orifin^  Q. 
Mr.  Buchanan ;  A.  Sir  E.  Grey  April  9, 
1576  :i    V        f 

Danube— KUia  Mouth,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;  A. 
Sir  B.  Grey  Mar  16,  341 

ItussO'Oerman  Commercial  Treaty 
Q.    Mr.   J.  W.  Lowther;    A.  Sir  K.  Grey 
April  2, 1097 ;  Q.  Mr.  Holland  ;  A.  Sjr  E. 
Grey  April  6,  1514 

Sale  of  Food  and  rmgs  Act  (1875)  &o. 
i  jnendment  Bill 

C.Intro.,  Sir  C.  Cameron;  Read  1°   Aprils, 
1379 

Sale  of  Intozioating  Liquors  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Courtney ;  Read  1°  Mar  21,  153 

Sale  of  Intozioating  Liquors  (Ireland) 
Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Sir  T.  Lea ;  Read  1®  Mar  16,  460 

Salisburt,  Marquess  of 
Business  of  the  House,  34 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  18 

Samoa 

British  Warships,  Q.  Sir  G.  Bailen-Powell ; 
A.  Sir  E.  Grey  April  2,  1097 

Saunderson,  Colonel  E.  J.,  Armagh^  N. 
Queen's  Speech,  Reply  to,  296 

Savings  Banks 

^rational  Debt,  Copy  pres.  Mar  29, 999 
'  Bast    Office  Savings  Banks  (see  under  Post 
Office) 

Schwann,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Manchestery  N. 

Ceylon 

Defences  of  Colombo,  1443 

Rifle  Ranges,  1444 
Manchester  Post  Office — Christmas  Day  Pay, 

1101 
Navy — Engineering  Examinations,  1443 
Tramways  Bill,  Intro.,  469 


BCOTLAKD 

Secretary  for— Sir  G.  0.  Tbbveltak 

Lord  Advocate— Mr.  J.  B.  Balfoub 

Solicitor  General— Mr.  Alrxandkb  Asher 

Army 

Ilamiltim   Brigade  Dep6t,  Q.  Mr.  Hozier  ; 
A.  Mr.   CampbcU-Bannerman  Mar   13, 
142 
Births,    Deaths,    Marriages^  and   Vaccina" 
tion,  Copy  pres.  Mar  12, 127 

County  Council  "-Statutory  Meetings,  Q.  Mr. 
A.  Cross ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Mar  15, 
836 

Crofters 
Settlements    in    Canada,  Q.    Mr.  Weir; 
A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  April  S,  1254 

[cant. 


SCOTLAND— coTLt. 

Day  Trespass  Act,  Prosecution  under,  Q.  Sir 

C.  Cameron  ;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Mar  16, 

433 
Deer  Ibrest  Commissian,  Q.  Mr.  S.  Keay  ;  A. 
Sir  G.  Trevelyan  AprU  2,  1097 

(References    to,    in    Debate    on  Supply, 
Mar  21,  792,  &c.) 
Dingwall  Poaching    Prosecutions,   Qs.    Mr. 

Weir  ;  As.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Mar  22,  858  ; 

AprU  3,  1252 ;  April  9,  1570 

Disestablishment,  Qs.  Mr.  Hozier,  Mr.  Thor- 
burn.    Sir   W.    Lawson ;     As.    Sir    G. 
Trevelyan  Mar  20,  696 
(References  to,  in  Debate  on  the  QueeiCs 
Speech,  Mar  12,  121,  &c.) 

Dundee  Tailoring  Trade,  Q.  Sir  J.  Leng ;  A. 
Mr.  Asquith  Mar  20,  678 

Edinburgh 

Castle  Bock,  Q.  Viscount  Wolmer ;  A.  Sir  J. 

T.  Hibbert  April  o,  1449 
Commissary  Office,  Q.  Viscount  Wolmer ; 

A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  AprU  6,  1449 

Lord  Bosehery's  Visit  to,  Qs.  Mr.  Renshaw, 
Mr.  Hozier,  Sir  J.  Gorst,  Mr.  Dalziel ; 
As.  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Mar  15,  347 
Res.  (Lord  R.  Churchill)  Mar  19,  588 

Educatum 

Asmult  by  a  Len?is  Schoolmaster,  Q.  Mr. 

Weir  :  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Ajyril  9. 1567 
Books,  Q.  Mr.  Dalziel ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan 

Mar  20,  682 
Education  Act,  Working  of,  Qs.  Mr.  Jacks, 

Mr.     Dalziel ;    As.    Sir    G.    Trevelyan 

Mar  16,  437 
Peats — Children  taking  to  Schools,  Q.  Mr. 

Weir ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Mar  22,  865 
Secondary    Education    Grant,   Q.   Sir   D. 

Macfarlane  ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Mar  20, 

678 

Fisheries 
Loch  Fyne  Herrings,  Q.  Sir  D.  Macfarlane ; 
A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Mar  15,  311 

TrawViTig 

Grimsby  "  Ceylon,''  Q.  Sir  L.  Lyell ;  A. 

Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Mar  15,  333 
Moray  Firth,  Qs.  Sir  W.  Wedderbum ; 

As.   Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Mar   15,  317; 

AprU  2,  1096 
Stromness,     Qs.     Sir     L.     Lyell,     Mr. 

Buchanan ;    As.    Mr.   J.  B.  Balfour 

MarlZ,  145 
(References  to,  in  Debate  on  Supply^ 

Mar  22,  890) 

Footpaths  in  the  Island  of  Lewis,  Qs.  Mr. 

Weir  ;  As.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Mar  22,  869  ; 

^pri7  9,1566 
Habitual  Offenders,  Q.  Mr.  Paul;  A.  Sir  G. 

Trevelvan  April  5,  1436 
Home  Bule,  Res.  (Mr.  Dalziel)  April  3, 1287 
Invergorden  Ferry,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Sir  G. 

Trevelyan  Mar  22,  860 
LegislMum,  Qs.  Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Dalziel, 

Dr.  Macgregor,  Mr.  Anstruther  ;  As.  Sir  G. 

Trevelyan,  Sir  W.  Harcourt  Mar  15,  326 
Meat^  Foreign  (see  under  title  Agriculture, 

Board  of) 

Parliamentary   Business  —  Standing    Comr- 
mittee,  Res.  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  April  2, 
1116 
DeV)ateT^um«aLttXi<\«i^V^uTti«l  A^riX^^VHKl 
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SCOTLAND— cant. 

Parochial    Qrantt,  Q.  Mr.  HoiieT ;  A.  Sir  Q. 
Trereljan  .War  13,  U2 

P^iee—Dvtiff  tif  Communcaert  i>f  Polift 

Burght,   Q.   Mr.  Maiwell ;  A.  Sir  Q.  Tre- 

Telyan  Afar  16,  441 
Fritan,  Harlinnie.  Q.   Mr.  W.  Whitelaw;  A. 

Sir  O.  Trevelyan  -Var  22,  B62 
Private  Bill  Legitlatiim,  Q.  Mr.  Boiier  ;   4. 

Sir  G.  Treveiynn  31ar  20,  691 
Proeurntor   FUi-itl  of  Loi^hmaddy,    Q.    Dr. 

M»cgr(«or;  A.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Mar  22, 

862 
Public   Warht    Erpenditurf,    Q.   Mr.   Bcn- 

ahaw  ;  A.  Sir  G.  Trevelyan  Mar  16,  303 
Itailicay*—Eut*-thire,  Q.  Mr.  Weir  ;  A.  Sir 

W.  Barcourt  April  3,  12&6 
Saddell  Teaatu-y  Biipate,  Qe.  Sir  D.  Mac- 

farlane,    Dr.    Mocgregor;   Aa.    Mr.   J.  B. 

Balfour  Jfar  22,  ^57 
St.  Aadrew't  Unirerti/y — Rev.  J.   HerMat, 

Q.  Sir  C.  Dalrymple  ;  A.  Bir  Q.  Treyelyan 

April  5,  1441 
Sierift  and  Ike   Gaelic  Language,  Qs.  Mr. 

Weir  ;  Ae.  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour  Utar  22,  858  ; 

April  3,  1261 
Cnirer*itie*  Act  ilSSB)  Ordinance*  46,  47, 

48,  Copies  pres.  Mar  13,  256 
OnitertUy  of  Ediaburgli,  Copy  prea.  Mar  12, 


Sea  FUkeries,  Select  Committee  Report 

Qf.  Sir  A.  RoUit ;  As.  Mr.  Mundella  .Uar  22, 
870  ;  .Var  29,  904 

Secondary  Education  (seeuudcr£dtfca- 

Select  Vestries  Bill 

L  Free,  pro  formft  ;  Rend  !•  3far  12,  4 

Setox-Kauu,  Mr.  H.,  St.  Helen's 

Buainess  of  the  House,  Res.,  IB32 
Enployera'  Liability  Bill.  Intro.,  1316 
latroiluution  of  and  Ballottitig  for  Bills,  461 

Skxtox,  Mr.  T.,  Kerry,  K. 

Ireland 

Boiird  of  Irish  l.ij;hls,  573 

Churcli  Fuml,  SSI 

Clare  County,  Crime  in,  323 

Cork — Sunday  DiBturbnnces,  l.'iftO 

Evictiima.  69^  7u3,  1459, 1511 

Permoy  Uniou  AccoDnts,  322 

Lnnd  Acts  Committee,  GU»,  878,  1433 

Lislowel  Cnion,  Ouhloor  Relief,  1585 

Loans  to  Tenants,  874 

PluBuix  I'arl;— Vehicular  TrafGo,  67fi 
Law   Librarv,   Four  Courts   (Ireland)   Bill, 

Intro.,  1115 
Farliament 

Introtinction  of  and   Ballotting  for  Bills, 
12'J,  130,  132,  136,  160 

Members  '■  Pairing,"  1318 

Skeeiiv,  Mr.  D.,   Galway,  S. 
Ansn  lalamis.  Famine  in.  319 


Shopa  (Early  Clonng)  BOl 

c.  Intro.,  Bir  J.  Lubbock ;  Bead  !•  Star  18, 

Shopt,  Houri  of  Labour  in 
Q.  Mr.  Anatnither;  A.  Mr.  Aaquith  Mat 


Siam — Franeo-Siameie  Question 
Pmveri  on,  Q.  Sir  E.  Aahm«id.B»rtlett 
Sir  E.  Grey  -Vor  22,  868 
Debate  on   Motion    for  Com.   of  Snp 
^[aT  30,  1060 

SiDEBOTTO«,  Mr.  W.,  Derbyikire,  B 
Peak 
Supplj— Elementary   Education  —  Beqi 
menta  of  the  Education  Departmenl.  31 

Smaller  DweUings  (Scotland)  Bill 
e.  Intro.,  Mr.  A.  CroBS  ;  Head  1"  3lar  16,  4J 

Smith,  Mr.  C,  Hull,  E. 
places  ot  Worship,  tc.  (Bating)  BiU,  In 

439 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Lanark,  Partiek 
Uneinesa  of  the  House,  Res.,  1619 

Smith,  Mr,  S.,  FUntihire 

India— Finance— Reply  to    Queen's  Sp« 


SsAPE,  Mr.  T.,  Lancashire,  S.E.,  H 

Introduction  of  and  Balloltiiig  for  Bills,  1 
Liverpool  Corpi>ration  Churches  Bill.  Ini 
437 

Solicitor  Geseral — Sir  J.  Rigbi 

Solioiton'  EzaminatioiL  BiU 

c.  Intro..  Sir  A.  Rollit  ;  Bead  1°  -l/iir  ■!«.  Tf 
-Read  2°  April  9,  I68G 

Solicitors'  Government  Trust  Ctmpi 

Dr    Crig'by,   Q.   Major    Kasoh ;   A.   Mi 
Buxton  April  3,  1247 

BoUcitors  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Field  :  Read  !•  Mar  30.  7S: 

SoUcitors'  (Ireland)  (Ho.  2)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Camon ;  Bead  1'  April  A.  1311 

South  Kensington  Afuseum 
Faqaie,  Q.  Mr.  Webster  ;  A.  Mr.  H.  0 
stone  April  f>,  1513 
(Refercncea    to.    In    Debate    on    S*f 
Mar  30,  1069) 
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l>ptafeer,  jHr.  (Right  Hon.  Arthur 
Wellesley  Peel),  Warwick  and 
Leamington 

Business  of  the  House 
As  to  whether  it  was  right  to  put  down  a  Bill 
for  2R.  which  had  not  been  printed,  Mr. 
Speaker  said  it  was  for  the  Honse  to  judge 
in  view  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
it  was  put  down  April  4,  1379 

Indisposition  of 

Mar  12,  13,  14,  15,  16.  19,20,  21,  22,  24,  29, 
30 

Members 

There  was  no  official  or  Parliamentary  recog- 
nition of  the  system  of  pairing.  It  was 
a  custom  that  had  grown  up,  owing  to  the 
convenience  it  afforded  to  Members,  and  it 
was  fully  recognised  by  all  that  it  must  be 
conducted  upon  the  most  strictly  honour- 
able principles,  which  had  hitherto  never 
been  lost  sight  of  by  Members  April  6, 1519 

Miscellaneous  Rulings 

April  4,  1371;  April  5,  1480;  Aprils, 
1622.  1638.  1655 

Private  Bills 

Any  point  of  Order  should  have  been  raised 
before  the  2R.  There  was  no  reason  why 
the  Bill  (London  Building  Bye-Laws) 
should  not  be  introduced  as  a  Private  Bill. 
If  the  Bill  raised  a  question  of  public  policy, 
that  was  a  question  which  should  have  been 
raisetl  at  the  proper  time  April  2,  1107 

Questions 

Under  the  Rules  of  the  House  a  Member  was 
responsible  for  the  statements  contained 
in  a  Question  April  5, 1452 

The  Question  was  only  an  argumentative  way 
of  bringing  forward  a  matter  having  refer- 
ence to  a  question  other  than  the  one  under 
consideration,  and  was  ruled  out  of  Order 
April  9,  1591 

Rules  and  Order  of  Debate 

The  Motion  was  Home  Rule  for  Scotland,  and 
the  Member  was  not  entitled  to  go  into  the 
question  of  Home  Rule  for  Wales  AprU  3, 
1301 


Spencer,  Mr.  Ernest,  West  Bromwich 

Ck>nvictions,  Records  of,  1001 
Labour  Minister  Bill,  Intro.,  452 

Sport  Beg^tion  Bill 

e,  Intro.,  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton ;  Read  1»  Mar  20, 
786 
Order  for  2R. ;   Debate  adjourned  Mar  30, 
1091 

Stamford,  Earl  of 
Dominica — Sir  R.  Hamilton's  Report,  Motion 
for  an  Address,  300,  301 


Standing  Committees  (see.  under  Par- 
liament) 

Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Burnley 

Factory  Act,  Breach  of,  at  Preston,  447 

iisTANLEY  of  Alderley,  Lord 
Beaumaris  Scheme,  1565 
Pistols  BiU,  Pres.,  1565 

Statistical  Abstract  {Foreign  Countries^ 
Copy  pres.  Mar  15,  432 

Statute   Law  Revision  Bills  and  Con-- 

solidation  Bills 

I,  Res.  to  refer  to  Joint  Com.  Mar  15,  300 
April  2,  1216  ;  April  9,  1565 

Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  (Persons  in. 
Charge)  BiU 

e.  Intro.,  Mn  John  Wilson  (Durham);  Read  1* 
Mar  16,  454 

Stern,  Mr.  S.  J.,  Suffolk^  Stowmarket 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill,  Intro. 
459 

Stewart,  Sir  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 

Business  of  the  House,  Res.,  1655 

Indian  Cotton  Duties,  443 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1178 

Tracle    and    Agriculture,     Depression    of— 

Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen's 

Speech,  118 

Storms 

Harbours  of  Befn^e  on  the  East  Citast  of 
Yarleshire,  Q.  Mr.  Holden ;  A.  Mr. 
Mundella  April  5,  1445 

Strachey,  Mr.  E.,  Somerset^  S. 

Outdoor  Relief  (Friendly  Societies)  Bill, 
Intro.,  450 

Straits  Settlements — Military  Expendi- 
ture 
Q.  Sir  J.  Gorst ;    A.  Mr.  S.  Buxton  Mar  19, 
573 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch,  Hoxton 
East  London  Water  Bill,  1505  ;  2R.,   1381, 

1404,  1416 
Introduction  of  and  Ballotting  for  Bills,   161 
London     County    Council     (Tower    Bridge 

Southern  Approach)  Bill,  2R.,  1227,  1229, 

1238 
London  Streets    and    Buildings  Bill,  Select 

Com.,  1428 
Old  Age  Provident  Pensions  Bill,  2R.,  1371 

Railways 

Chatham  and  Dover — Overcharges,  860 
Irchester  Fatality,  902 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  2R.,  1422 ;  Instr^ 
to  Com.,  1425 

West  Middlesex  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1425 
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SULLITAN,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Donegal,  fF. 
Straiiorlu  anil  Olenties  Railway,  1102 

Superannuation  Act,  1884 
Copj    pres.    Mar   12,   128;    .«ur  39,    999; 
April-l.  1216 

StrPPLT 

Army  and  Nary  EttimaUt  (Bee  under  tboee 
titlw) 

CIVIL    8ERVICES    AND     BBVENUB    DB- 
PABTHENT8. 

SUPPLEMEKTARY  EBTIM ATEB,  I8S3-4. 

Copy  pret,  Mar  12,  128 

Class  II. 

£1,200— House   of   Commons   OtBces,  Com,, 

3/ar  16, 351  ;  Report  Mar  16,  666 
£l,2D0~Horae    Office,  Com.,  Mar  15,  369; 

Report  Mur  Ifi,  5S6 
£1,600— Colonial  Office,  Com.,  .War  16,363; 

Revort  Mar  16,  665 
£1,080  —  Local   Qorernmcnt    Board,   Com., 

Mar  lOi-'SeS  ;  Report  Mar  16,  656 
"      JE2S,000— Law  Charges,  Com.,  Mar  15,  366  ; 

Report  Mar  16,  556 
£10— County   Courts,  Com.,   Mar   15,   372; 

Report  Mar  16,  556 
£1,.W0— BeztHter   House,   Edinbui^h,  Com., 

Mar  16,  377 ;  Report  M,ir  16,  555 
£207.864— Public  Education,  Com.,  Mar  15, 

37M;  Report  Mar  16,655 
£16,000 — Science  and  Art  Department,  Com., 

Mar  16,  391  ;  Report  Mar  16,  555 

Class  V. 

£27,500— Expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  Em- 
bassies and  Missions  Aruad,  Com.,  Mar  16, 
391  ;  DiTiBion,  405  ;  Report  Mar  16,  555 

£88.567— Colonial  .SerTJcesaud  South  African 
Charf^es.  Com.,  Mar  15, 405  ;  DiTision,  429 ; 
Report  Mar  16,  566 

Class  VL 


i^5 

Class  VIl. 
£4,500  —  Temporary     Commissions,    Com., 
Mar  l.'j,  429  ;    Report  Mar  16,  555 

Civil  Sebvicb  Excesses,  1892-3. 
Copy  prcB.  .I/«rlfi,  BSti 

£6H5    14«.— Civil   ScrTicc    Fxcesscs,   1892-3, 
Com.,  Mar  20,  7H4  :  Report  Mar  21,  851 

Vote  ox  Account,  1894-5. 
£4,199,7118— Com.,  Mar  21,  7«9 
Amoudt.   (Mr.  J.  0.  Lawson),  803;   With- 

Aniendt.   (Mr.  A.  C.  Morton).  833  ;   With- 

<imwn 
Amundt.    (Mr.  Weir),  847  ;    Witbdrawn ; 
Orit;iiial    (Juoation     agcueil    to  ;      Report 
Mar  22,  8C0 
CIVIL    SERVICES    AND    REVENUE    DE- 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES,  1894-6, 
Meuoraiid'im,  Copy  pres.  Mar  12,  I2S 

[•vnt. 


a  UPPLr—ooat. 

Class  I. 

£31,626— Royal  Palaces  and  U 
House,  Com.,  J/ii;-29,  963;  Bepc 
1092 

£79,228  — Royal  Parks  and  Plea<ai 
Com.,  Mar  29,  971 ;   Report  J/iiJ 

£30,855— Houses  of  Parliament 
Com.,  Mar  39,  976  ;  Beport  Mai 

£31,200— Eitension  of  Adminlty 
Com.,  984  ;  AmendL  (Mr.  Bar 
Withdrawn,  993  ;  Original  Qnes 
to,  993  ;  Report  Mar  30,  1092 

£69,278— HlscellaueouB  Legal  BnU 
County  Courta,  Metropolitan  Pol 
and  SberifF  Court  Houa^  Scotl 
Mar  29,  993  ;   Report  Mar  30,  1( 

£28,614— Art  and  Science  Baildi 
Britain,  Com.,  Mar  SO,  1064 
(Mr.  Bartley),  1074  ;  DfTiai 
AgKtd  to.  1081 ;  Report  April ' 

£21,161— Diplomatic  and  Consulk: 
and    Maintenance  of    certain 
Abroad,  Com.,    Mar  30,  1081  ; 
(Mr.    Uanbory),    1086  ;     Divia 
Agreed  to,  1091  ;  Beport  April 

Supply 

MercaHtUe  Marine  BrpenditHrt, 
Bowles  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  Mar 

V,>tn  oa  An-ount,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bow 
W.  Harcourt  Mar  16,  349 

Bapreme  Court  of  Judioatare  (F 
BUI 

;.  Pres.,  Lord  Henicbcll ;  Read  I*  M 
Read  2*  Mar  16,  297 

SuTHEKLA-\D,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherl 
Supply — Deer  Forest  Commissioti, 

Swansea,  Lord 

Queen's  Speecb,  Address  in  Answe 

Swaziland  (see  under  Africa 

SwEETUAN,  Mr.  J.,   fficklow 

•'  Hondeklip,"  Wreck  of  the,  149 

Switzerland 

laehruitei.  TrealmeiU  of,  Q. 
Knswlea ;  A.  Sir  E.  Orey  Mar  I 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  Ui 

India — Staff  Corjis,  Promotions,  10 

Secondary  K  ducat  ion  Commissiou, 

Supply  —  Elenicntury    Education 

ments  of  the  Education  Deparli 

Tanner,  Dr.  C.  K.,  Cor*  Co., 
Introdaction  of  and  Ballotting  f<ii 
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Teaohen* 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Maodonald ;  Read  V*   April  3, 
1316 

Telegraphs  (see  under  Post  Office) 

Temple,  Sir  li.,  Surrey,  Kingston 

Elementary  Edacation  (Exemption  from 
School  Attendance)  Bill,  Intro.,  456 

Franco  •  Siamese  Question— Papers,  1060, 
1063 

Mutiny  Bill,  856 

Non-Board  Schools — Improvements,  Res.,  958 

Pistols  and  Revolvers  ~ Accidents,  Res.,  1043 

Supply 
Art  and    Science  Buildings,   1065,    1066, 

1080, 1081 
Franco-Siamese  Question,  834 
Houses  of  Parliament,  979,  984 
Legation  and  Consular  Buildings  in  China, 

Indian  Contribution  to,  1085 
Royal  Palaces,  970 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens,  972, 973 
Uganda,  395,  397 
Voluntary  Schools,  &c.,  815 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill,  2R.,  1423 
Worcestershire,  Cotteridge  School,  446 

Tenant  Fanners'  Sporting  Bights  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Luttrell ;  Read  1»  Mar  20,  787 

Thames  Conservancy  Bill 

e.  Read  2°  April  6,  1419 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Grocers'  Licence  Abolition  Bill,  Intro.,  1504 

Thorburn,  Mr.  W.,  Peebles  and  Selkirk 

Church  of  Scotland  Reference  Bill,  Intro.,  468 

Disestablishment,  696 

Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1206 

Thornton,  Mr.  P.  M.,  Clapham 

London    County    Council    (Tower     Bridge 
Southern  Approach)  BiH,  2R.,  1238 

Supply 

Holyrood  Palace,  965 
Linlithgow  Palace,  972 

ToMLiNSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Army  Estimates^Rifie  Ranges,  Lancashire, 

545 
Railway  Rates  Bill,  587 

Supply 
Art   and   Science  Buildings,   1065,   1066, 

1068, 1079 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings,  1081, 

1086,  1087,  1088 
Elementary  Education  —  Requirements  of 

the  Education  Department,  388 

Torpedo-Boat  **  Havock  "  —  Disclosures  of 
Plans,  435 

Trade  and  Agriculture,  Depression  of — 
Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to  Queen's 
Speech,  104,  111,  112 

Wigan  Magistrate  —  Alleged  Corrupt  Prac- 
tice by  Mr.  R.  Johnson,  436 


Town  Holdings  Bill 

e,  Intro.,    Mr.    H.    L.   W.    Lawson ;  Read    1° 
Mar  16,  451 

0 

Town  Parks  (Ireland)  Bill 

c,  Intro.,    Captain  Donelan  ;  Read  V  Mar  16, 
453 

Trade  and   Commerce 
Depression — ^Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer  to 
Queen's    Speech     (Colonel    H.  Vincent) 
Mar  12,  75 

TEABE,  BOABJ)  OF 

President — Mr.  Mundblla 
Secretary — Mr.  T.  Bubt 

Barker  and  Compangj  Failure  of,  Q.  Mr.  J. 

Rowlands;     A.    Mr.    Mundella    April    5, 

1436 
Dover  Pier  Dues,  Q.  Mr.  G.  Bowles ;    A.  Mr. 

Mundella  Mar  19,  578 
German    Prison    Labour  —  Importation    of 

(roods  into  England,  Q.  Mr.  Field ;  A.  Mr. 

Mundella   Mar  15,  341  ;    Qs.  Colonel  H. 

Vincent ;  As.  Mr.  Mundella  April  2,  1103  ; . 

April  5,  1456 ;  Q.  Mr.  Conybeare ;  A.  Mr. 

Mundella  April  5,  1458 
Labour  Department  (see  that  title) 
Meatf  Foreign  and    Home  Fed  (see  under 

title  Agriculture,  Board  of) 
Merchant  Shipping  (see  that  title) 
Railways  (see  that  title) 
Russo- German  Commercial  Treaty  (see  that 

title) 
Trade  Union  Reports,  Q.  Mr.  Howell ;  A.  Mr. 

Mundella  Mar  19,  564 
Weighing   Machines,  Stamping  of,   Q.  Mr. 

Caine  ;  A.  Mr.  Mundella  April  5,  1439 

Trade  Dispntes  (Arbitration)  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Butcher ;  Read  1«  Mar  16,  458 

Trade  Reports  (Annual  Series) 
Copy  pres.  Mar  29, 1000 

Trade  Reports  (Miscellaneous  Series) 
Copies  pres.   Mar  16,  432 ;    Mar  20,  788  ; 
Mar  29,  1000 

Trade  Unions  (see  under  title  Labour) 

Tramways  and  Publio  Companies  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1883,  Amendment  Bill 

c,  Intro.,  Mr.  Tully  ;  Read  I'  Mar  16,  461 

Tramways  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Schwann  ;  Read  1«  Mar  16, 459 

Treasury  Chest  Fund 
Copy  pres.  Mar  12, 128 

Treaty  Series  (No.  4, 1894) 
Copy  pres  Mar  15,  432 

Treaty  Series  (No.  6,1894) 
Copy  pres.  Mar  15,  482 
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TREVELYAN,  Right  Hon.  SieG.O. 

(Secretary    for  Scotlaad),  Glatgow, 
Bridgeton 

BuaiiiuHB  of  tbc  House— Scottish  LepaUtlon, 

328,  cai 
Cockeniie    FiBherj    Proviaional   Order   Bill, 

iDtro.,  1522 
Scotland 
Crofters— Canadian  SettlemenU,  1254 
Doer  Forest  Commission,  I0S7 
DIi<cstnbli!<hnii;iit,  696 
Kdiiiburgli  Commissjiry  Office,  14*9 
Education 

Assault  bf  a  Lewis  Schoolmaster,  1667 

Books,  662 

Eilucatioii  Act,  Working  of,  437 

Peats— Cbilclren  Taking  to  Scbools,  866 

Secondary  &lu cation  Grant,  678 
Fisheries 

I.och  Fyne  Herrlagg,  311 

Trawling,  317,  1096 
Footpaths  in  the   Island   of   Lewis,    S69, 

Habitual  Offenders,  1435 

Home  Rule,  Res.,  1307,  1308 

Invet^nrdon  Perry,  860 

Pnrochinl  Oraotn,  142 

Police— Daties  of  CouimissioiierB  of  Police 

Burghs,  442 
Prisons.  Barlinnie,  862 
Public  Works,  Eipendltare,  303 
St.  Andrew's  Univereitj — Kev.  J.  Herkless, 

1442 
Standing  Committee  (Scotland),  Res.,  1II6 


Commie 


[i,&c.,  796,841,842 


Scotch  Affairs.  847 


Trinidad — Diplomnlic    Relations  with 
Venezuela 

Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent;  A,  Sir  E.  Grej 
J/iril  o,  1429;  Qs.  Colonel  H.  Vincent 
An.  Mr.  8.  Buxton  April  9,  1592 

Trust  Companies  Bill 

c.  Iiiiro.,    Mr.    Wootton     Isaacson ;     Read    1' 


Trustee  Act  (1893)  Amendment  Bill 

c  Intro.,   Mr.   W.  Kenny ;    Read    1"  Jtfar  16, 


Trustees  Act,  1893 
Q.  Mr.  W.  Kenny ;  A.  Sir  C.  Russell  Mar  IS, 


.  Tuhcrcuhsis  (see  under  Agriculture) 

TuiTK,  Mr.  J.,  Weslmeatk,  N. 

Pnrliamcnlarv  EIcclioTis  (Returning  Officers) 
(Ireland)  Bilt,  Intro.,  454 

TuLLV,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrim,  S. 

Tramways  and  Public  Companies   (Ireland) 
Act  (1883)  Amendment  Bill,  Intro.,  461 


Uganda  (tee  under  Africa) 


TTniforms  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.   Farquharson  ;  ReatI  1 


Vaccination 

Royal  Cum mitfion  RerommeKitath 
Hopwood  ;  A.  Mr.  Asqnith  Mar 

Valuation  (Uetropolis)  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mi.  Pickersgilt ;  Read  1°  A 

Vehicles'  Lights  Bill 

c.  Intro.,  Mr.  Webster  ;  fleaill°Miii 

Venezuela  and  Trinidad — D 
Relations  with 

Q.  Colonel  H.  Vincent;  A.  8i 
April  r>,  1429  ;  Q.  Colonel  H.  ^ 
Mr.  B.  Buxton  April  »,  1592 

Vincent,  Colonel  C.  E.  H., 
Central 

Braiilian  Cinl  War,  331 
Discharf^   and  Reserve   Soldieri 

mentfor,  Res.,  518 
Foreign  Goods  (Mark  of  Origin) 

457 


India 


*.  347 


Trade  and  Agriculture,  Depre 
Amendt.  to  Address  in  Answer 
Speech,  75 

Venezuela  and  Trinidad,  Diplon 
tions  with,  1429,  1592 

Walks 
SeaHBiarii    Scheme,    Q.    I,oriI    ! 

Alderley  ;  A.   Earl  o(   Boseber 

1566 
BnSm-ed  Sclimlt  Art,  ISeS,  attd 

Arts  and    Welth   Intermediate 

Art,  18S9,  Copy  pres.  .Var  29, 1 
Local   Gaverameiit  Ai-t.  Traiulat 

Welih,    Q.   Mr.  Herbert    Lewi 

Bhaw-Lefevre  April  2.  1112 
Schwl  Impectorf,  Q.  Mr.   Eeuya 

Acland  April  6,  16% 
TitHe  Callecti««t,  Q,  Mr.  Oriffitb- 

A.  Mr.  Asqnith  April  3,  1245 

Wallace,  Mr.  .J.  S.,  Tower 
Lime  house 
East  London  Water  Bill,  2R^  140 

Wallace,  Mr.  R.,  Edinburgh, 

Civil  Service— Compulsory  Retirei 
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WAB  OFFICE 

Secretary  of  State— Mr.  Campbell-Bankeb- 

MAN 

Under  Secretary  of  Stat« — Lord  Sandhurst  , 
Financial  Secretary — Mr.  W.  WOODALL 
{Sea  Army) 

Waring,  Colonel  T.,  DowUj  N. 
Ireland 
Board  of  Irish  Lights  and  the  Brigg  Beef 

Buoy,  570 
Land  Acts  Inquiry,  699 

Warmington,   Mr.  C.  M.,  Monmouth^ 
W. 

Patent  Agents  Registration  Bill,  Intro.,  1380 ; 
2R.,  1375 

Warner,  Mr,^T.  C.  T.,  Somerset^  N. 
Queen's  Speech,  R^ly  to,  37 

Warren     Hastings     Island^    Reported 
Wreck  of 
Q.  Mr.  D.  Crawford ;  A.  Sir  U.  Kay-Shuttle- 
worth  April  9,  1568 

Ways  and  Means 
BufJ^et,  Q.  Mr.  Goschen  ;  A.  Sir  W.  Harcourt 
AprU  2    1114  ;  Q.  Mr.  A.  C.  Morton ;  A. 
Sir  W.  Harcourt  AprU  9,  1584 


WATS  AVD  MEANS 

Consolidated  Fmid  {No,  1)  BUI 

Res.  to  grant  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
towards  making  good  Supply  for  the  year 
ending  Mar  31,  1894,  the  sum  of 
£577,222  ;  Com.,  Mar  16,  566 ;  Report 
Mar  19,  675 

Res.  to  grant  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
towanls  making  good  Supply  for  the 
year  ending  Mar  31,  1895,  the  sum  of 
£5,981,100  ;  Com.,  Mar  16,  556  :  Report 
Mar  19,  675 

Res.  to  grant  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  towards  making  good  Supply  for 
the  year  ending  Mar  31,  1895,  £785  14s. ; 
Com.,  Mar  20,  788  ;   Report  Mar  21,  862 

Res.  to  grant  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
towanls  making  good  Supply  for  the 
year  ending  i/i^r  31,  1895,  £3,918,500; 
Com.,  Mar  20,  788  ;  Report  Mar  21, 852 

Webb,  Mr.  A.,  Waterford^  W. 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
(1887)  Rei)eal  (No.  2)  Bill,  Intro.,  452 

Webster,  Mr.  R.  G.,  St.  Pancras.E. 

Army        Medical        Staff  —  Surgeon- Major 

Hamilton  G.  Ganlncr,  1614 
East  London  Water  BilI^2R.,  1412 
London     C<Kmty    Council     (Tower     Bridge 

Southern  Approach)  Bill,  2R.,  1219,  1229 
South  Kensington  Museum  Fa^de,  1516 
Vehicles'  Lights  Bill,  Intro.,  460 
Volunteer  Decoration.  1515 
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Webster,  Sir  R.  E.,  Isle  of  Wight 

Behring  Sea  Award  Bill,  2R.,  1480,    1481  ; 

Com.,  1682, 1686 
East  London  Water  Bill,  2R.,  1412, 1413 
Patent  Agents  Bill,  2R.,  1375 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Children  Bill,  Intro., 

456  ;  2R.,  1377 

Supply 
Law  Chargea— Cordite  Dispute,  370 
Magistrates'  Clerks,  370 

Wedderburn,  Sir  W.,  Banffshire 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Acts  Amend 
ment  Bill,  Intro.,  454 

India 

Public  Service  Commission,  316 
Religious  Impartiality,  1447 
Text  Books  in  Schools,  1447 

Meat,  Foreign  and  Home  Fed,  694 
Scotland— Steam  Trawling,  817, 1096 

Weighing  Machines  (see  under  Trade^ 
Board  of) 

Weir,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Ross  and  Cromarty 

Ceylon  —  Warwickshire  Regimental  Rifles, 

1679 
Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  Bill,  3R.,  896 
Enfield  and  Sparkbrook  Factories,  1680 

Scotland 
Assault  by  a  Lewis  Schoolmaster,  1667 
Crofters*  Settlements  in  Canada,  1254 
Dingwall  Poaching  Prosecutions,  858, 1252, 

1570 
Footpaths  in  the  Island  of  Lewis,   869, 

1566 
Invergorden  Ferry,  860 
Peats— Children  taking  to  Schools,  866 
Railway    Communication    in    Ross-shire, 

1255 

Supply 

Deer  Forest  Commission,  &c.,  838,  840 
Fisheries— Trawling,  890 
Scotch  Affairs,  845,  850 
Vote  on  Account,  805,  831 


West   Indies 
Dominica  (see  that  title) 
Mails,  Q.   Mr.   Hogan ;   A.   Mr.  A.   Morley 
Mar  19,  561 

West  Middlesex  W$ter  Bill 

c.  Read  2»  AprU  6,  1425 

Whitehead,  Sir  J.,  Leicester 

Disarmament  Policy,  1008 

Intemperance,  Illustrated  Lessons  on,  1005 

Liscard  (Cheshire)  School.  309 

Matlock  British  School,  309 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act  (IS^S)  Amon  l- 

ment  Bill,  Intro.,  454 
Railway  Hates  and  Charges,  133,  1U5 

Whitelaw,  Mr.  W.,  Perth 

Scotland — Barlinnie  Prison,  862 
Supply— Scotch  Afiairs,  849,  850 

4  N 
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Whitelet,  Mr,  G„  Stockport 
India— Impori  Duty,  S28,1I41 

Police  and  Sanitary   Ri^ulBtionH  Committee, 

1243 
FoiulolRiul,  Annexation  of.  1437 
Silver  Qucbtiou  and  the  EasUrn  Trade,  H6 

Whithobe,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Chelsea 
Mining  Royalties '— Bents  anil    Wayloaves, 
KeB.,lS44 

WiCKHAM,  Mr.  W.,  Hanti,  Peterifield 
lodia-CottoD  Duties,  443 


149 

Wild    fiirdi'   Protection    Act    (1880) 
Amendment  Bill 

c  Intro.,  Sir  H.    Maxwell;  Beail  1°   April  3, 
1316 

WiLLiAiis,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Glamorgan,  S. 
Jury  Law  AmeudtaeDt  Bill,  Intro.,  833 

WiLLiAUS,    Mr.     J.    Garvell,    Notts, 
Mansjield 

Burials  Bill,  Intro.,  453 

Charity  Commission  (Pariiamcalary  Control), 

fies.,  1031 
Charity  Commiwionurs 

Mr.  Auslie,  WS 

Parliamentary      Charity       Cctmmissiuncr, 

Gresham  University  Draft  Charter,  8G7 

WiLLrAMS,  Mr.  J.  V .,  Birmingham,  S. 

Law    Officers  (Privatu   Practice),  Res.,  KW, 

1152 
Nar.il   Constructioti  —  NiL-kui   Steel    Flatus, 


"Co 


raot  the  Crown,  368 
Metro[)olitan  Police  Courtis,  asS,  997 
^uth    Kensington    Museum,   106!),   1070, 


Wilson,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  Mid. 

Steam    Enjrines   ami    lloilers    (Pcisoiis    in 
Charge)  Bill,  Inlro.,  454 

WiLSox,  Mr.  J.,  LaHiirh,  Govan 

Liquor  Traffic  Lociil   Veto  <Scotliiiiil)  Bill, 

Standing  Uomniittco  (Scotland),  Kl-s,,  1187 

Wilson,    Mr,   J.    Huvolock,     .Middles- 
brough 

Merchant  Shipjjing  —  Uniicrmanning,  llori 
Navy  Kescrvcs,  665,  (i«'J.  I173 
"  Port    Varrock,"   Loss  of   the,    Motion    for 
Adjournment  yf  tlic  House,  906 


WiLsoN-ToDD,   Colonel   W.  H.,   T 
X.B.,  Hawdenshire 
Wild  BinUin  Yorkshire— Close  Time,  II 

WoLKK,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Belfast,  E. 

Board  ot  Irish  Lighten  572 

Dockyard  Labour  and  Waees,  Bes.,  622, 

WoLMER,  Viecount,  Edinburgh,  W. 

Edinburgh  CaHtle  Rock,  1449 
Edinbai^b  Commissar;  Office,  1449 
Freemantle's,  Sir  C,  Committee,  1*48 
VoIuDteer  Decoration,  1448 


l'i  FranohiM  BiU 

c.  Inlro,  Dr.  Clark  ;  Read  1°  Mar  20,  787 

WOODALL,  Mb.  W.  (Financial  S. 
Ury  to  tho  War  Office),  Hanieg 

Bradford  Barracks,  665 

Ceylon — Warwickshire  Regimental  J 

1579 
Contracts  —  Armour-Pietcing     Projei 

1578 
Crimean  and   Indian    Mutiny  Pcnii 

435 
Entield  and   Sparkbrook   FactoTics, 

Army  Estimates 
Forage.  43a,  431 
Land  Forces,  543,  .>48 

Woods,  Mr.  8.,  LaHcaskire,  Ince 

Aclmirnlly  Contract  Work,  Overtime  on 
Milling    Royalties — Itenta    and    W'arli 

Itcs..  1623 
Queen's  8|M3Cch,  Reply  to,  76 
KcgiHtrars  uf  Births  as  Political  Agents, 
Torpeilo-Boat  Contracts,  682 

Woods,  Forrsts,  and  Land  Rerenu 
the  Crown 
Cnn-'n   K*l«tf',  Q.  Mr.   Yerburgh  ;    A 

.    J.  T.  Hibljcrt  J;f/-H3,  12.-.3 

fJtier    Fiahing    (Iri»in4t    (hee    under 

FithcrU-) 

IVoolwieh  Arsenal  (see  under  Abx 

Working  Hen'i  Dwellings  Bill 

r.  Intro.,  Mr.  Wrighlson  ;  Reail  1*  .Var  16. 

Workmen's  Houses  Tenure  Bill 

.■.  lulru.,  Mr.  D,  Crawfunl  ;    Road   1°  .V« 


WoKKS,    Firift    Commissiouor    of— 
H.  J.  Gladstose 

WoRTLEY,  Mr.  C.  B.  Stlart-,  She£ 
Hallam 

Mcrcliaiidi«c  Miirks  (File-)  Bill.  Intro,.  ■ 
Metropolitan  Police  Court.  Clerks.  343 
SfiiLCfl  InB[>ecWr«'  Reports.  1574 
Pistola  and  Ite  vol  vers— Accidents,  Kw.. 
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WoBTLSY,  Mr.  C.  B.  Stuabt-  —Am/. 

Supply 
I&ni^roag  Trades,  859 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  BuiMings,  1089 
Extension  of  Admiralty  Buildings*  984 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts,  994,  995 

Wright,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Nottingham^  S. 

Metropolitan  Police  Court  Clerks,  843 
Volunteer  Decoration,  315 

Wbightsot,  Mr.  T.,  Stockton-on-Teei 

Working  Men's  Dwellings  Bill,  Intro.,  459 
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Yerburob,  Mr.  B.  A.,  Chester 

Crown  Estates,  1253 

Young,  Mr.  S.,  Cavan^  E, 

Ireland 
Labourers'  Acts,  Cootehill  Guardians,  872 
Monaghan  Asylum — Tea  Contracts,  560 

Zambesi  (see  under  Africa) 

Zulu  Prisoners  (see  uoder  Africa) 


END  OF  VOLUME  XXII.,  AND  FIRST  VOLUME 

OF      SESSION     1894. 
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